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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLORADO

Civil Action Nol| 2009cv00309 = 3£~ K T™ ‘
FILED

UNITED STATES DISTRICT
DENVER; COLORAND QURT

SUZANNE SHHLL

AUG 2 6 2009

Plaintiff . GREGORY C. LANGHAM
CLERK
V.
AFRA, et al

Defendanits

Reply to #249

Comes now Dornpthy Kernaghan-Baez. to reply to #249, the plaintiff’s response to #206, my
motion to dismigs.:
1. The plaigtiff claims that by filing previous motions, I have waived certain arguments and

defenses|| I specifically did not waive anything.

2. The plaiitiff states I did not seek permission from the Court or obtain her consent before
I filed #2P6. 1 am not required to get permission from the Court before filing a motion to

dismiss.

AUG-26-208S B8:41 97% P.a2



08/26/2009 10:41 FAX @003/009

3. Also, I hjve no obligation to ask the plaintiff for permission to file a motion to dismiss.
The veryjidea is ridiculous. Also, this court has previously ruled (#155) that “During the
period frgm now until the Motions to Dismiss are ruled on there will be no need for the
parties tdlcommunicate or confer pursuant to D.C.Colo.L.Civ.R. 7.1 (‘Af e

4. The plainfiff claims that having to respond to #206 would be “patently‘ unfair.” I contend
that the plaintiff decided to sue me (along with a 1§rge number of others) and that it
would be|“patently unfair” to deny me the right to defend myself. |

5. The plainfiff claims that she should not have to answer the legal claims in #206 because I

copied p:ﬁns of other defendants’ motions. [ have the right to cite legal cases, etc. that I

believe ajje appropriate and helpful to me. I am a pro se defendanf (not by choice but due
to lack oflmoney), and am doing my best to comply with laws and rules that are
unfamiligy and confusing to me.

6. The plain}iff has continuously refused to state specifically what her cl;ims against me
are. She flaims that she can simply lump all the defendants together. The plaintiff has
made spefific accusations against only a very small number of the defendants.

7. In additi?n, the plaintiff attached as an exhibit 35 péges that she qlaims “prove” her case.
I content|that none of this exhibit shows me to be guilty of anything the plaintiff can
claim religf for. '

8. Also, the|plaintiff included in her exhibit items totally irrelevant in the case; for example,
my mothgr in law’s obituary. I believe the plaintiff included irrelevant material in order
to inflate(the number of pages in her exhibit, in hopes that this Court is not actually

-reading what is filed.
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9. In her #289 exhibit, even though the plaintiff included irrelevant materials (basically

picking dhd choosing material from my blog, for example), she failed to include relevant

material fhat tells more of the whole story. Therefore I am including those items as an

attachmaft to this filing.

Therefore I gk that this Court not strike #206, require that the plaintiff answer the arguments

contained th

rein, and for any further relief this Court deems just and proper.

Respgctfully submitted,

(Mrs.) Dorothy Kernaghan-Baez
811 Aumond Place East
Augusta, Georgia 30909V

August 26, 2009
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
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ertify that the Defendant has caused a copy of the above-named

document was mailed by first class mail/lemail to the following:

Suzanne Shell Aimee Dutkiewicz

14053 Easf&nville Road P.O. Box 3022

Elbert, CO 80106 Bristol, CT 06011-3022

Dee Contrefas

10571 CoIoL'ado Boulevard

Apartment B-101

Thornton, CiO 80233

-L.eonard Hehderson Ringo Kamens

4773 Salmgn River nghway Alex Bryan (sued as Ringo Kamens)

Otis, OR 97368 Box 60084
Olympia, WA 98505

Susan Adz:\Ltr\s Jackson William Wiseman

40 Orlando|Avenue P.O. Box 693

Winthrop, MA 02152-2248 Kiamath Falls, OR 97601
/s Brandy Slater

William Tower Thomas M. Dutkiewicz

7334 Chivalry Way P.O, Box 9775

Citrus Heigljts, CA 95621 Bristol, CT 06011

(Mrs.) Dorothy
August 26, 200
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TUESDAY, APRIL 29, 2008

Recording|conversations, and other interactions
with idiot
Well, this is ypt another ranting post about the Family Rights
movement...ppecifically Suzanne Shell.

it all started

the Child Proffection Reform Yahoo, Group.

H:rly this morning when | responded to a post on
He had to do with the laws governing recording
and the various state laws. | responded to this
following:

The post | m3
conversation
post with the

« [t's impprtant to remember that an argument can be
made that
governpent employees do not have the same expectation
of privcy that
would dpply to private citizens.

| have Been families get away with hidden taping in "all

party states”
by usinf this argument,

E an attorney and this is not legal advice, just an
tion,

. lamng
observ

Doroth

Then out of the blue, here comes Suzanne "l invented Family
Advocacy anclown copyrights to everything up to and including
the Bible” Shell making this comment on her group:

a member of child protection reform - my
requesf was denied - so | will respond here to the
message posted by D Baez (Your request was probably
denied|pecause you have a tendency to be disruptive,
and bafically rude and obnoxious. We've been over this
before|when | had to deny you membership in a group |
moderate, -DKB)

s | amnq}

Yes, affler | researched the issue and found that public
servanik have no expectation of privacy in the
perforance of their duties, | wrote and published a
Memorgndum of Law Documenting (Recording) Public
Officialy on her web site which clearly details the reasons
why yoll can record a case worker without notifying them
regardlpss of the wiretapping or recording laws. (Never
read it||sorry. The warld doesn’t revolve around you. Get
over it{j- DKB)

Thank You so much, Ms. Baez, for providing another
sterling example why | stopped freely publishing my work
onllne,&ecause of YOUR propensity, and AFRA's
insisterice on claiming credit for work you did not do
and/or ffor not attributing credit where it is due. (This is
where fJhell accuses me of theft. -DKB)

1of4
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http://psychicsomdofﬁblogspot.com/2008/04'/recording-cqnversations.:'.“
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After | read tfje post above, | made a mistake. | tried to email
the moderataf of the group about this latest accusation and
instead sent my message to the group. | quickly apologized and
deleted the
still maintain(that it was inappropriate for the message to be
sent to the wjjole group.

A.Dorothy
Only a few mirjutes later, Shell was responding.

¢ First,

ssage, To be clear: | stand by what | wrote, but |

{ have reprodyiced that message here:

out
vernment agents. | didn't know until just now

wrote

taping
that sh
claims th have originated this idea. My own recollection of
Shell's
statemgnts on taping are that suggested quite a different
method

+ Jane, %zanne Shell is claiming that | stole something she

Actuall , my interest in exceptions to taping laws began
as muchy of my

police officer in an all party state and was
ed with
arrest, Pn the spur of the moment, | had to speak with a

up. Thigiwas a really long time ago, before | quit even
talking
families
to my

memory} this would have had to be pre-2001.

If they weren't in Georgia - therefore according

Thanks ffor reading this. If it's alright with you, I'd like to
post
just thesecond paragraph of this email to your group.

1 don't spe where anybody, much less me, claimed you
‘stole’ ajjything.

I suggesy you invest in a reading comprehension course to
clear up|the

misinte{pretations you are forwarding to your group. (Yes
you did||You seem to

be the gne with the reading comprehension problem.
-DKB)

Second,|paturally, you will have certifiable and
forensigylly provable unaltered documentation of your

AUG-26-28B8 ©8:42
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priority] claim to this other than your "memory." | have a
forensig expert standing by to analyze your contribution
and mifje. Mine , of course, resides in the U.S. Copyright
office Which, incidentally, supersedes any unreliable and
non-dojumented "memory" claim you are attempting to
foist on|the unsuspecting public. And, should that proof
fail to ¢bnvince, naturally, we can resort to dueling file
creatioh dates and email dates proving the earliest
creatiom dates. (Oh, blah blah blah. I stand by my
statemgnts. Considering your behavior these past several
years, J|think I'll count on being the one who is more
crediblg. Why don't you sue me? Seriously. -DKB)

Care tgjtake me on - here on this group? Or are you wiling
to conggde and properly attribute the source of that

and document to the rightful author? | would

not. True to your nature, you will take your

t behind my back and dare not attempt to prove
it here|| That is your MO, isn't it?

(Therel$ nothing to concede. | have no obligation to join
your Iiﬁ le group. I'll say what | have to say publicly and
on a sef{ting that | choose. Demanding that people join
your g}up and agree to your bullshit requirements is just
more eyidence that you are a complete control freak. -
DKB)

Oh - BT - interesting how your first message quoted, "/
have se¢gn families get away with hidden taping in ‘all
party states’

by using this argument.” without taking credit, and now,
TA DA, |jou take credit. How incredibly inconsistent.

(Has it pver occurred to you that since | am not a
complete egomaniac | don't need to pat myseif on the
back afd constantly take credit for everything around
me, dofvn to copyrighting the snot that (ands in my
handkedlchief when | sneeze? - DKB)

Regard
Suzanng Shell

Once | realizgd that my email to the moderator had been
posted to thejgroup, | deleted the post and wrote the following
apology, titled "OMG - So Sorry™:

« | mistaMenly sent a private email out to the groupl /\, W\%j

1 have {leleted it. It was never my intention to bring any

argumehts - mc'

to this group, or to discuss certain issues here. 1 got

distrachied
and didn't change to “to line,” I'm so sorry - lately | seem
to be

like a squirrel with ADD.

Dorothj
And guess what??? Shell responded:

« Dorothy - interpretation - OMG - | blurted out my
maliciolis and deceitful tattling to the whole world. .

of 4 RIVAKIINNA 10-NS AN
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what i
be mal

| get caught? 0:-) (I stand by what | wrote, | may
fous, but at least I'm not deceitful. - DKB)

Sucks tg be vindictive AND brain addled, don't it? :-! (Not })0 & Pﬁ" ’\‘-\—1 S @bﬂ!\w

really, f've gotten used to it.)

So, Dorpthy. . .what's your take on the Cheryl Barnes &S\’\M‘ _ﬁ/\ ATy /\

debaclg? Looks to me like she whipped on a four year old
baby pretty brutally, and is a filthy, disgusting pig when it Sy S \.5 14T
comes to housekeeping. You'd think, knowing she is
targetefl by CPS and the subject of repeated
intervehtions, she'd keep her act clean. Curious why she
didn't. jAny comments? Disavowals? Excuses? Nah, . , too
embarrgssing to talk about, right? (Embarrassing? How
about ghtally off topic. You're trying to create a straw
man argument to redirect my focus away from responding
to yourjjaccusations so that you can then say that |
"avoidgl" giving an answer. | know how you operate. And
Chery! [Barnes and her unfortunate situation has about as
much tg do with me as the price of crystal meth down on
Broad Sfreet,)

Suzanng

Now, shut up|phnd go away. v

fa R26/70NQ 10-NS AM'
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Appendix D

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF COLORADO
FACSIMILE COVER SHEET

Pursuant|to D.C.COLO.LCivR 5.1, this cover sheet must be submitted with any facsimile filing. -
A pleading or paper not requiring a filing fee and no longer than ten pages, including all attachments,
may be filed w1tu.j the clerk by means of facsimile during a business day. Facsimiles received by the cletk -
after 5:00 p.m. (Jlountain Time) will be considered filed as of the next business day. -

Clerk’s Office thsmnle telephone nurnber: 303-335-2714

1. Date of transmission: @W\[’\MS‘{‘ Alg m

2. Name of|attorney or pro se party makmg the transrmssxonDO o+ »\ )'\af\ ‘gﬁ &2
Facsimilp number 700~ Tb~3R  Telephone mumber: F0[p ~ 233 SR

3. Case mijnber, caption, and title of pleading or paper: 0G-cv- 309-M3K -KMT

4. Number|lof pages being transmitted, including the facsimile cover sheei: ‘D
Instructions, if afly:

(Rev. (12/08)

Plloge Sl shomp % %ﬁf; o

AUG-26-208039 &8: 41 974 P.01



