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IN THE HAMILTON COUNTY COURT OF COMMON PﬁEKS" v
HAMILTON COUNTY, OHIO

TERRY JONES Case No. A 0608502
Cincinnati, Ohio 45240

. Judge Martin

Plaintiff,
V.
ORDER AND ENTRY
MIA INGRAM ADOPTING MAGISTRATE’S
Aka Mia Givens DECISION FOR
1733 Garden Lane, # 6 DEFAULT JUDGMENT
Cincinnati, Ohio 45237 and
- Defendant. FINAL JUDGMENT ENTRY

o
T

Upon Motion of théPlaintit“f for Default Judgment against Defendant Mia Ingram,

the Court having reviewed the Motion and for good cause shown, it is hereby ORDERED

that Judgment is granted in favor of Plaintiff Terry Jones and against Defendant Mia

Ingram as fotlows:

A For judgment in favor of Jones and against Ingram;

B. For judgment in favor of Jones and against Ingram declaring that the Defendant

has performed vexatious conduct and is a vexatious litigator, as those terms are

defined by Revised Code Section 2323.52;

C.  The Defendant is prohibited from instituting legal proceedings in the court of

claims or in a court of common pleas, municipal court, or county court, without

obtaining leave as provided for in subsection F of Section 2323.52 of the Ohio

‘Revised Code; -

D.  The Defendant is prohibited from continuing any legal proceedings that the .

vexatious litigator had instituted in any of the courts specified in division (D)(1)(a)




of this section prior to the entry of the _Ordé_:_;_"Wﬁi_t_ho;i_t'_'bb't__ainin_g_'_li?aye_.a_s_ provided.
for in subsection F of Section 2323.52 of the Ohio Revised Code;

E.  The Defendant is prohibited from making any application, other than an
‘appliation for eave to proceed under division (R)(1) of tis secton, in any legal
‘procesdings instituted by the vexatious litigator or another person in any of the
courts specified in division (D)(1)(a) of Section 2323.52 of the Ohio Revised
Code, without obtaining leave as provided for in subsection (F) of Section 232352
of the Ohio Revised Code.”

F. The Defendant is prohiﬁited from instituting legal proceedings in a court of
appeals, continue any legal proceedings that the vexatious litigator had instituted
in a court of appeals prior to entry of the order, or make any application, other than
the application for leave to proceed allowed by division (F}(2) of this section, in
any legal proceedings instituted by the vexatious litigator or another person in a
court of appeals without first obtaining leave of the court of appeals to proceed
pursuant to division (F)(2) of Section 2323.52 of the Ohio Revised Code.

G. ° The Court costs and expenses in this matter are assessed /t? Defendant,

IT IS SO ORDERED.
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ATTEST TRACY WINKLER

CLERK OF THE HAMILTON COUNTY
NTY, OHIO




