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a

To take over all modes of transportation and control
highways and seaports. (EO 10990)

. To seize and control he communications media(EO

10995)

. To take over all electrical power, gas petroleum, fuels

n minerals(EO 10997)

. To ake over all food resources and farms(EO 10998)
. To mobilize civilians into work brigades uder goverent

supervision(slave labor)(EO 11000)
To take over all health, educationad welfare
functions(EO 11001)

. To take over all airports and aircraft, including

commercial aircraft(EO 11003)

. To take over railroads, inland waterways and pblic

storage facilities(EO 11005)

To put all Executive Orders into effet in imes of
increased interational tensions an economic Or
financial crises(through the Office of Emergency
Planning).

. Though the Department of Justice, to enfrce plans set

out n Executive orders, institute industrial support, to
establhish judicial and legislative liaision, control all
aliens, operate penal and correctional institutions, and
advise and assist the President(EO 11921)

. To develop plans to establish conrol over the

mechanisms of production and distribution, energy
resources, wages, salaries, credit and the follow of
money in US Financial institutions in any undefined
national emergency(EO 11921)

114
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MANY US CITIZENS WILL NOT RECEIVE THE MARK,
(OBAMA HEALTH CARE - RFID CHIP) AND WILL BE
CONSIDERED THREAT TO “NATIONAL SECURITY OF
THE UNITED STATES AND/OR A TERRIORIST AND AN
ENEMY OF THE UNITED STATES AND DETAINED
WITHOUT DUE PROCESS OF LAW WITHOUT A TRIAL
FOREVER.

And/or

INTERNET ARTICLE

BECOrAE AN P XARMINER

ACLU condemns Obama over indefinite detention
policy...press ignores

On December 31, while on vacation in Hawaii, President Obama signed the National
Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) into law which in addition to allocating $662 billion to the
Pentagon also contains a measure which allows U.S. citizens to be taken into custody and held
indefinitely without ever being charged with a crime.

Not only can any citizen deemed a threat to “national security interests of the United States,” be
held forever without receiving a trial, but the military will be the ones arresting those citizens.

NDAA Section 1022, subsection ¢ allows (1) Detention under the law of war without trial until
the end of the hostilities authorized by the Authorization for Use of Military Force.”

This law basically repeals habeas corpus, by not requiring the government to give cause or
evidence as to why the person is being detained; the 6th Amendment which ensures U.S. citizens

the right to counsel as well as the Posse Comitatus Act of 1878 which prevents federal military
forces from being deployed and used against U.S. citizens.

15
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Shortly after Obama signed the NDAA into law, the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLLU)
declared the measure illegal and began circulating an online petition entitled: “He signed it.

We'll fight it.”

The ACLU’s website states: “President Obama signed the National Defense Authorization Act
(NDAA) into law. It contains a sweeping worldwide indefinite detention provision.”

“The dangerous new law can be used by this and future presidents to militarily detain people
captured far from any battlefield. He signed it. Now, we have to fight it wherever we can and for
as long as it takes.”

The online petition reads: “1'm outraged that the statute President Obama signed into law
authorizes worldwide military detention without charge or trial. I pledge to stand with the ACLU
in seeking the reversal of indefinite military detention authority for as long as it takes.”

“And I will support the ACLU as it actively opposes this new law in court, in Congress, and
internationally.”

While the NDAA seems to have done what no politician could ever do...uniting conservatives
and liberals alike on a single issue, this monumental development has not received even a
mention in the mainstream press.

It seems that the ACLU taking on the most left-wing president in U.S. history should be headline
news...but not in today’s Obamamedia.

WARREN BUFFET INVEST IN RAILROADS AND/OR WHICH LEADS TO
CONCENTRATION CAMPS.

. PLEASE EXCEPT JESUS CHIST AS YOUR LORD AND SAVIOR, AND PRAY WITH
ME NOW. REPEAT THIS , THIS PRAYER WITH ME TODAY. LORD JESUS CHRIST
PLEASE FORGIVE ME FOR MY SINS, AND PLEASE HELP ME TO BE A BETTER
PERSON, AND SERVE YOU FOR THE REST OF MY LIFE. I ACCEPT YOU AS MY
LORD AND SAVIOR, T ACCEPT LOOK FORWARD TO PARADISE, MY NEW HOME
HEAVEN. SAVE ME KNOW OH LORD JESUS CHRIST

#*+xxxEND OF SHARON BRIDGEWATER MINISTRIES WEBPAGE*****

b

SHARON BRIDGEWATER VS. OBAMA, HOLDER, ET AL




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

2:12-cv-13942-VAR-RSW Doc # 1-3 Filed 09/06/12 Pg4 of 50 PgID 122

On or about June 2010 and contintuing to the filing of this complaint, Plaintiff alleges and upon

information and belief Obama and/or Holder upsurps the Plaintiffs webpage(s), make intentional
false representation of the Plaintiffs; including but not limited to articles on the internet regarding
Plaintiffs.

The reason why I believe this is:

Plaintiff do not twek, nor does the Plaintiffs have facebook account. Plaintiffs alleges the
defendants posted this information about the Plaintitf just for the purpose to manufacture
evidence, and falsey imprision the Plaintiffs without due process of law.

The reason why I believe this is on four different occasions I sent money and/or letters to
reinstate my company the Specialty Investment Group LLC, and/or the Specialty Global
Investments Inc. and/or my companies were never re-instated by the Corporations divisions.

Plaintiff allege the reason for the order was to restrain commerce.

I am not an active member of Shannon and Company nor do I hold any Official positions, nor
am I an active role member with this company. Upon information and belief the Defendants
have caused another indictment, intentional misrepresentations to another Grand Jury, and used
illegally obtained evidence of the Specialty Investment Group LLC. The Defendants have
knowing suspended Bridgewater and company INC. formed in 2009, and this annual fee is paid
every year. [ have continuously tried to reinstate my company the Specialty Investment Group
LLC with the Georgia secretary of State. They refused to reinstate, and give me the runaround.

Plaintiff allege the Defendants actions constitute conspiracy to restrain commerce, illegal
criminal monopolization, abuse of US Government Power, and illegal restraints in commerce.

and have told them that this or Georgia Corporations the Plaintiff is not a member of.

Upsuration of the Plaintiff or her son company, upon information and belief Orders the Plaintiff
company suspended so the could not file a lawsuit, order another company in which should have
been administrative dissolved in 2006 or 2007, and no business activity since 2012, the company
is still “showing as active.”  Also post the Plaintiff past boyfriend address on the internet to say
“contact Sharon Bridgewater™ at twitter, face book. 1do not twitter, I do not havea face book,
and I have not had a home since and have been dlsplaced smce 2007, and since the Defendants

ill y wiull ;d)cted me. € -
nowing intenfionally have upsuratlon of the plamtlff webpages, post complamts ‘sealed
complaints” on the webpage.

The Defendants actions constitute libel and defamation of character.

Upon information and belief Obama, Holder harrase the Complaintant stalk

it
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Obama and Holder et al, has illegally called the Plaintiff on her cell phone “VIA UNKNOWN
FOREIGN NUMBERS THAT IS NOT TRACEABLE” HARRASEMENT.

Upon information and belief Obama, Holder et al. has caused “ANOTHER” indictment
Grand Jury, and/or has counterclaim when the Plaintiff files her lawsuit, KIDNAPPED THE
PLAINTIFF SHARON BRIDGEWATER

Plaintiff allege and upon information and belief Armstrong commits wire fraud, has taken a
Sharon Bridgewater vs. Hayes Valley limited partnership account filed under seal intentionally
removed US FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT “filed under sealed” court documents in case
number C10-5436(SBA),and/or C10-703(SBA); “PUBLICLY DISCLOSED” private under seal
information and posted on the internet and under the Plainiff name and under the website
SharonBridgewater.org/files/48748936.doc., as follows :

19
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1 || Sharon Bridgewater
965Mission Street, Suite 409

2 || San Francisco, CA 94103
s 415-386-7786
In Pro Se
6
7
6
8 7
. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR
? . NORTHERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
10
10
H 11 Hl Sharon Bridgewater, individually, :
And on behalf of Specialty Investment Group
12 ) -
12 LLC a dissolved Georgia Corporation ) CASE No. C10-5436 (SBA)
L ! [PROPOSED]
13 o ' COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES AND
14 Plaintiff, ; INJUNCTIVE RELIEF
14 15 Vs. ) FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION FOR
] BREACH OF LEASE AGREEMENT
15 16 ) CONTRACT
1 i TH[RSD CAUSE Og’ ACTION FOR
Valley Limited Partnership(AKA, CONSPIRACY T
16 By alley Apartment nershipd ) FRAUDULANTLY CONCEAL
1 || Hayes Valley Apartments [LL.P., ) FOURTH CAUSE OF ACTION FOR
17 Hayes Valley Apartments Limited Partnership,) CONSPIRACY TO MALICIOUSLY
19 || A California Limited Partnership) ' PROSECUTE
20 McCormack Baron Ragan Management, : EISITJEP(;[?ESE’ gr)(l; ?)(E:E@UEOR
18
;&BA Urban Dc\.:elopmenl_ Co.,.(AKA The ) SEVENTH CAUSE OF ACTION
21 elated Companies of California, Inc.(AKA ) E[GHTH CAUSE OF ACTION
18 The Related Companies of California LLC, ' CONCEALMENT OF KNOWN F ACTS
22 || Related Companies of California, a California ' AND INTENTIONAL MISPRESENTIONS
20 General Partnership) Sunamerica Affordable NINTH CAUSE OF ACTION
23 . !
Housing Partnership Inc., and Does 1 thru 50 MALICIOUS PROSECUTION(2x)
21 24 || inclusive NEGLIENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL
DISTRESS
25 CIVIL RICO
22 Defendants UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICE
26 . i CARTWRIGHT
23 Shawn Bankson, Jane Creason, Kimball, Tircy  CLAYTON
27 || & St. John, LLP, and Does 1 through 50 SECTION 1
inclusive. SECTION 2
24 28 SHERMAN ACT
SECTION 1
25 :
26
27

. (1
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Plaintiff allege Armstrong, conspired with Obama and/or Holder, published this document on the
internet for two reasons: 1) to create the impression of the minds who read as if the
complaintant never filed or made Holder knowledgable of the RICO activities, and Federal False
Claims case. 2) to public disclose information,regarding the Plaintiffs business and/or to
frabucate, information and/or present to Orinda Evans or another Federal judge to Specialty
Investment Group, illegal obtained evidence in a court of law, to falsly imprision the Plaintiffs
without due process of law. \

Plaintiffs allege Armstrong actions {o take the Plainitffs“SEALED COMPLAINT AND POST IT)
UNDER THE PLAINTIFFS WEBPAGE, was without probable cause.

Plaintiffs allege Armstrong and Wilkins and Does Clerks Defendants of the US Federal District
Court of California, et al actions constitute a violation of the complainant Fourth Amendment
right to be free from unreasonable search and seizure, via the 5™ or 14® US Constitutional
amendment. Plaintiff allege the Defendants actions also constitute, a violation of (1) and/or (2)
and/or (3) and/or (4) and/or (5) and/or (6) and/or (7) and/or (8) and/or (9) and/or (10)

and/or(1 Dand/or (12) and/or (13) and/or(14) and/or (15) and/or (14) and/or (15) and/or (16)
and/or (17) and/or (18) and/or {19) and/or (20) and/or (21) and/or (22} and/or (23) and/or (24)
and/or (25) and/or (26) and/or (27) and/or (28) and/or (29) and/or (30} and/or (31) and/or (32) as
mentioned in the above pages 42 thru 46 of the above criminal charges(The United States ex rel
Sharon Bridgewater vs. the Defendants)

Plaintiff allege that Armstrong a “seven year former OAKLAND POLICE OFFICER” and
Wilkins and Does Clerks Defendants of the US Federal District Court of California knew or
should have known to make impartial decisions and had a duty and/or obligation as a Federal
Judge to disqualify themselves and/or Holder and/or those operating under the direction of
Holder. At all times mentioned the Defendants breached their duties and/or obligations and is
liable for damages.

Plaintift allege and or upon information and belief Plaintiff allege the Armstrong et al actions
also constitute, a violation of (1) and/or (2) and/or (3) and/or (4) and/or (5) and/or (6) and/or (7)
and/or (8) and/or (9) and/or (10) and/or(11)and/or (12) and/or (13) and/or(14) and/or (15) and/or
(14) and/or (15) and/or (16) and/or (17) and/or (18) and/or (19) and/or (20) and/or (21) and/or
(22) and/or (23) and/or (24) and/or (25) and/or (26) and/or (27) and/or (28) and/or (29) and/or
(30) and/or (31) and/or (32) as mentioned in the above pages 42 thru 46 of the above criminal
charges(The United States ex rel Sharon Bridgewater vs. the Defendants)

W
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In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the Defendants, Upon information and belief
3 || Obama, Holder, “orders” the Georgia Corporations division to dissolve Plaintiffs Companies,
suspend Bridgewater & Company INC.

The reason why Plaintiffs believe this is Plaintiffs have consistly requested the Georgia and/or
Nevada Corporations division to re-instate Plaintiff companies. They refused to.

(An overt act need not be a criminal act nor a crime. It may be totally innocent and legal. United
7 V| States v. Hermes, 847 F.2d 493, 495 (8th Cir. 1988), and in order to obtain FEDERAL FALSE

10

11 In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the Defendants and/or upon information and
belief Obama, aids, assist, commands orders, FORMS, FRABRUCATES, commands, induces or
12 || procures its commission, Orders, “FORM, FRABUCATE A FAKE PROGRAM” using the New
York State’s Martin Act, (which allows the Proseuction of criminal and/or civil prosecution
of Mortgage Fraud without showing the need for criminal intent ), and dating back to when
12 || the Plaintiff operated her business in Georgia 2007.

13

15 || Upon information and belief Obama formed the program just for the pupose to obtain civil
penalties from the Private Real Estate Investor and “without” the Plaintiffs Sharon Bridgewater
vs. Hayes Valley Limited Parnterhip, and to falsely imprision the Plaintiffs without due process
17 || of law, and obtained civil penalities in the about of 100 billion dollars, and defrauded the
Plaintiff out of hud recoveries.

16

18

19 The reason why Plaintiff believe this is:

20

21 IN THE PRESIDENTS STATE OF THE UNION ADDRESS
22

Obama order Holder to investigate those who responsible for misconduct contributing to the
23 || financial crisis through the Pooling and Sale of and sale of residential mortgage backed securities
leading up to the financial crisis of 2007/2008. This is when Plaintiffs conducted business in

24 :
Georgia.

25

26 || (An overt act need not be a criminal act nor a crime. It may be totally innocent and legal.
United States v. Hermes, 847 F.2d 493, 495 (8th Cir. 1988).

27

28 _YL’
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Upon information and belief Obama. Commits a non-official act:

Sheme, implements, and/or arrange or manufacture circumstances, commands “ORDERS” a
creates and new program “residential mortgage” backed securities group, to study how they were
created, sold and valued by financial institutions. (ON TOP OF THE ONE THAT IS
ALREADY IN PLACE), using the New York State’s Martin Act,(which allows the criminal
and/or civil prosecution of Mortgage Fraud without showing the need for criminal intent)*.
Obama and/or Holder know THEY must make a case fast to falsely imprision the
complaintant again (as the complainant will serve her federal false claims complaint on
HVLP) Holder, dating back to 2005-2007, when the complainant operated her business in
Georgia, against the United States. Case law decisions: receives, relieves, comforts or assists the
offender in order to hinder or prevent his apprehension, trial or punishment of Holder,
Armstrong, et al to prosecute the Plaintiff and prevent the Plaintiff from filing a law suit,

ARTICLE OF PAPER OBAMA BIG LIE ARTICLE

e
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DEPARTMENT

wasiger

Holder Announces Formation of Residential Mortgage-Backed Securites Working Group
In this Photo: Eric Holder, Shawn Donovan, Eric Schneiderman

New York Attorney General Eric Schneiderman(C) speaks while Attorney General Eric
Holder(R) and Hud Secretary Shaun Donovan listen during a new conference at the Justice
Department on Jan, 27, 2012 in Washington, DC. Attorney General Holder announces the
formation of the residential mortgage backed securities group that will investigate fraud in

residential mortgage backed securities.”
www.zimbio.con.. Residential+Mortgage/.../Eric+Schneiderman(INTERNET ARTICLE),

Uponinformation and belief Holder issues 11 civil subpeonas to the US Government
Private Partners for civil penalities obtain Federal HUD funds illegally obtain, and
without the Plaintiff serving her complaint on the US Government.

* According to a recent internet article these are Eric Schriendman

statements. {(see exh. }
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OBTAIN HUD FEDERAL FUNDS FROM PRIVATE PARTNERS, OBTAINED BILLIONS
OF DOLLARS IN PENALITIES AND/OR WITHOUT DUE PROCESS OF LAW.

Campologie his settlement with the US Government Companies, by making the biggest
settlement in history

25 billion dollars, and acts in joint participation with Holder and Shawn Bankson to falsely
imprision the Plaintiff again

the Defendants and without due process of law to defraud the complaintant out out of damages
substained, by the US Government/public private partnership is preparing or has prepared
another indictment of the Complainant and/or family members to indict, charge, fasley imprision
without due process of law, as mentioned on page

RICO ARTIFICE AND SCHEME TO DEFRAUD [TITLE 18 U.S.C. § 1964(c))]

RE: INJURY TO BUSINESS AND PROPERTY AND DESTRUCTION OF BUSINESS
and OBTAINING MONIES BY AND THROUGH FALSE MISREPRESENTATIONS or
FRAUD, PEONGAGE or SLAVERY, FALSE IMPRISIONMENT, Federal Principal and
Aider and Abettor, Title 18 U.S.C.A §2(a)-(b), Federal Principal and Aider and Abettor, Aiding
and Abetting A Conspiracy, Federal Principal and Aider and Abettor Conspiracy to Commit
Aiding and Abetting

Plaintiffs allege on or about June. 1, 2009, I Sharon Bridgewater, Specialty Investment Group
LLC and Specialty Global Investment INC. and/or Bridgewater and Company INC. entered into
a “three way” legally binding, HUD lease agreement and contract with Roger Tonna, Mary
Tonna, and the Alameda County Housing Authority for the premise of 111 Preda Street, San
Leandro, CA 94577. Plaintiffs were at all times were tenants of Roger and Mary Tonna. The
Plaintiffs at all times mentioned was in peaceful, lawful possession of the premises. The
Plainitffs at all times mentioned were current on rental payments. The HUD lease agreement
provides that a 90 day notice of termination of tenancy must be issued to a HUD tenant in order
to terminate a lease agreement.

Plainitff allege that Mary Tonna, Roger Tonna, et al at all times mentioned, hired illegal
immigrates as employees, aided and abetted illegal immigrates, and/or harbored illegal
immigrates, acted in joint participaton with convicted felons, and knowing, intentionally falsely
certified and/or received US Government funds.

In furtherance of the agreement of the Defendants Plaintffs on or about Dec. 2009 Obama et al
acted in joint participation with Roger, Mary Tonna, Shawn Dovanah, Alameda County Housing
Authority director et al, acted in joint participation with convicted felons, illegally entered

1
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1 || Sharon Bridgewater(Specialty Investment Group LLC, and Specialty Global Investment INC.
and/or Bridgewater and Company INC., the defendants violated the Plaitiffs solitude, evaded the
Plaintiff personal privacy, made a warrantless search, absent probable cause and/or exigent

3 || circumstances and “without consent, "criminally trespassed, on lawfully lease without the right
and without a search warrant and took by theft or robbery the Plaintif’s ,Specialty Invesiment
Group LLC and Specialty Global Investment INC. and/or Bridgewater and Company INC.

and/or family personal and/or business(es) intangible property valued at more than $5.,000(of the
Specialty Investment Group LLC), and violated the complaintant 4™ via 5™ or 14" amendment

& || US Constitutional right and did overt acts and/or in furtherance of the conspricy.

There was no probable cause to take and/or steal the Plaintiffs possessions.

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the Defendants the Defenadants
fraudulently concealed known facts they were under a duty to disclose to Plaintiff(s), abused the
11 || Superior Court of Alameda County and caused to be filed and recorded in the superior court of
Alameda County as follows and did overt acts or omissions to further the objective of the

12 || conspiracy.
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Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC

1.

B from untawhul detainer to ganers unfimtted civit {posassaion not i lssue) ) from fmited to unimiad
] from uniswiut detalnst to gensm limited civi {p jon not in ssus) ] trom unilmited to kmited

UD-100
.' Ammwnmammﬁhwmmd ) FMMLBEUI.Y
“E—WILLIAM E. GILG ="~ T T PR »
.| -Attorney at I-,avu SBN 151991 s '
305 San Bruao Avenue West
' Sah Brund, 'CA°94066 . . -{FILED BY FAX o
_TaLPnoeie; wa: 650~ 8‘?1 3547 ) m(m 650-873-3168 AUAMEDA COU_NT‘\"_
mm : . .'July'27; 2010
‘-ammnmplaintiff.s - CNEDE . . e CLERIK OF
SI-PERIORGOUM’OFCALIFOHNIA.OOUN'I\’OFA B THe SLERK OF el
soneer gy 24403, Amador Street . By| Sonya Arredonds, Deq:)uty
mmw samé | - R . .
CITr AMO T Cooe: . Hayward., CA 94544 CASE NUMBER !
pnc e Hayward Hall of Justice HG10527647
PLNHTIFF ROGER ’E'ONNA, MARY TONNA ' ] ) )
EFEmAH'I' SHARON BRIDGEWATER
[b:d | DOES1 TO 14 : i :
COMPLAINY - unmwrun_ DETAINER‘ _ rseimmas
1 compwm [ m:nnsu COMPLAINT ment Numbor):
Jurisdiction (chack aif that apply):
XJ ACTION ISALMTEDCNILCASE '
Amount demanded X3 does not -undﬂnm

[ excosds $10,000 but doos not sxcesd $25,000

|:| ACTION IS AN UNLIMITED cVIL CASE (amount demanded sxceets $25,000)
] ACTION IS REGLASSIFIED by ihis amemiad complaint or cross-complaint (check 2 that epply):

PLAINTIFF (reme each): Rogéx Tonna, Mary Tonna

allegos causes of acljon agains DEFENDANT (name sech):
Sharcen Bridgewater

a Painttis (1) (ZD an individusal overthe oge of 18 years. @ [J aparnecsnip,

@ [ apubiic BOBNGY. ® T & coporption.

@ " ather fapeaf); -
b. L Flaintift hag complied with ths fictitioun business name laws and is doing bustnese under he Sctitous name of (spedify):
Defendant named above is in possaselpn of the premises located at (sireet address, apt o, cify, zip cods, mdcoun!y)

111 Preda St., #7
San Leandro, CA 94577

_ Plaintirs itercst In the premises is D asownsr [ oiher (spocity):
The true names and capacities of defandmnts sued us Doas are unkinown to plaintiff
a, Onoraboutfdate) June 5, 2009 . defendant (name eachj:

Sharon Bridgewater

(1} agreed to rent the premisos as a ) month-to-month terancy (XJ cther tenancy (spscty): 1 yr. Sec. 8
(2) agrand fo pay rant ot § 225,00 paysdla [X] monthly Dmﬂmfmqwrny):
(3) sgreed to pay rent on the (X fistof themonth [T} othes day rspaaor)
b.This (Xl weitten [] orsl’  agresment was made with
(1) L phaingfr. ) . o) plumtlﬂ'lpfedomunrh interat,
(2) (2D plaintiTs agant ) ) ) LN other (spacity):

“NOTE: Do not use this form for evictions after sale %Ci\-. Proc., § 1181a). . Poge1of3
Foms S Oplrsd Use COM| T - UNLAWF! IETAINER mou

VI0-100 Poy. by 1, 2035] mumm.

Biewtas

2%
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Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC

| PLANTIFFMO). Roger Tonna,_et al ) | case wnmer:

o_EFENn_Mt(Nm_a) Sharon Bridqewatar, et al

8. c ({1 Tho defendants not namad In item Ba ars
(%) sublenants,
(2) IEnignees.
{3) (X0 other fspecty):  uUnknown.
d. [} Tha agreement was later changed as follews (specily):

a. mAmpyuf!hemmnagxmem.mudmgwndmndaonmmmdfommamwdimmmhallamed
and labeled Exhibit 1. (Required for maldential proparly, uniass itam 8t is chatked., See Cogn Civ. Proc., § 1108}
1. [ (For resiiental properly) A copy of the writtan agresrmpent 18 not attached becausa (spechy mason)
{1) the writtan agreemert ks not in the posseasion of the landiord of the landlord's employeas or agents.
8 Midmnsdslyhrnonpnymsmmm(codem Proc., § 1161€2%).
7. X a Dufandan(namnudl) Sharon Bridgewater

wa3 servad the folowing notice ar the saind date and in the esma mannor:

(1) ] :3-day notice 1o pay rent or quit @ ) 3-day notice 1o perform covenants of ouit

(23 [ 20-day notice to quit ) (5) I 3-day notice to quit

3 0 60-0ay notics to quit &) X othar (apacly): defendant servsd 30-day
b (1) On(data): July 16, 2010 hpubdsﬂpdlnmmmddmamdufhdq

[r4] Dllmdwﬁhﬂadhmmﬂywﬂhtmmqwdﬂwmhy&nmm

c. Al facts stated in the notice are true.

d. L3 The notice inchuded an siaction of farfeiture.

a IXJAmpywnnmuuhauadudwhbdedamuzmmmmmww Ses Code Civ. Proc.,
5116&)

1. T2 Gne or more deferclants wers sarved {1) with 8 diffuront actice, (2) on a differsnt date, or (3) in a different
mannar, as statod in Attecheent 8¢. {Cﬂndrrbmdcandﬂhasﬂhnm#pmmmammmd
by fems 7a-e and 8 for oach defencant)

8. a [XB The notice in tem 7a was seeved on the defendant namad In ierm Ta as fobows:
{1y [X] by personally handing a copy To defendant on (date): June 16, 2010 )
@ [} by kaving w copy with (name or descrplion): .

a person of suitable age and discretion, on (Cits): at defendant’s
[ residence [0 business AND mailing s copy to defendant at defendant’s place of oh
(iatey}: bocaues defandent cennot ba found at defendante residenca or usual
plage of business.
@ [ vy posting a copy on the promisss on (dain): . ] anDgiving acopy toa
person found reciding =t the premises AND mailing a copy (o datendant ai the premisas on
(dote):

(2) T because defondant's residence and Usual piace of busingss cannct be ascertalned OR
& (] because no pecson of suitable age or discretion can ba found thare.

(@ T[] (Not far 3-day notive; see Givil Codo, § 1846 before using] by oending & copy by ceriiied or reghatered
mall adreased t dofendart on (date):

Ko Dfmmmdmmm a9 Civil Code, §1953bc&:musku}nmemmulpoeﬁodhavmn

feané betwean the pates.
b O tMwme): .
was served on behalf of all defandants who signed @ joint writien rental
¢ ) information sbout sarvics of natics on the defendarts allaged in itern 7 is steded in Attschment Bc.
d. 20 Proof of service of the notice In [iem 7a Is attachad and iabeled Exhibit 3,

UD100 v iy 1, 2008) COMPLANT - UNCAWFUL DETAINER Pap 2003
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| pumnﬁm): _Roggr 'l_‘o'n'ria, et al "1 cARE WumasR:

uerwmmm) Shqfon Bridgewatsr, et al

8. c (5} The defendants not narnad in kem 5a am
N subtenanis.
73] assignees.
@ (X1 other fspseiy):  unknown.
d. 2] Tha agreamert wws later changed as follows (specily}:

¢. (X1 A copy of the writtan agroement, including any addanda or sttachments that form the basis of this compialnl. Is attached
and laboeled Exhibit 1. (Required for residential prpsrty, urnkes em Bl is chacked. Sea Code Civ. Proa., § 1188 ]
. [ (For makdential propesdy) A copy of the writien agresment s not attachied becauss (specify masory):
{1)8mmnwmhmmm ion of the landiord or the lendlord & employsss or agents.
this action is solsty for nonpayment of rent (Code Civ. Proc., 8 11612,
7. (X0 a. Defendart {name sach): Sharon Bridgewater

way servad the following notice on the samg dote and in the samg manner:

{1 2] 3-day notice & pay rent or quit {4)D3anmmpmmofqm
@) L 30-cay notice to quit ) {5) (] 2-day notice to quit
3) [ 00-ctay notice to quit ® (X0 Other (apecly): defendant servsd 30-day
. b. (1) On(dats): July 16, 2010 the period sttad in the nutice expited st the end of the day.

@ w—mmmmmm:mmmudmmnyhﬂm
¢. Al inets stalod in the notice are true.
4 [ The notice Inchuded an siaction of orfeiture.
n EIAwpyofﬂnnoﬁclhnﬂlchadu\diabdedEﬂﬂbﬂﬂ (Required for residental propady. See Code Cv. Pmc,
“§ 1188)
1. 2] Cne or more dafendants weis sorved {1) with a different notios, {2) on a diffsrent date, or (3) in & dilterent
mannar, ay stated In Attechengrt Bc. (Chack iam 8c end oitach a statement providing the informelion required
by Hems 7a-e and 8 forcach defendant) .
[ 3 a.-Thomummmnmswvodonlhedafanﬂamnumdhlwnhuhm
(1) X1 by personaty handing a copy to defendant on (date): June 16, 2010
@ T v leaving » copy with (narme o desciption):

& pergon of suitable sge and diacretion, on (dets): at defancant's
(2] residence [T business AND malling 8 copy to defendant at defendents place of resdences on
(cate): becauee dedandani cenndt be fourd zi defandant’s residence or usual
plece of businass.

® [C] by posting a copy on the premises on (Cate): . ] AND giving a copy to 8
person found reciding at the premises AND malling & copy Lo dafendant i the premises on
[dote);

(a) [ becauss defandant's residenca and usual place of buginass cannot be ascertalned OR
(1) ] becavse no person of suiteble sge or dacretion can be found thare,
(90 () (Not far 3-day notico; see Givil Coda, § 1845 before using} by nonding = copy by cerlibed or egisiored
mail adgressed to dofandant on (dale);
L)) Cl(mmrwmunwm w8 Civil Code, § 1953 before using} in the mannar spedified in 4 written
] lodisé betwean the partios. ‘

. [ ivame):
was served on behal of all defandants who signed a jolnt writien rental

c. [ information about service of notice on the dafandants aleged in Rem 71 ke steied i Attachment &¢.

d. [ Proof of service of the notice In fiem 7 Is atinshad and labeled Exhiit 3.

D100 e bty 1, 2008 CONPLANT - UNCAWEUL DETAINER e 23

B ik e

128

SHARON BRIDGEWATER VS. OBAMA, HOLDER, ET AL




2:12-cv-13942-VAR-RSW Doc # 1-3 Filed 09/06/12 Pg 16 of 50 Pg ID 134
1
2 Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC
3
. “PLANTIFF (Mame):  ROger lonna, et al CASE HUMORR
| - A : : ) o .
| | cRFENDANT pemey:  Sharon Bridgowater, et al
o : = - —
#. =] Plaintiif demanids possession from each defondent because of spiration of @ fxad-tem iease.
& 10 At the time the 3-day notioe fo pey rant of quit was servid, the amoti of tent due was § Q.00
11.[X] The feirrontal value Of the pramises ls § . 7.50 perday.
7 12.[] Detandant's continued possession ks malicious. and plaintiff is entitied 1o statutory damages under Code of Civil
Pmmd\uesedlun1174(b).{3mtospepfﬁﬂhchwppurﬁngadmupfnsqmmmmnlz.J
3 13. ] A written egreemeni betwaan the parties provides for attomey fess.
14,0 Detendant's tenancy is subject 1o the local ramt control of eviction control ardinance of (clty o counly, titie of ordinance,
5 and dafe of passage):
10 Plaintiff has mat all applicable requirements of o ordinenoss.
45, Other allegations ara siaied In Atkichmend 15.
11 " 16. PiaT Acoapts the Jurtadistanal Bt if ény, of the it
17. PLAINTWF REQUESTS
12 a p jon of the p r. (X1 damagos al the rats stated in lem 11 from
b. costs incurmed kn this proceefing: {date}: July 17, 2010 - for sach doy that
c. [} past-dus rent of § 0.00 defendants remain in possession through enlry of judgment.
13 d. [} reasonable atiomey faes, . ¢ [} statutory damagee up to $800 for the conduct ailegad In iem 12,
e. (X} forfsiture of the agreemant. h. (X other (specif): For such other and futher
14 relief.
18.CX0 Number of paged altached (specyy 4
15 UNLAWFUL DETAINER ASSISTANT (Bus, & Prof. Code, §§ 5400-8415)
19, (Complele & s 6a48s.) An uniawiul detsinar assigtant X ddnot T cdd for compensation give advice or sssistance
1s with this form. [ plsiniiT has received any hedp or atvice for pay from an urfawhd delainar assistant, siute:) '
. &, Assistanty nama: e c. Talaphone No.:
17 . .b. Strest address, city, and 2ip code: ‘ . d. County of régistration:
o e. Regisiration No.: © 7
{. Expires on (dats)’
18
1 uuu Taly :'25,: 2010. : ‘ 2 . E
Hilliap B Gilg = .
: VERIFICATION ’ ) :
21 . (=8 & giffarent vanification form it the veriication is by an affomwy or for 8 corporetion or peitnerahip.)
| am the plaintiff In this proceeding and heve read this comploint. | daciare under panally of periiry under tha iaws of the Stale of
22 Califomia that the loregoing & true and comecl.
Date:
23 ’
24 o . (PYPE DR FRNT puraas) : . | (SGNATUREOFPLANTIF .
W!-'-M +, 2008 COMPLAINT - UNLAWFUL DETAINER Pup el
&) i .
25
26
27
s 1’24
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HOUSING AUTHORITY OF THE COUNTY Or ALAMEDA
22941 ATHERTON 8T, BAYWARD, CA. 94541-6633
{510)538-8876
HOUSING CHOICE VOUCHER PROGRAM

October 5, 2009

TC: TONMNA, ROGER Tenant: SHARON BRIDGEWATER
PO BOX 266 111 PREDA STREET #7
BELMONT, CA 534002- SAN LEANDRO, CR 54577

NOTICE OF CBANGE
BPFECTIVE DATE OF CHA¥GE: 06/03/09
The reason for this change iz due to: o . B

[ ] REEXAMINATION
Annual Review of family income and / or compoeition.

[ ] INTERIM ADJUSTMENT
Interim correction in fanily income and / or compesition.

[ ] RENT ADJUSTMENT :
The owner / agent. reguest for a rent adjuetment that has been
. approved by the Houeing Authority.

[ ] CHANGE IN FAMILY COMPOSITION
Add: Delata:

[X] OTHER

sseresvrave REPORT INCOME CHANGES IMMEDIATELY TO HODSING ¢s+é¢iatovss
ADJUSTMENTE IN PA

. FROM TO .
" HAP Pa,ymgz}t ‘ 80,00 7 $977.00
‘Tenant Rent s0-006° = §225.00
Total Contract Rent $0.00 81,202.00 °

TO TEE TENANT ONLY

If you disagree with this decision, you may reguest an informal
heavring. If a hearing ia desired, you must submit a written request
to this office within 14 business days of the date of cthig notice or
your right to a hearing will be waived.

By :_LYNN SHRANKS
1510) 727- 8598

206/03V4809- 002/BRIDGENATER, smon/uzaasnf#é 28917
Owner Copy

x4

(RO iy

13l

SHARON BRIDGEWATER VS. OBAMA, HOLDER, ET AL




10

i1

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

13

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

2:12-cv-13942-VAR-RSW Doc # 1-3 Filed 09/06/12 Pg 19 of 50 Pg ID 137

Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC

o VERIFCATION
STATE OF CALIFORMIA, COUNTY OF ALAMEDA
1 have read the foregoing Complaint in Unlawful Detainer

anei know s contents.
] GHEGK APPLICABLE PARAGRAPHS

() tam a party to this action, mmmruMInmoWMmlmmwmmwtnmm
matiers which are sialed on nformation and betief, and as to those matiors | bekeva them 10 be irua.

3 'en anoll'imr (] aserner

a of .
lp.rtylohsadlm and maMhmeMnMrmdmmmw and | make tis verfication for thet resson.
] | am Informed and bekeve and an that ground wlegs that the malters siated in the farsgolng document ars inie, [Tl Tha metiers
ahtmlnhwmgmmmdemem"bﬂmmmwhichmdﬂadnnhbﬂnlﬁonand
beliet, and s W those matinrs ) balleve tham & ba trus, )

X} iamonedmeaiomeysfor Plaintiff o ,
a party to this action. Summmhmthwﬂnwﬂdmdm%aﬁmh&nhwmﬂlmm
vartiication for and on bahall of thet paity for that reasan. Imm-mmwonmgmddwﬂmhmm
stated in tha Toregoing document, ame Tus.

Excostedon July 26, 2010 ’ .ot San Brunc , Calfomia.
ruodareunnerpenulympnurvundcnheuwsulmSmbicuifm
Hillize E..Gilg- )

“‘PEC'IPMNHE
PROOF OF BERVICE
. 10134 (3) COP Revissd 2004
SBTATE OF CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF :
| sm ampioyed ln the county of , State of Calformia.
| am oves the ags of 18 and not a party g the within action; my buzincas address fs:

tn ' ., i sarved the foreguing document described as

on . in thie action .
byphangﬂnmcapumm!amlmedhuﬁdnmﬂopuuddmedu:uadmhemdudmamngh_
by plecing (L] theorginal  [_] & trus copy thereof endioasd In sealed pas ad d us falk

2 symanL .
{:]*m-poemwdamlope.nmmlu o ) ‘ , Calfornie,
The envelops wes malled with poslage thersen fully prepaid.

() ‘As follows: | am “readDy famiiiai” with tha firn's practios of collectien and pe spondence for malfing. Undar
that practica & would be daposiied with LS. msmonmsmdqﬂmmihuquUMH
Calfornia b the ondinary course of busiineas. | am awave that on motion of the

party sacved, wvionllpr-lunldirwidxfpwhlu- listion dete or postage meler dats ks mors than one day sfter date of
veposi for making in wifdavit .
Exacitied on , Caldomia.
D —(BY PERSONAL SERVICE) ldellveredluehnmllapebyhandlnheoﬁwanﬂmuddm )
Exacutod on =t . Califomia -

(2] (Stato} | decisrs uder penaity of parjury under the luws of the State of Caliomia thal the above ik rus and commact.
() (Federan ld.d.ntematIlmernplur-dhmnoﬂlwd-mamb«vlhbnrolhumﬂutvdnummtﬂcwvhm
mace.

TVPE O FRNT WAkt . SN
. ] m%wwmuwmmmw‘n

~JPOR PERACr. SPIACE WGMATIAE WUSY 85 THATOF LSRENGEN]

NORICorl (s, DTRATTONG) VERF‘CA“OW OF SERVICE

£ ot

$321430 SOE
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The Defendants were under a duty and/or had an obligation to disclose to the Plaintiffs , Sharon
Bridgewater, Specialty Investment Group LLC and Specialty Global Investment INC. and/or
Bridgewater and Company INC., that the following documents was filed.

Plaintiffs would have acted differently if were made aware of the following documents filed in
the Superior Court of Alameda.

Plaintiffs allege the purpose of the documents filed was to use, threat, coercion, retaliate against
the Plaintiffs Federal Witneses and restrain commerce, oppress, victim of US Government RICO
activities.

At all times mentioned Plaintiffs repeated asked for help or intervention of JOHN DOE 10
unknown Director of the Alameda County Housing Authority,in his/her individual and official
and/or “former “capacity As the Director of the Alameda County Housing Authority and/or
Defendants JOHN DOE 11 unknown employees of the Alameda County Housing Authority in
their individual

JOHN DOE 10 unknown Director of the Alameda County Housing Authority,in his/her
individual and official and/or “former “capacity As the Director of the Alameda County Housing
Authority and/or Defendants JOHN DOE 11 unknown employees of the Alameda County
Housing Authority in their individual and official and/or “former “capacities at all times
mentioned had a legal duty and/or obligation to fulfill their duties as employees of the US
department of HUD.

Plaintiff allege that Cn or about July 15 thru Oct. 2010, the Plaintiff s, Sharon
Bridgewater, Specialty Investment Group LLC and Specialty Global Investment INC. and/or
Bridgewater and Company INC. visited the ent the Alameda county Houisng Authority
JOHN DOE 10 unknown Director of the Alameda County Housing Authority,in his/her
individual and official and/or “former “capacity As the Director of the Alameda County Housing
Authority and/or Defendants JOHN DOE 11 unknown employees of the Alameda County
Housing Authority in their individual and official and/or “former “capacities, demanded help,
to stop the illegal eviction and the defendants refused to aid help the Plaintiffs.

1%
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Plaintiffs allege On or about August 2, 2010, the Plaintiff , Sharon Bridgewater, Specialty
Investment Group LLC and Specialty Global Investment INC. and/or Bridgewater and Company
INC. caused to be filed and recorded an answer to the Unlawful Detainer complaint as follows:

jet
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e ——
T
' ‘TR

UD-105
ATIOAMEY O PATCTY W THOUT ATI GANEY paes s Acrael TELIPHONE N0 #OR COURT USE vt

 Lxiolerrse_.
fgu TN Stteef &7

Sar {eadeo, cA FEST7
inoweviompan 2/ Sl AR FILED
N O CORE S, (:’am:f'oé i, L-f--I\J - :j‘..)!{'f’a COUNTY

STREET ADORERY er of Almeredal
mw:.wm 2GS ﬂ‘m L Si'"fd' AUG 0 Z 2no

BRANCH NALE: R

PLANTIFF. ﬂa‘j""" m ﬁL~f rbﬂﬂﬂ
O Skmnons B 1o6merren.

ANSWER—Unlawlful Detainer HG105 27764 7 7]

- Delendant (namas): SHARcy B ity

answers tha complainl as follows:

2. Chack ONLY ONE ef the noxt two baxes:
a X1 Def-;hm genarsily danias gach slatement of the complaint. (Do not chack ihis box I the complaint demands mans
than $1,000,
b. m Defeadant admits that all of the statements of the compiaint are tus EXCEPYT

{1) Dafendant claims the folloying staterments of the complaint fnlsa(uupmph laint
or explpin} Thae. dzhﬂ aqreed vt l..ﬁ ol v

€ bre
o~ OAL W, witnted het Ml bo \muf

[ Continued on Atachmant 26 (1)
[F4] DdendamhasnombrmbnmboldmatuurmmwMmmuof&ucmﬁahtamw« sD defandant derles
them [use oxpiain),

™ i

paregraph ® froem the complaint or

[ continued on Attachmant 2 (2).

3. AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES (NOTE: For sach box thecked, you must stata brie! facts to support it In the spaca provided
——theiop-ofpageriwe-{fem-I3—

a. [ {noneayment of rant only) Piaintf has brasched the wartanty (o provide habitable pramises.

b. [} (nonosyment of rant orly} Defendant made needed repairs and property deducted the cast from the fent, and plaintiff did
not give proper credi,

¢. [ tnorpaymen! of renl only} On (date):
offered the rent due bul plaintifl would not accept i,

d. Plalntiff waived, changad, or cancefad the nobice (o quit.

[2] Plaintéf sarved defendant with the natice to quid o fifed the complaint to retaliate against delendant.

1. ] By serving defendant with the nctoe ko quitor filing the complaint, PRINLN is arditranily discriménating againt! the
deferdant in volaticn of the Constilution o laws of the United States or Calfomis.

g [ Plantiffs demand for possession violates the local renl contol or eviction tonuoe! ondinance of (cty o counly, e
of adinance, and dale of passaege).

before the notice do pay of quit expirsd, defendant

[Also, briefly siale the facts showing viciation of the ordinance i itsrm ¥}
h. (o] Prlntiff accepted rant from defendant to cover a period of time after e dale the netice bqu:t expired.
b [0 orver afimative defenses ai stated in tsm 3j.

101

__taetany
ANSWER—Unlmwtul Detainer a...m“a:i‘..sfa'ﬁ

l‘.n.w-u‘u Pl Jarccud
KIO-105 Ry Jaruary

-(/95
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Up-105

[omer (amer. Ko get + M riay TOAPE prm——

DEFRROANT (NAMS): 7t g ns LBHT ) Py ot sTPE $Gl0527 b‘}"f

3, AFFIRMATIVE DEFENSES {cont'd)
i, Facls supporing afimative d-lensaﬁm Mcodrbmsspnbfybyhbwm,om onef:
nehce

-d - Plaunds is defeckwe, , doset
@ 3 5:1'7\;_,"0.:\;1{9( ;La ok 1S GE‘A«L ?
on He nshie o Persom o be. servead . m&dmd))

£1) [ AN the facts ere St3ied in Atlachmant 3. 1) [ Facis ar corinusd In
4. OTHER STATEMENTS

Defendant vacated the premises on (dale): ';dm
: % Thahlrnn: \uid::mmlm ‘ﬂ‘g’;:s“ ““ -l'{& 94«‘4 aled’f‘S
' cr wh [- m ,;-. uw‘(l—*‘*
¢ O3 M o e O oF ol L

'T(/.lti?m ar ¢ L’W\‘u—jﬁo‘ ¢ Shir

5. DEFENDANT REQUESTS
8. thai piaintiff take nothing roeguasied In the complaint
b. costsincumed inthis proceeding.
c. reasonable attomaey fees. )
d. that plaintil be orderad (o (1) maka repairs and corract the condifions that constite a bresch of the warmanty 10 provide

. habitabw premises and (2 reduceﬂ\enmwmnonmmhwm-umlm ara cacrectad.
e O3 Omer (apeciy): ﬁ‘a.d:h«. otk relitf as d?ﬁm
W by o Cnnte-

6. [ Numberof pages attached (3pecifyt

UNLAWFUL DETAINER ASSISTANT (Businsss and Professions Coda sections BADD- 5415)
7. (Musl be compleied in sil Gases) An uniswiul detalner ssaistant (X0 didnot ] did for compensation pive advice or
assislance with this lorm. (i defendant hes received any help or advice for pay kom an vnlawful defainer assistant, siate:

9. Assistant's name: b. Teiephgne No.:
c. Stest address. cily, and ZIP:
d. County of registration; &. Registration No.: f. Expires on (date):
e o WAME} {ECIRTURE OF DLFENDANE DR ATTORMEY)
M ARCHATVAL OF CAFMEANT G ATTORNEY)
{Each defendant for whom inis answer is flad must be nemed in dem 1 and Must sigit this enawer unless hix o her stiomey agns.)
VERIFICATION

(Urse & difaren! varification fort I the verdication Ja by an aiomey of for 3 comporation or partnarship, )
1am ihg defandant In this proceeding and have read this answer, | decian under penaity of pedury undaec the irws of the Swia of
Caifornis that ihe foregoing is true and comect Dala:
1

E1ARG e 7. M gtirrin e =

VO-205 Py Jnary 1, 2007) ANSWER—Unlawful Detalner heszul
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Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC
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JOHN DOE 10 unknown Director of the Alameda County Housing Authority,in his/her
individual and official and/or “former “capacity As the Director of the Alameda County Housing
Authority and/or Defendants JOHN DOE 11 unknown employees of the Alameda County
Housing Authority in their individual and official and/or “former “capacities at all times
mentioned knew or should have known to aid, assist the Plantiff and/or stop the eviction. All
Defendnants fail to prevent and aid the Plaintiff in the eviction.breached their duties and/or
obligations and are liable to the Plaintiffs for damages.

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the above Obama, Holder et al,
Roger Tonna, Mary Tonna, William Gilg, Defendants JOHN DOE 10 unknown Director of the
Alameda County Housing Authority, in his/her individual and official and/or “former “capacity
As the Director of the Alameda County Housing Authority Defendants JOHN DOE 11 unknown
employees of the Alameda County Housing Authority abused the Alameda County Superior
Court, concealed a material known known facts from the Plaintiff, acted in joint Participation

el
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with Jo-Lynne Q. Lee, caused to be filed and recording the following judgment:

W
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Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC

- |

o ) 1 -
[ ATTORNEY OR PARTY WITHOUT ATTORNGY (Nass, steée . g pikhens): 4‘\" i III!II'“I .1
— WILLIAM E. GILG SBN 151991 .
Attorney at Law
305 San Bruno Avenue West
San Bruno, CA 94066

veerone w0 650-871-B647 Fax w0 ooy 650-873-3168
EMARL ADOREAS [Opional);
arorer o) Plaintiffs
SUPERIOR COURT OF CALIFORNLA, COUNTY OF ALAMEDA FILED
smeeraoonss 24405 Amador Street ALAMEDA COUNTY
WAL ADDRESS: S ame
emrawzecsacHayward, CA 94544 SEP 21 2000
saanciwne: Havward Hall of Justice
PLANTIRS. ROGER TONNA, WARY TONNA By OF THE 8U COURT
OEFENDANT: SHARON BRIDGEWATER Prsiy
JUDGMENT - UNLAWFUL DETAINER Case lunmen.
Ol eyciek [ ByDefaur [X] Atter Court Trial HG10-527647
X By Cowrt ] Posssssion Onty (] Defendant Did Not
Appear at Tral
JUDGMENT

1. ] BYDEFAULT

Defendant was property sarved with a copy of the summona and complaint

Defandant failed to snawar the compiaint or appesr and defend the action within tha thme allowed by lew,
Defendant's default was eniemd by the clerk upon plaintiff's application.

{3 cler'a Judgment {Coda Civ. Proc,, § 1168). For possession only of the premises describad on paga 2 (tam 4).

] court Judgment (Code Glv. Proc., § 585{2)). The court considared
1) (2] plaintiffs testimony and other evidancs.
(2) (] piatntiffs or others' written declaration and evidencs (Code Clv. Proc.. § S85(d)).

P apoeE

2. [} AFTER COURT TRIAL. The jury was waived. Ther courl congiderad the evidance.
a. The case was tied on (date and time): September }1, 2010 at 9004 M
butore (name of judlclal oficad): Algy  Sp-Lypas, Lre G

b. Appearances by:
X1 Pt (name sach): [X] Plaintiits attomay {name sech):
Roger Tenna () william E. Gilg
Mary Tonna 2)
[} Continued on Affachment 2b (form MC-025).
X)) pefendant (name sach) : ] Defandant's attomey (name sach):
Sharon Bridgewater [4)]

@
{0 contnued on Attachment 2h form MC-026).

¢. [ Defandani did not appear al trial. Defendant waa properly sarvad with nolice of irial.

d. [} A statsmant of decision (Code Civ, Proc, § 637) O wesnot. [Jwas reguested.

Pagu 12
JUDAMENT - UNLAWFUL DETAINER mammﬂg.

Vo Agproued for Opdonel Use R
ugfﬁmuﬁi_m @m

Ml
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Case3:10-cv-04966-MMC

s PLANTIFE: Roger Tonna, T:’al AR
HG10-527647

DEFENDANT:Sharon Bridgewater

JUDGMENT 1S ENTERED AS FOLLOWS BY: (] THECOURT (] THE CLERK
3. Partios. Judgmant is
a [X] for plaintiff (name sach): Roger Tonnha, Mary Tonna

and sgainst defendant {name sach}: Sharon Bridgewater

3 Continued on Aitachment 3a (form MC-025),
b. () for defendant (name each; :

4. m Ptaintify 21 Cefendant Is entitied b possession of tha premises localad at(strest address, apartment, city, and county}:
111 Preda St., #7
San Leandro [oF: 94577

5. [ Judgment applias to all occupants of the premisas including tenants, sublonants if eny, and namead clsimants If any (Coda Civ,
Proc., §§ 715.010, 1169 and 1174.3),

6. (X1 Amount end terms of judgment

a. (] Defandant named in item 3a above must pay plaintifon 5. (] Paintiffie 0 i thing from dafendant
the complamt: Enedln Kem 3b.
Defendant namad In itam 3b is o pacover
(1} £ Past-due rant $ Zg/’ coste: §
2) [X] Holdover damages | $ L0 2.0 © 1 and atiomey fees: §
(3 ] Atlomey fees $
(9 X] Costs $ 220.00
(5) () Other (specify) : $
(6) TOTAL JUDGMENT s a2aewen| 12277

c. [X) Tha rertal agreement is cancelsd. X)) ™ wase is forfeited.

7. [J Conditional Judgment. Pleiniift has breachad tha agrasment 1o provida habitabia premises to dafandant as stated In
Judgment-Undawful Detainer Attachment (form UD-110S), which Is attached.

8. (] Dither (specify}:

(3 Continued on Aftashment & (form MC-02%). /@P) \/Q/\—/—\
Dale: E s 7 - AL OFFICEN =

Daie: q,z\lt‘b Q

sy CLERK'S CERTIFICATE (Optional}
| certify that this ls a true copy of the original jJudgment on fils In the court.

Doputy

Deta:

Clesk, by Deputy

LI0-1 10 v Jarnamry 1, 2000 JUODGMENT - UNLAWFUL DETAINER Pugm zal2

D Bt

(L
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Plaintiffs allege the Defendant maliciouoly breached the Plaintiff Hud contract and/or tortuously
interfered with the Plainitff HUD contract, defrauded the Plaintiff out of money and/or property
restrained commerce, forced Plaintiff out of business. The defendants caused the Plaintiffs to
become homeless for one year and did overt acts or omissions in furtherance of the conspiracy.

Plaintiffs allege in furtherance of the unlawful agreement of Defendants the Defendant knew that
this illegal court proceeding would be taken as evidence in connection with a proceeding and/or
that an official proceeding was pending before a Federal Judge or about to be instituted, and have
altered, destroyed, mutilated, or concealed all court records, with the intent to impair the
integrity or availability of the object for use in an official proceeding and/or Defendants’
intimidation, threats, corrupt persuasion, or attempts to do so, or misleading conduct toward
Plaintiffs, was with the intent to influence, delay, or prevent testimony of any person in an
official proceeding, or to coerce or induce any person to withhold estimony, from an official
proceeding, or to hinder, delay or prevent Plaintiffs from communication with a law enforcement
officer or judge of the United States relating to Defendants’ commission of possible federal or
state criminal offenses, and such acts violated 18 U.S.C. 1512 and the defendants did acts or
omissions in furtherance of the objective of the conspiacy.

Plaintiff allege the Defendants actions also constitute, a violation of (1) and/or (2) and/or (3)
and/or (4) and/or (5) and/or (6) and/or (7) and/or (8) and/or (9) and/or (10) and/or(11)and/or (12)
and/or (13) and/or(14) and/or (15) and/or (14) and/or (15) and/or (16) and/or (17) and/or (18)
and/or (19) and/or (20) and/or (21) and/or (22) and/or (23) and/or (24) and/or (25) and/or (26)
and/or (27) and/or (28) and/or (29) and/or (30) and/or (31) and/or (32) as mentioned in the above
pages 42 thru 46 of the above criminal charges(The United States ex rel Sharon Bridgewater vs.
the Defendants)

The Defenants actions constitute retaliation against a federal witness and victim of US
Government Rico activies. And the defendants severally and/or jointly, knowingly and willfully
threaten and used physical force against the Complainant Sharon Bridgewater with intent, and
influenced, delayed, or prevented the testimony of Complainant Sharon Bridgewater in an
official proceeding; and/or caused the complainant Sharon Bridgewater to withhold testimony, or
record, or documents, from an official proceeding with the intent and impaired the availability
of the object for use in an official proceeding or influenced, delayed, or prevented the testimony
of the Complainant in an official proceeding; or caused or induced the Complainant to withhold
testimony, or withhold a record, document, or other object, from an official proceeding; or
altered, destroyed, mutilated, or concealed an object with intent to impair the integrity or
availability of the object for use in an official pro::;,;ding; or evaded legal process summoning to
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the Complainant to appear as a witness, or to produce a record, document, or other object, in an
official proceeding; or caused the Complainant to be absent from an official proceeding to which
that person has been summoned by legal process; or hindered, delayed, or prevented the
communication to a law enforcement officer or judge of the United States of information relating
to the commission or possible commission of a Federal offense in violation of 18 USC section
1512

and

knowingly, and willfully, and by threats or force, or by threatening letter or communication,|
influenced, obstructed, or impeded, or endeavored to influence, obstructed, or impeded, the dug
administration of justice, in violation of 18 U.S.C. section 1503;

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement of the Defendants, Obama, and Holder, Defendants
JOHN DOE 1 unknown employees of the Executive Branch and other agencies of the U.S.
government in their official personal capacity and/or personal “former “capacities and et al
fraudulently conceal known facts, they are under a duty to disclose, attack the Plaintiff Sharon
Bridgewater again, use threat, coercion and force inflict the Plaintiff Sharon Bridgewater with
cruel and unusual punishment, and did overt acts and/or omission to further the objective of the
conspiracy.

Plaintiffs at all times mentioned left the State of Califonrnia and came to Ann Arbor. Plaintiffs
at all times mentioned were a resident of a homeless tent community in Ann Arbor.(Camp Take
Notice)on public land.

Plaintiff had a right to occupy public land.

Two days after Plaintiff resident a the homeless tent community located on public land,
Plaintiff’s received threat, coercion or force, I became a resident at the camp, and on the second
day of my residency at the camp(public land) I/we received notice from the Michigan
Department of Transporation and/or Defendants JOHN DOE 1 unknown employees of the
Executive Branch and other agencies of the U.S. government to immediately vacate the
premise(public Land)

Plaintiffs asked other campers had they they lived at the Camp and/or have they received threats
of immediate eviction before. Campers told Plaintifts they lived their for two year, and never

(&
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receive threats to immediately evict, and also stated that the local Police Officer, welcome the
camper, and brought down donuts to the homeless campers from time to time and the camp was
supported by the University of Michigan, 40 local Washtenaw County Churches.

Plaintiff allege, on or about June 22, 2012, used threat, coercion or forcibly evicted Plainitff from
Public land subjected Plaintiffs to cruel and usual punishment, due to the involuntary status of
Plaintiffs being homeless AND DUE TO THE CRIMINAL ACTS OF THE DEFENDANTS,
SUBJECTED THE PLAINTIFF and in violation of the violation of the eighth amendment US
Constitutional right.

CAMP TAKE NOTICE / AN ANN ARBOR HOMELESS TENT COMMUNITY

PlaintifT allege the rcason for this eviction was to keep the plaintiffs emotionally and mentally
depressed.

THE REASON WHY I BELIEVE THIS IS;
Upon information and belief the Obama and Holder, Shawn Dovanan knowing that they have
intercepted this complaint violated the Plaintiff civil rights again, quickly

Upon information and belief Obama generate a computer generated income matching data
system of “PAST” TENANTS LIVING IN FEDERAL PUBLIC HOUSING FACILITIES
OR PAST PARTICIPATANT IN HUD SECTION 8 and dating back te 2007/ 2008 or 2009
and begin to prosecute several tenants, and the Plaintiffs

Plaintiffs allege this program was purposefully created the impression of those who observe as if
they are real, and to create the impression of those who observe that they are not
“SELECTIVING PROSECUTING THE PLAINTIFF” ,caused a, third or fourth or fifth
indictment, falsely imprision the Plaintiff and/or(‘:lgglnap” an FALSELY IMPRISION THE

N
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COMPLAINTANT SHARON BRIDGEWATER AND FOR THE REST OF THE
COMPLAINTANT LIFE, AND/OR IN RETAILATION A FEDERAL FALSE CLAIMS
AGAINST A THE COMPLAINTANT A HOMELESS PERSON the Plaintiff Sharon
Bridgewater(Specialty Investment Group LLC) a Federal Witness and Victim of Crime of the
US Government and/or have defrauded the Plaintiff out of money or property out of property
and/or damages sustain by the US Government or Federal False Claims. and just for the specific
intent to Falsely imprision the Plaintiff®" and has knowingly, intentionally violated the Plaintiff
Sharon Bridgewater and/or Specialty Investment Group LLC due process rights again.

The Defendants actions constitute grave, felonious, prosecutional misconduct.

Obama actions constitute the commission of a predicate act and constitue retaliation against a
Federal Wintess and/or victim of US Government activity, goad, abuse of US Government
power, flagert, prosecutional misconduct, abuse of US Goverenment power

Plaintiff allege and/or upon information and belief Obama has transported US Government
weapons and property valued at $5000.00 across state lines, without Congress Approval, enaged
in other RICO actitivies, and have treated others victim of US Government RICO Activities the
same way as he treated the Plaintiffs, REATALIED AGAINST WHISTLEBLOWERS AND
VICTIMS OF CRIME OF US GOVERNMENT RICO ACTIVITIES. The reason why the
Plaintiffs believe this is Congress has filed a civil lawsuit against Holder for documents
pertaining to illegal transportion of US Weapons to the Mexican Mafia, and/or Retailation
against Federal Witness who “whistleblowers.”

FAST AND FURIOUS

Fast and Furious was intended to build cases against Mexican drug cartels and the smuggling
networks supplying them by allowing illegally purchased firearms to go from the United States
into Mexico. In the operation, "straw buyers" - people who buy the weapons for others who
might not legally be allowed to buy them - were allowed to purchase in Arizona illegally large
numbers of weapons, some of which ended up in the hands of cartels in Mexico.

The idea was that once the weapons in Mexico were traced to the straw purchasers, the
smuggling network could be brought down. But the ATF lost track of more than 1,000 firearms,

® Outreagous behavior

e
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and some guns weren't recovered until they turned up at crime scenes, both in Mexico and, as the
Terry case illustrated, the United States.

Once the operation was in the public spotlight, Mexican officials and critics in the United States
called the operation a failure, saying it exacerbated the longstanding problem of U.S. weapons
getting into the hands of Mexican cartels.

Criticism was heaped on the ATF and its parent agency, the Department of Justice.
Congressional committees began investigating last year, and Democrats and Republicans have
been at odds over who knew what about the operation, and when.

The controversial Operation Fast and Furious, which the Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms
and Explosives began in 2009, came to the public's attention after guns linked to the program
were found at the site where a U.S. Border Patrol agent was killed.

Brian A. Terry was fatally shot in the Arizona desert, just north of the Mexico border, on
December 14, 2010, after he confronted a group of bandits believed to be preying on illegal
immigrants. Nearly three months later, Sen. Charles Grassley, R-lowa, announced that two

weapons found near the scene were traced to an ATF gun-running operation, later identified as
Fast and Furious.

Fast and Furious Events

December 14, 2010: Border Patrol Agent Brian A. Terry is killed in the Arizona desert. Two
guns found at the site are later linked to the ATF Fast and FFurious program.

January 2011: Congress begins asking questions about the ATF program.

February 4, 2011: Responding to an inquiry from Sen. Charles Grassley, Assistant Attorney

General Ronald Weich writes that top officials had only recently learned about the ATF gun-
running program, but that nothing improper was done in the operation. Weich also asserts that
any allegation that the ATF knowingly allowed the sale of assault weapons to a straw purchaser
who then transported them into Mexico is false. "ATF makes every effort to interdict weapons

that have been purchased illegally and prevent their transportation to Mexico,” Weich wrote.

March 3, 2011: An ATF whistleblower tells "CBS Evening News" that the ATF intentionally
allowed guns to go into Mexico. Just minutes before the broadcast, ATF Acting Director
Kenneth Melson issues a statement saying the agency is forming a panel to "review the bureau’s
current firearms trafficking strategies employed by field division managers and special agents.”

)
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March 4, 2011: CNN reports that Grassley wrote a letter to Attorney General Eric Holder
complaining that the ATF was "stonewalling” his investigation into the matter. CNN also reports
that, according to Grassley, ATF agents told his staff "the agency allowed the sale of assault
rifles to known and suspected straw purchasers for an illegal trafficking ring near the southwest
border.”

May 2011: Holder tells the House Judiciary Committee that he "probably heard about Fast and
Furious for the first time over the last few weeks.”

June 15, 2011: Rep. Darrell Issa alleges Weich's claim that the ATF never knowingly allowed
the sale of assault weapons to straw purchasers, who then transported them into Mexico, is
deceiving. Issa, chairman of the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee, and other]
congressmen allege that although it is technically true that straw purchasers didn't cross any
weapons into Mexico, they did transfer them to third parties who did.

Also, ATF whistleblowers testify before Issa's committee. Peter Forcelli, a supervisor at the ATF
Phoenix field office, says Fast and Furious was "a colossal failure of leadership.” An agent, Lee
Casa, tells the committee that ATF supervisors brushed off several agents' concerns over letting
guns go. Another agent, John Dodson, tells lawmakers: "I cannot begin to think of how the risk
of letting guns fall into the hands of known criminals could possibly advance any legitimate law

enforcement interest.”

August 30, 2011: Melson, the ATF's acting director, is reassigned to a position in the Justice
Department. Also, the U.S. attorney for Arizona, Dennis Burke, resigns. Burke's office had given
legal guidance to the ATF relating to Fast and Furious.

September 7, 2011: Holder says in a news conference that Fast and Furious "was clearly a
flawed enforcement effort," and adds that investigations will find involvement did not reach "the
upper levels” of the Justice Department.

October 12, 2011: Congressional investigators issue a subpoena for communications from
several top Justice Department officials, including Holder, relating to Fast and Furious.
Meanwhile, Republicans say that previously released documents show that Holder knew about
Fast and Furious much earlier than he indicated to the House Judiciary Committee in May.
Holder and his aides deny the allegation.

November 1, 2011: Lanny Breuer, an assistant attorney general in charge of the criminal
division, tells a Senate judiciary subcommittee that he first learned of the tactic of allowing
illegally purchased guns to leave shops in April 2010. That tactic, he said, was executed during a
2006-2007 ATF program, called Operation Wide Receiver, which happened during the George
W. Bush administration.

_ MCC
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Breuer says he should have warned Holder and other Justice officials about the 2006-2007
tactics, but failed to do so. He said he also failed to recognize that the same tactics used in 2006-
2007 were being used again in Fast and Furious.

November 8, 2011: Holder tells the Senate Judiciary Committee that the tactic allowing illegal
guns to be smuggled into Mexico "should never have happened, and it must never happen

again.”

December 2, 2011: The Justice Department withdraws its February 4 letter to Grassley, saying
the letter contains inaccuracies.

Also, ahead of a December 8 House Judiciary Committee hearing at which Holder is to testify,
1,400 pages demanded by investigators are released. The documents show, among other things,
that Justice officials struggled for days over how to write the February letter to Grassley.

December 7, 2011: Grassley calls on Breuer to resign, saying he misled Congress by saying he
didn't know in February that the assertions in the February 4 letter were wrong. Grassley says
documents show that Breuer should have been aware that the letter contained false assertions,

due to his knowledge of the 2006-2007 Operation Wide Receiver.

December 8, 2011: Holder tells the House Judiciary Committee that he won't resign over the
Fast and Furious controversy, and that he doesn't think any of his top aides should step down. He
says the operation relied on "unacceptable tactics" and was "inexcusable,” but he says that
Justice Department officials have cooperated with investigators, and that any previous
misleading information was not part of an intentional deception.

January 31, 2012: Democrats on the House Government Oversight and Reform Committee
issue a report saying the panel has found no evidence showing that top Justice officials
"conceived or directed” Fast and Furious. The report from the Democrats, who are a minority on
the Republican-led panel, places blame for the program on federal agents and prosecutors in
Arizona.

February 1, 2012: Terry's parents, Josephine and Kent Terry Sr., file a $25 million wrongful
death claim in an Arizona court against the federal government.

February 2, 2012: Holder tells the House Oversight and Government Reform Committee that
firings of Justice officials who oversaw Fast and Furious are likely to come in the next six
months.

Meanwhile, Issa threatens to begin a contempt proceeding against Holder unless he releases
more documents.

May 18, 2012: Issa and other House GOP lawmakers send Holder demanding that he release the
full amount of materials that Issa's committee asked for previously. Although the letter

-
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acknowledges that there's been some cooperation on the investigation, it emphasizes that House

Republicans still want answers in two key areas - who in top positions knew about the operation
before the murder of a federal border agent exposed its existence, and did anyone on Holder's
team misinform Congress when they responded in part to the Oversight committee's subpoena.

June 19, 2012: A showdown meeting between Holder and Issa fails to resolve their dispute over
documents. Issa says that unless at least some of the documents are handed over before the
committee meets June 20, it would vote on a measure that would send a contempt vote to the full
House.

June 20, 2012: President Barack Obama asserts executive privilege over some of the docurents
sought by Issa’s panel. The White House move means the Department of Justice can withhold
some of the documents.

The House Oversight and Government Reform Committee votes 23-17 (with all of the panel's
Republicans voting yes, and all of the panel's Democrats voting no) to recommend that the full
House vote on whether to cite Holder for contempt of Congress. The vote by the full House
could happen on the week of June 25.

June 28, 2012: The House votes 1o hold Holder in contempt of Congress, but he does not face
criminal prosecution. House Republicans are joined by 17 Democrats in citing Holder, while
dozens of Democrats walk out in protest.

The House also cites Holder for civil contempt to give it the option of filing a lawsuit compelling
Holder to turn over documents sought by Oversight Committee investigators. Issa concedes that
investigators lack any evidence that Holder knew of the failed weapons-tracking tactics of Fast
and Furious

The United States of America ex Rel Sharon Bridgewater upon information and belief
and allege In furtherance of the unlawful agree of Obama and/or Holder, Upon
information and belief and/or Plaintiffs allege Obama concealed known facts they were
under a duty to disclose and failed to inform the secretary of State just for the purpose to
abuse US Government Power engage in RICO activities and transport weapons to the
mexican mafia, and did overt acts and/or omission to further the objective of the
conspiracy.

The Reason why the Plaintiffs believe this 1s:

Nt
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Clinton: DOJ didn't give State a ‘heads up’ about
Fast and Furious

By Joshua Altman - 10/27/11 12:37 PM ET
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Secretary of State Hillary Clinton told lawmakers Thursday that she had not been
notified by the Justice Department about a botched, international gun-tracking
program has been linked to the death of a Border Patrol agent.

Appearing before the House Foreign Affairs committee, Clinton was questioned
by Rep. Connie Mack (R-Fla.) about the State Department’s involvement in the
controversial Fast and Furious operation that has triggered hearings on Capitol
Hill.

Mack asked Clinton if State had issued “the Justice Department a license or a
written waiver in order to allow for the transfer of thousands of weapons across
the U.S.-Mexico border?”

The secretary testified that State had “no record of any request for coordination.
We have no record of any kind of notice or heads up.”

“My recollection is that I heard about it from the press,” Clinton added.

Claiming that it was the first time she had been asked that question, Clinton said
that she had seen “no evidence” that such a waiver was granted and promised to
investigate the matter further.

The Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives operation oversaw the sale of
thousands of guns to known and suspected straw buyers for Mexican drug
cartels. Two of the firearms were later found at the murder scene of Border Patrol
agent Brian Terry.

Lawmakers also questioned whether the shooting death of Immigration and
Customs Enforcement Agent Jaime Zapata in Texas is linked to the program.

House Republicans have intensified their inquiry into the operation.
On Wednesday, Republicans blasted Homeland Security Secretary Janet
Napolitano during a hearing before the Judiciary Committee when she testified

that she had not met with Attorney General Eric Holder about the Fast and
Furious operation.

19)
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“For you to have two dead agents and to have never had a conversation with Eric
Holder about Fast and Furious and about this is totally unacceptable,” said Rep.
Jason Chaffetz (R-Utah).

The reason why the Plaintiff believe this is: Congress has repeatedly asked for documents of the
“fast and furious investigations” from Holder and/or Obama, and Holder has repeated made
intentional false representations to Congress. Congress voted Holder has been held in contempt
for failing to provide documents. The reason why the Plaintiffs believe this is:

DEMOCRATS VOTE TO PUT A HALT TO HOLDER FALSE REPRESENTATIONS/STOP
LYING TO CONGRESS WITH TAXPAYERS FUNDS, ON Jun 20, 2012 SEE EXH.

The United States of America ex rel Sharon Bridgewater, Upon information and belief
Obama and Holder made these material false representations because they are covering
up their illegal rico acts. The reason why Plaintiff believe this is: Obama claims executive
prividge as follows:

Obama claims executive
privilege; Holder held in
contempt

David Jackson o 40
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President Obama and Attarney General Enc Holder
CAPTION

By BRENDAN SMIALOWSKE, AFP/Gelty Images

A Republican-run House committee voted today to cite Attorney General Eric
Holder for contempt after President Obama asserted executive privilege over
documents in the "Fast and Furious” operation.

Holder's Justice Department requested that Obama
claim the privilege and withhold documents
concerning the botched gun-smuggling operation and
the death of a U.S. border agent.

The House Oversight and Government Reform
Committee voted along party lines to recommend that
the full House cite Holder for contempt, after a full
day of sniping between folks on Capitol Hill and in the
White House.

The "decision to invoke executive privilege implies
that White House officials were either involved in the
Fast and Furious operation or the cover-up that
followed," said Michael Steel, a spokesman for House
Speaker John Boehner, R-Ohio. "The administration
has always insisted that wasn't the case. Were they
lying, or are they now bending the law to hide the

truth?"
(55
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White House communications director Dan Pfeiffer
shot back that House Republicans are on a "politically
motivated, taxpayer-funded, election-year fishing

expedition.”

Pfeiffer said Republicans should concentrate instead
on extending federal funding for transportation

projects and student loans.

On the gun-smuggling operation, he said "the Justice
Department has spent the past 14 months
accommodating congressional investigators,
producing 7,600 pages of documents, and testifying at
11 congressional hearings. Yet, Republicans insist on
moving forward with an effort that Republicans and
objective legal experts have noted is purely political.”

Agents involved in Operation Fast and Furious lost
track of some of weapons. Two guns were later found
at the scene of the killing of a U.S. border patrol agent,
Brian Terry.

In a statement issue by their attorney, Terry's parents
condemned the Obama administration for invoking

executive privilege.

"Our son, Border Patrol Agent Brian Terry, was killed
by members of a Mexican drug cartel armed with
weapons from this failed Justice Department gun
trafficking investigation,” said Josephine Terry and
Kent Terry Sr. "For more than 18 months we have

Y
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been asking our federal government for justice and
accountability.”

The Terrys also said that "our son lost his life
protecting this nation, and it is very disappointing
that we are now faced with an administration that
seems more concerned with protecting themselves
rather than revealing the truth behind Operation Fast

and Furious."

The Republican National Committee slammed Obama
for "hiding" behind executive privilege, noting that
Obama had criticized President George W. Bush when
he invoked the same in 2007 during a controversy
over the firing of U.S. attorneys.

Eric Holder. with President Obama
CAPTION

By SAUL LOEB, AFP/Getty Tmages
The assertion of executive privilege inspired a back-and-forth between Obama's
re-election team and that of Republican opponent Mitt Romney.
"President Obama's pledge to run the most open and
transparent administration in history has turned out
to be just another broken promise,” said Romney
spokesperson Andrea Saul.

)
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The Obama campaign responded with a statement
saying "we look forward to a debate with Mitt Romney
about transparency and how he erased his hard drives
as governor of Massachusetts and refuses to release
his tax returns, reveal his campaign bundlers, say how
he'd pay for his tax plan, or make public his
fundraisers."”

The Justice Department explained its executive
privilege request in a letter to Rep. Darrell Issa, R-
Calif., chairman of the House Oversight and
Government Reform Committee. It said that executive
privilege applies to documents that explain how the
department learned of problems with the

investigation.

"I write now to inform you that the President has
asserted executive privilege over the relevant post-
February 4, 2011, documents," writes Deputy Attorney
General James Cole. "We regret that we have arrived
at this point, after the many steps we have taken to
address the Committee's concerns and to
accommodate the Committee's legitimate oversight
interests regarding Operation Fast and Furious.”

Republicans said they are stunned by the president'’s
move, while Democrats on the Oversight committee
accused GOP lawmakers of carrying out a political
witch hunt.

"The president’s assertion of executive privilege
creates more questions,” said Rep. Dan Burton, R-

1%-
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Ind. "That brings into question whether Eric Holder
knew about it and how much the president knew

about it."

In a letter written to Obama on Tuesday, Holder said
he was "very concerned that the compelled production
to Congress of internal Executive Branch documents
generated in the course of the deliberative process
concerning its response to congressional oversight
and related media inquiries would have significant,
damaging consequences."”

The White House made the move after Issa and
Holder met late Tuesday evening for about 20
minutes in an unsuccessful, last-minute effort to head
off today's hearing to consider whether to hold Holder
in contempt. Holder told reporters following the
meeting that he offered to provide the documents on
the condition that Issa gave his assurance that doing
so would satisfy two committee subpoenas and

resolve the dispute.

Issa is particularly interested in seeing documents
that shed light on why the Department of Justice
decided to withdraw a February 2011 letter sent to
Congress denying allegations of gun-walking.

Elijah Cummings, D-Md., the ranking member of the
committee, noted that the Justice Department had
already turned over more than 1,000 pages of
documents and questioned Issa's motives.

(57
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"It seems clear that you had no interest in resolving
this issue, and that the committee planned to go
forward with contempt before we walked into the
meeting with the Attorney General," Cummings said.

The investigation into the operation was spurred after
Sen. Charles Grassley, R-Iowa, inquired into whistle-
blower allegations that the government had allowed
the transfer of illegally purchased weapons that were
found at the scene of the murder of U.S. Border Patrol
Agent Brian Terry.

Grassley slammed the White House on Wednesday for
the move.

"How can the president assert executive privilege if
there was no White House involvement?" Grassley
said in a statement. "How can the president exert
executive privilege over documents he's supposedly
never seen? Is something very big being hidden to go

to this extreme?"

THIS ARTICLE WAS POSTED ON THE INTERNET

INTERNET ARTICLE — RETAILATION AGAINST
WHISTLEBLOWERS

T
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ATF’s Warning to
Whistleblowers

ATF Acting Director Todd Jones / AP

VIV IVEVEY

BY: CJ Ciaramella
July 23, 2012 2:00 pm
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Lawmakers and government accountability advocates have expressed concern over a July 9
video message directed at Bureau of Alcohol, Tobacco, Firearms and Explosives agents by ATF
Acting Director Todd Jones, which they say is a veiled threat to government whistleblowers.

“Choices and consequences means simply that if you make poor choices, that if you don’t abide
by the rules, that if you don’t respect the chain of command, if you don’t find the appropriate
way to raise your concerns to your leadership, there will be consequences, because we cannot
tolerate—we cannot tolerate-—an undisciplined organization,” Jones said in the video.

Some lawmakers and government accountability groups interpreted the words as a warning to
employees considering blowing the whistle on corruption.

In a July I8 letter to Jones, Rep. Darrell Issa (R., Calif.) and Sen. Chuck Grassley (R., lowa)
wrote ATF employees must be “free and clear of agency interference or retaliation” if they
choose to talk to Congress.

“Your ominous message—which could be interpreted as a threat—is likely to have a major
chilling effect on ATF employees exercising their rights to contact Congress,” the two
lawmakers wrote. “Therefore, it needs to be clarified.”

“On numerous occasions, we have stressed to ATF and the Department of Justice the importance
of protecting whistleblower disclosures and preventing retaliation against whistleblowers,” they
continued.

“The bureau needs to make up its mind whether it’s going to be supportive of employees trying
to get its mission back on track, or if it’s going to snuff out dissent,” said Tom Devine, the legal
director of the Government Accountability Project. “There doesn’t seem to be any consensus.”

Grassley and Issa spearheaded the investigation into “Operation Fast and Furious,” a flawed gun-
walking scheme in which federal agents allowed thousands of firearms to be smuggled across the
U.S. border and into the hands of Mexican drug cartels.

“What it appears to be is a not-so-veiled threat telling (ATF employees) not to do what they did
to expose Fast and Furious,” Issa told Fox News. “He’s basically saying, ‘No, keep it in the
chain.””

Former ATF agent Jay Dobyns, who has been an outspoken critic of the agency’s leadership,
said Jones’ video misrepresented the atmosphere at the agency toward whistleblowers.

“The problem is the whistleblowers I know have all played by the rules and presented complaints
to first, second and third level supervisors, the Ombudsman’s office, Internal Affairs, the EEOC,

A2
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the OIG and OSC, Congress, and finally the media,” Dobyns wrote on CleanUpATF.org, a
forum created by fellow ATF whistleblower Vincent Cefalu.

“None that I am personally aware of immediately jumped [up] and put themselves in front of a
reporter or camera. What Acting Director Jones does not discuss is the utter lack of interest when
whistleblowers follow the rules. He talks as if the process is balanced but the truth is it 1s a one-
way street. You get NO attention or concern until an executive is embarrassed in the media. Not
even an acknowledgement of a complaint beyond a boilerplate email—thank you for your
interest; we are very concerned; blah, etc.”

Grassley and Issa have previously voiced concern over retaliatory statements made against
whistleblowers at the ATF. In a June 29 letter to the Inspector General, Grassley and Issa wrote
that, according to eyewitness accounts, ATF Chief of Public Affairs Scot Thomasson vowed
retaliation against agents who first disclosed the details of the scandalous Fast and Furious
operation.

“All of these whistleblowers have axes to grind,” Thomasson allegedly said. “ATF needs to f—k
these guys. We need to get whatever dirt we can on these guys and take them down.”

The Government Accountability Project’s Devine said his organization is working to promole
legislation called the Whistleblower Protection Enhancement Act, which would strengthen
protections for government employees who report misconduct.

The bill is currently in pre-conference negotiations between the House and the Senate, and he
expects a final vote sometime in September, Devine said.

Devine said his organization has recently had positive experiences with ATF leadership
resolving whistleblower complaints, but the July 9 video sent a contradictory message.

The Obama administration has been among the harshest in American history when it comes to
targeting and prosecuting the whistleblowers that leak information, as well as the journalists who
obtain that information.

Under President Obama, more Americans have been charged under the Espionage Act for
leaking classified information than all previous administrations combined.

President Obama pledged to run the “most transparent administration in history” upon entering
office.

In a statement to the Free Beacon, ATF spokesman Marc Willis said the video was addressed to
all employees, senior and junior level, and was not meant as a threat.
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“The excerpt in question was not intended to discourage those with protected disclosure from
pursuing the full range of legal protections available to them in raising work-related concerns,”
Willis said. ““Acting Director Jones and the leadership of ATF respect the rights of all ATE
employees. The ATF leadership has specifically reminded employees and supervisors of
employees with protected disclosure rights, about their protections under federal law.”

The spokesman also said Jones has expanded opportunities for employees to report work-related
concerns since his appointment and added more staff in its ombudsman office to handle
complaints, other proof.

blowers now supervised by ATF
hreatened retaliation

House Oversight Committee Chair Darrell Issa, R-Calif.

{CBS News) Two Fast and Furious whistleblowers have reportedly been placed under the
supervision of an ATF official who allegedly threatened to "take them down."

That's according to Sen. Charles Grassley (R-Iowa) and Rep. Darrell Issa (R-CA) who have
asked the Inspector General to immediately investigate.

When the ATF whistleblowers, Special Agents John Dodson and Pete Forcelli, went public last
year, Scot Thomasson headed up ATF Public Affairs. According to an eyewitness, Thomasson
stated "We need to get whatever dirt we can on these guys (whistleblowers) and take them
down." Now, Grassley and Issa say the agents have been put under the charge of ATF's Scot
Thomasson who is Division Chief of the Firearms Operations Unit.

Thomasson was also allegedly heard to have said "ATF needs to f__k these guys.” And when
asked if the whistleblower allegations were true, Thomasson purportedly said he didn't know and
didn't care. The accounts are contained in a May 3, 2012 House Oversight memo attached to
Congress' draft contempt report against Attorney General Eric Holder.

Fast and Furious: GOP says wiretaps revealed '‘Gunwalking' early on
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Dodson went public about the agency's controversial gunwalking tactics in an interview with
CBS News in February 2011. He later testified before Congress along with Forcelli.

"It is difficult to understand why ATF leadership would put two of these courageous
whistleblowers at the mercy of an individual who made such reckless, irresponsible and
inaccurate comments about them 18 months ago," say the members of Congress in today's letter
to the Inspector General. The letter also asks "what steps, if any, are being taken to ensure that
Thomasson does not use his new position to engage in a campaign of retaliation along the lines
he expressed a desire to conduct last year.”

ATF told CBS News: "As a general policy, atf does not comment on personnel matters. we
respect the rights of all our employees and will proceed an appropriate manner.” ATF did not
respond to our request to speak to Thomasson, nor did he respond to an email request for
comment.

In furtherance of the unlawful agreement Obama and/or Holder illegal hack e-mails obtain this
complaint, attacks the Mitt Rodney campain and/or Bain campaign with a FELONY, AND/OR
DID OVERT ACTS IN FURTHERANCE OF THE OBJECTIVE OF THE CONSPIRACY.

Plaintiff allege and/or upon information and belief Obama attack Rodnmey to create the
impression in US Citizen, that Rodney is attacking him with a felony. Romeny has nothing to
do with this complaint.

Plaintiffs allege the defendants at all times exhibited conduct constitutes a form of active and/or
passive form of concealment of material known facts. Plaintiff allege that the defendants actions
constitute a conspiracy under the color of state law, and violation of the Plaintiffs |* and/or 6"
8" 13" United States Constitutional Right via the 5" or 14"™ amendment in the traffic stop and/or
an intentional. Plaintiff allege Plaintiff allege the Defendants actions also constitute, a violation
of (1) and/or (2) and/or (3) and/or (4) and/or (5) and/or (6) and/or (7) and/or (8) and/or (9) and/or
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