	DISTRICT Court of Washington 

For MASON COUNTY
	No. 21CV197
(AMENDED)

	
John Smith (DBA: Amicus Curia),
Petitioner,

vs.


Heather Lynn Lund,
Respondent.
	Petition for an Order for Protection -  
[ x ]  Harassment (PTORAH) and/or
[ x ]  Stalking (PTORSTK) 
(RCW 10.14.040, .800, 7.92.030, .020, & RCW 9A.46.110 & 9.61.260)



· This is a Petition for an Order for Protection against Harassment and/or Stalking as checked in the caption.
· Jurisdiction/Venue: This court has proper in persona and subject matter Jurisdiction because both parties resided in Washington throughout the periods at issue and the course of conduct by the Respondent occurred over the telephone, social media, and E-mail, thus giving either/both locales (from where the transgression was sent or received) jurisdiction to try the matter.  Venue is preferred before the Superior Court because of the great distances between the parties’ residences, which easily exceed far more than 25 miles, AND the limits for discovery before a court of lesser jurisdiction regarding a factual determination of mental competency/illness  (a core critical allegation regarding the requested surrender of weapons)  which a SUPERIOR COURT is vested but a DISTRICT COURT is not along with other important practical trial preparations such as authority to determine the limits of HIPPA a court of lesser jurisdiction does not wield.  The Respondent appears to be suffering from emotional and mental instability, including therapy/counseling/medication for mental illness—thus putting her HIPPA rights during discovery in contention beyond the reach of a court of lesser jurisdiction to properly adjudicate. The Respondent lives/lived in an area between Yelm and Roy, WA while the Petitioner lived/lives in the Olympic Mountains of Mason County, WA.  Arguably, Denial of Superior Ct. venue
Creates a 2-tiered justice system in the face of identical behavior. I Object.
I believe:  
[ x ] I am a victim of stalking.
[  ] _________________________ (name) is the victim of stalking and he/she is a minor or vulnerable adult. 

The respondent has been 

· stalking the victim either in person or cyber stalking, and 

· repeatedly contacting the victim or attempting to contact or monitor the victim for no lawful purpose and his/her actions caused the victim to feel intimidated, frightened, or threatened.  Heather Lund (Respondent) has defiantly confirmed this in her own words numerous times after being warned to stop multiple times.
[ x ] I am a victim of unlawful harassment.
[  ] _____________________________ (name) is a victim of unlawful harassment and he/she is a minor.  
The respondent’s actions toward the victim have seriously alarmed, annoyed, or harassed the victim, or are detrimental to the victim and serve no legitimate or lawful purpose.  The respondent’s actions have caused substantial emotional distress to the victim or caused me to fear for the well-being of my child.

How do the victim and respondent know each other?  I have never met or seen the Respondent.  She (Heather L. Lund) contacted me by telephone, then followed up via E-Mail in an attempt to hire me to assist her in preparing perjured written declarations she intended to proffer the court where her husband had been convicted of DV after entering a guilty plea largely on the strength of Mrs. Lund’s sworn statement to the detective who prepared the police report for the prosecuting attorneys, Jennifer Lord, esq. and Mr. Joseph Wheeler, esq.  I refused to accept Heather Lund as a client once she informed me she intended to recant (under oath) her earlier sworn statements against her husband inasmuch as he was enjoined from contacting her for 5 years pursuant to a no contact order imposed as part of his sentencing: Thurston Superior Court Case #17-1-01640-34. (State vs. Nicholas Brand Lund). I grew increasingly distressed and alarmed as her obsession with coercing me heightened and I learned she had an extensive history of DV, was under a doctor’s care for emotional and mental instability, had access to firearms, and had threatened to slit her husbands throat in his sleep.  To this day, she defiantly refuses to leave me alone and continues to try to coerce me.  I don’t recall having ever encountered a more frightening woman.  She has threatened me directly many times despite the months passed.
I have given a detailed explanation below/in the 79 pages of Petitioner’s Exhibits A-Z submitted confirming the extent of the harassment, stalking, and coercion.
1.
Who is the petitioner?
My name is (please print) John Smith (DBA: Amicus Curia, an investigatory photojournalist, publisher, as well as a paralegal, NOT an attorney!  I am the petitioner.

[ x ]  I am 18 or older and I am petitioning on my own behalf.

[  ]  I am 16 or 17 and I am petitioning on my own behalf.
[  ]  I am the parent or guardian of child/ren under age 18 and I am petitioning on their behalf:

	Children’s Name/s
(First, Middle Initial, Last)
	Age

	
	

	
	


[  ]  I am not the parent or guardian, but the child/ren live/s with me and I am petitioning on their behalf and the respondent is not a parent.
	Children’s Name/s (First, Middle Initial, Last)
	 Age

	
	


[  ] I am filing this petition on behalf of petitioner, (name) ________________________, a vulnerable adult as defined in RCW 74.34.020, who is a victim of stalking.  I am an interested person as defined in RCW 74.34.020(10). My relationship to this petitioner is _____________________.

2.
Is the respondent 18 years of age or older?

[ x ] Yes  [  ] No

(If no, use the Petition for Order for Protection Harassment/Stalking Respondent Under Age 18, instead of this petition.)

3.
Where do the parties live? 
Petitioner lives in MASON County. 
Did the petitioner leave their residence because of stalking conduct and that is the county of their new residence? 
[  ] Yes   [ x ] No

Children named above live in 
 County.

Respondent lives in THURSTON County.  
4.
Where did the Conduct take place?
The conduct took place in both Thurston & Mason Counties via wire/electronic & internet.
Statement describing the victim/s need for protection from the respondent
· Write clearly.  If you need more space below, attach additional page/s.  Do not write on the back.
5. 
Describe what the Respondent did or said that you think is harassment or stalking.

· You must describe what the respondent actually said. (Revealed in Exhibits)
· You must describe what the respondent actually did.   (Revealed in Exhibits)
The respondent has committed acts of harassment or stalking as follows:
A.
Describe the most recent incident of harassment or stalking.
Date and time (on or around):  Sun, Feb 14 at 12:25 PM from heatherllund@yahoo.com
https://concernedcitizentruth.wordpress.com/2021/02/14/john-smith-of-amicus-curia-a-child-predator/  [Online deliberately false allegations of “Child Predator” to Coerce/Stalk]
“Do something about it, old man.” 
Sent from Yahoo Mail on Android  [Heather Lund’s E-Mail account]
The above is an effort by Heather Lund to threaten/intimidate me by publicly trying to organize a lynch mob to harm me by falsely labeling me as a ‘pervert’ and a ‘pedophile’.
Location:  I was in my home in Mason County and, presumably. Heather Lund was in her home near Yelm, WA as it was sent via her E-Mail account: heatherllund@yahoo.com
What did the respondent do or say that you believe to be harassing or stalking behavior?  
The words Heather Lund used speak volumes, are terrifying, and  for themselves:
“John Smith of Amicus Curia a Child Predator?”
“What type of man spends his free time taking pictures of little children on the playground? If you answered shady child predator then you answered right!
John Smith, in all his douchebag glory, decided to stroll up on kids he did not know and start to creepily take pictures of them. Why does a grown man need pictures of strange children?

Be still my heart. One could only guess.
I wonder how the dumb bitch who lives with him, Patricia L. McAllister, at 5291 W. Skokomish Valley Rd, Shelton WA, 98584, feels about this? Is she jealous? She drives a Toyota Tacoma with VIN # 5TEUU42N98Z477849, in case you see her and would like to ask. Also 360 432 9143. There was a Civil Judgement between the two Case CV313 because John can’t have communication with

John Smith is your typical sociopath. He has no respect for people’s boundaries or privacy. He is a true predator in society and the sooner he catches a terminal case of Covid, the better for all of us.

I truly hope those mothers beat the shit out of you John, how dare you take pictures of their children you creep.” [written by Heather Lund]

.
How did the respondent make these statements?   [  ] in person  [  ] mail/written notes 
[ x ] e-mail  [  ] text  [  ] phone  [ x ] social media (such as Facebook and Twitter) 
[ x ] other (describe): via a Wordpress.com account/blog: (https://concernedcitizentruth.wordpress.com/2021/02/14/john-smith-of-amicus-curia-a-child-predator/)
B.
Describe other incidents of harassment or stalking.  For each incident, include the date, time (on or about), location, what was said, how statements were made, and what was done to a victim.
They are so numerous and repetitive despite my warnings on many occasions to stop (Heather Lund even began to spoof her online identity to evade the blocks I set up to prevent her from contacting me), I cannot list them all here in this mandatory form, There are 79 pages [Exhibits) of documented defiant stalking, harassment, coercion, and true threats.  I have, instead, attached indexed lettered exhibits and included them under a Cover Page (I’m requesting it be sealed) I completed.  It is presumed the Respondent has a copy/original of them all as she was the author and messenger who delivered them to me personally using the telephone, E-Mail. Social media, and a Wordperfect internet platform.  In the alternative, I would ask the court to provide copies to Respondent’s e-mail: heatherllund@yahoo.com (the return e-mail she uses while contacting me) or, in the unpreferred alternative, permit me to provide required secondary service to said e-mail given I’m uncertain if she remains at her last known address.
6.
How did the incidents you describe above make you, the minor, or the vulnerable adult feel?
I am now an elderly (74) nearly vulnerable adult in poor health living with my even older wife in an isolated rural area far from any law enforcement or help in an emergency. I initially thought I was being helpful explaining to Heather Lund why I would not accept her as a client to assist her in perjuring herself before the Thurston County Superior Court that had convicted her husband of egregious DV. As I looked into the court records, I became alarmed when I realized Heather Lund had access to firearms, had a very long record of Domestic Violence stretching back for many years in multiple counties, had threatened to slit her husband’s throat in his sleep, then began to threaten, intimidate and coerce me into letting her control the editorial policy of my publication: The Mason County Blog.  I posted an article revealing what I’d learned in researching the Thurston County Superior Court Record (#17-1-01640-34) entailing the DV perennially in Lund’s home.  I learned she was under a doctor’s care for mental and emotional instability that had presaged many of the episodes of DV in Lund’s home.  I concluded her propensity and willingness to perjure herself in a court of law demanded I fulfill my duty as a journalist by warning the public.  Heather Lund vacillated between gratitude and apoplectic rage.  Despite my hopes, her obsessive rage was obdurate and only increased in intensity and frequency  with time over the months.  Heather Lund is terrifying because she is mentally ill and undisciplined/unstable enough to carry out her violent fantasies and has resorted to social media and modern communications in her effort to implement her scheme, the classic definition of cyberstalking in Washington law.  
Lund’s access to firearms is equally unsettling given her mental state of mind and emotional instability, would likely exempt her from full accountability in acting out her violent rage.  Lund believes I had a fiduciary duty to hold her plan to offer perjured statements to the court in confidence though she knew I am no attorney, doctor, priest, therapist, or her employee.  I recognized a difficult client from the outset and refused to engage her further, but I did take steps to warn my community, as stated above, of the pitfalls of relying on such a person’s veracity when trying cases for DV such as hers.  I disclosed/published nothing I hadn’t found in the public court records or that she had not publicly attempted to use as a sword to dispatch me. i.e Lynch mobs are a deadly weapon. Events on 1-6-21 amply demonstrated that fact. Lund hoped to either dupe others into doing her dirty work, or frighten me into submission.  If she is not stopped, I fear for my life, just as Elisa Tissot must have before her spurned boyfriend who couldn’t take no for an answer murdered her in the TESC cafeteria in front of dozens of onlookers.  In retrospect, it was said he was mentally unstable and suffered from post-war PTSD after his stint in the Rhodesian army. I’m pleading with this court to take the steps necessary to place me beyond Lund’s grasp and Elisa Tissot’s fate.

.
7. 
Has the respondent used, displayed, or threatened to use a firearm or other dangerous weapon in a felony? Please describe: 
Yes!  The Thurston LEO who arrived on the DV scene (Deputy Kimball’s prepared policie report filed in Thurston Superior Court #17-1-01640-34) reported Heather Lund had threatened to slit her husband’s throat in his sleep.
8.
Is the respondent ineligible to possess a firearm under the provisions of RCW 9.41.040? Please describe:

Yes!  Heather Lund is mentally ill and emotionally unstable. She has access to her husband’s firearms which he is prohibited from owning/possessing.  I have reason to believe she conspired to hide them for her husband so he could evade turning them over to the Thurston court.
9. 
Does possession of a firearm or other dangerous weapon by the respondent present a serious and imminent threat to public health or safety, or to the health or safety of a victim? Please describe:
Yes.  Anytime a mentally ill emotionally unstable individual has access to firearms, it presents a menace to the safety of the community and just about everyone.  Moreover, Lund has children in the home.
10.
Do you have any evidence of the harassment or stalking conduct other than testimony?

[  ]  No

[ x ]  Yes.  I have attached the following evidence: 

[ x ]  Copy of mail or written notes
[ x ]  Copy of text messages

[ x ]  Copy of email messages
[ x ]  Copy of social media messages
[ x ]  Police report

[ x ]  Declaration or Affidavit from the following witness: John Smith, Petitioner.
[ x ]  Other (describe):  Wordpress internet platform and Craifslist
11.
Has/have the victim/s or the respondent ever requested or obtained protection from the other person in a restraining order, civil protection order, or criminal no-contact order? 

If yes, list the type of order, the name of the court, the approximate date of the order, and whether the request was granted:

No, but I asked Deputy Melissa Wood of the Mason County Sheriff’s office to file a criminal complaint on my behalf several rimes.  The result was Heather Lund sent me E-mail sneering at me and gloating that the police were not going to help me.  I presume the police may have contacted her and asked her to stop.  Officer Melissa Wood advised me several times to request a protection order, explaining that if I was successful in obtaining a protection order, they would be able to help me.
12.
Is there any other litigation between the victim/s and the respondent?  This includes all matters - pending or past - such as parenting plans, landlord-tenant disputes, employment disputes, or property disputes.  If yes, provide case number/s if known, type of case, and name of court: 
Not at tthis time.

.
· Requests 

13.
 I ask the Court for an order approving the following requests for protection:

I Request an Order for Protection/injunctive relief following a hearing that will:

	[ x ] No Contact:  Restrain the respondent from making any attempts or having any contact, including nonphysical contact, with the person/s to be protected, directly, indirectly, or through third parties, regardless of whether those third parties know of the order, including fomenting a virtual mob, except for mailing of court documents.

	[ x ] Surveillance:  Prohibit or restrain the respondent from making any attempt to keep or from keeping the person/s to be protected under surveillance, including electronic surveillance either directly, through 3rd parties, or by any other means..

	[ x ] Exclude from places:  Exclude the respondent from the [ x ] residence  [ x ] workplace 
[  ] school  [ x ] social media or online forums frequented by petitioner.

	[ x ] Stay Away:  Prohibit or restrain the respondent from entering or being within, or from knowingly coming within, or knowingly remaining within 1,000 yards (distance) of the 
[ x ] residence  [ x ] workplace [ x ]  school  [  ] concerts, parks, or video conferences
[ x ] other locations: Shopping, laundry, libraries, restaurants/cafeterias. & frequented locales—virtual or real.

	[ x ] Other: Respondent (Heather Lund) is enjoined from disturbing Petitioner’s peace or safety in any virtual/internet forum/platform in any manner whatsoever.

	[ x ] Evaluation:  Order the respondent to have a [ x ] mental health [  ] chemical dependency evaluation. 

[ x ] other: If Respondent is unable/unwilling to comply with the terms of this protection order, she shall be enjoined from use of the internet altogether until such time as she has completed an anger management class and a licensed therapist confirms the public and Petitioner are reasonably safe from her and/or her access to the internet. 

	[ x ] Pay Fees and Costs:  Require the respondent to pay fees and costs of this action, which may include administrative court costs and service fees and petitioner’s costs including attorneys’ fees. Any/all outstanding balances owed stemming from this action shall accrue an interest rate of 12.0% APR calculated daily.

	[ x ] Surrender Firearms:  Require the respondent to immediately surrender all firearms, other dangerous weapons, and any concealed pistol licenses, and prohibit the respondent from accessing, obtaining or possessing firearms, or other dangerous weapons, or concealed pistol licenses.

	[ x ] Duration:  Remain effective longer than one year because respondent is likely to resume acts of unlawful harassment or stalking conduct against the persons to be protected if the order expires in a year, shall be a minimum of 5 years from the date of entry of this order.


	Emergency temporary protection (up to 14 days) until the court hearing:

[ x ]
An emergency exists as described below.  I request that a Temporary Protection Order granting the relief I requested above for a no-contact, surveillance, exclude from places, or stay away order be issued immediately, without prior notice to the respondent, be effective until the hearing.

[ x ]
I also request a temporary surrender and prohibition of all firearms, other dangerous weapons, and concealed pistol licenses without notice to the other party because irreparable injury could result if an order is not issued until the hearing.
What irreparable harm would result if an order is not issued immediately without prior notice to the respondent? 

By threatening to slit her husband’s throat in his sleep, as a matter of record, Lund has demonstrated a proclivity to maim/murder by stealth even her most intimate partner.  A mentally ill woman such as Lund with a very long DV history having access to firearms presents a clear and present danger to the Petitioner.  Inasmuch as an ounce of prevention is worth 10 pounds of cure, if not irreparable harm, in the instant case, I would ask this court to apply that ounce of prevention now.  This and Elisa Tissot’s fate are precisely the kinds of cases the legislature determined were amenable to the Court’s authority to apply the preventative relief.
__________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________


I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the state of Washington that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: 2-19-21  in Mason County Washington.
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Petitioner

John Smith (DBA: Amicus Curia)
Print or type name

I agree to receive legal documents at this address:  
pinbalwyz@yahoo.com/PO Box 1711, Shelton, WA 98584 w/5 day notice from Court Clerk
_______________________________________________________________________.

[ x ]  This address is not my home address because my family, household, or I would be at risk of abuse by respondent if I disclosed my home address.  
Mason County District & Superior Courts are committed to protecting the safety and security of our community while performing our Constitutional duties.

The Courts are open but hav significantly modified and reduced operations as described in the following Scheduling and Procedures COVID-19 Plans: General, Juvenile Offender, Adult Criminal. Telephonic appearance for most hearings are not only encouraged, but may be required. For criminal, juvenile offender and dependency cases, contact your lawyer first to learn if your personal or telephonic appearance is required.

Telephonic appearances: With a few exceptions* all telephonic appearances will be grouped together by the type of Court Docket utilizing a telephonic/computerized meeting service called ZOOM. All parties and representatives will be required to join a ZOOM Meeting by accessing the ZOOM service ten minutes before the docket is scheduled to begin. You will then remain in the ZOOM Meeting until your matter is heard by the Court.

If you have a matter that is on a Court Docket, you will appear one of two ways. One way is by either using a computer (microphone and speakers/headset required) or smart phone and joining the ZOOM Meeting by going to the Designated Website and entering the Meeting ID number for your Court Docket. The other way is by using a telephone and dialing 1-253-215-8782, then when prompted, enter the Meeting ID number for your Court Docket.

*Ex Parte matters that need to go on the record, Protection Order matters, along with some special set hearings, will be managed individually through Court Administration at (360) 427-8440.

To find your Court Docket and to find the Designated Website and Meeting ID number for your court docket, please follow these ZOOM instructions 

https://www.co.mason.wa.us/forms/district-court/join-zoom-meeting.pdf
or https://www.co.mason.wa.us/forms/district-court/join-zoom-meeting.pdf .

Jurors: All Mason County Superior Court jury trials are suspended through April 10, 2020. If you have received a Summons for a date before then, your service is complete and you are excused. More information can be found on the Jury web page.

Family Law Facilitator: There are no in-person appointments. All appointments will be by telephone or email. Review this document for more information
[image: image2.wmf][image: image3.wmf]
Pt for Protection – Harassment/Stalking (PTORAH, PTORSTK) – Page 1 of 7
WPF UHST-02.0200 Mandatory (06/2020)–RCW 10.14.040, .800, RCW 7.92.030, .020

