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This case came for consideration on October 20th 2009, upon the Plaintiffs’
Complaint seeking Defendants to be declared “vexatious litigators” pursuant to
Revised Code 2323.52.

This Honorable Court finds that Defendants, Diana B. Williams and Edward
Williams, have failed to appear for today’s hearing despite receipt of certified mail
service advising of said hearing,. | '

This Court further finds that Defendants have engaged in habitual and persistent
vexatious conduct against the Plaintiffs in that they have without reasonable grounds: ..
continued to repeatedly raise the legal issues previously litigated or arising out of the
1itigation bearing case no CV-1998-10-3882 filed in Summit County entitled Ohio Edison
vs Diana Williams which Ms. Williams appealed tﬂée times to the Ninth District Court

of Appeals and the Ohio Supreme Court dismissed for lack of a constitutional question;

file a related abuse of process and conspiracy complaint in the Cuyahoga County Court

of Common Pleas entitled Diana Williams vs. Ohio Edison et al,, bearing case no. CV-

07-644808 which resulted in the grant of summary judgment in favor of Plaintiffs; file a

related federal complaint entitled Diana Williams and Edward Williams vs. Ohio

Edison, et al., in the Northern District of Ohio bearing Case No. 1:08CV2598. The

federal complaint is couched in civil rights terms but essentially raises all of the same



“issues previously litigated in both the Summit County and Cuyahoga County actions.
The federal case was dismissed by the Northern District Court with an opinion stating
that no appeal can be taken in good faith. Additionally, even though the district court
indicated to the Williams that that no appeal could be taken in good faith, the
Defendants appealed to the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals on or near February 6, 2009.

This Court further finds that Defendants have engaged in the conduct set forth in
Plaintiffs” Complaint merely to harass or maliciously injure the Plaintiffs and
Defendants’ conduct is not warranted under existing law and cannot be supported by a
good faith argument for an extension, modification, or reversal of existing law and is
designed solely for the purposes of harassment and delay.

‘ IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ADJUDGED AND DECREED, that Plaintiffs’
Complaint is hereby granted in their favor and against Defendants, Diana B. Williams
and Edward Williams, who are hereby declared “vexatious litigators” and are hereby
‘barred from filing lawsuits, against any of these Plaintiffs, in the Summit Coﬁnty Court
of Common Pleas without prior written permission from this Court, pursuant to

Revised Code 232352(F). [ here. is no jus+ cavse Lom
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