Judge Gardner removed herself form the Karen Holmes case. Judge Zemaitis became the presiding judge.  In 2010 Judge Zemiatis gave sole custody to this mother based on the recommendations form the FOC and the next day the father died from unnatural causes.
I went to school with Jennifer Haner. Judge Gardner had given her former spouse custody of the children. When I looked up her case, Judge Zemaitis ended up being her judge and she got sole custody of her children. 
Ann Lotus Deling had Judge Gardner give custody to her former spouse also. She went to the court of appeals and on October 7, 2010 the court of appeals in their opinion commented, “We note that this Court has in several previous cases reversed the trial judge in this case, Judge Patricia Gardner, for failure to conduct requisite hearings, to properly apply the law before changing or modifying custody.” The court of appeals sited four cases; one of them was Karen Holmes case. In the Ann Lotus Deling case the GAL was Donna Mobilia. 
Then we have the Ryan v Ryan’s case where the court said Judge Patricia Gardner's decision to terminate parental rights was "clearly erroneous" given the evidence. In a fundamental misunderstanding or disregard of its proper role, (Gardner) stripped (the parents) of their basic constitutional rights to manage and care for their child without state interference. Judge Gardner ordered the parents to undergo counseling and sent their daughter to a foster home even thought the parents were never found to be unfit. Does this sound familiar to anyone? Mary Benedict was the attorney in the case. Mary Benedict called Judge Gardner at home and had a secret meeting. The Court of Appeals not only criticized Judge Gardner, but also criticized attorney Benedict, saying she failed to check into the facts of the claims made before filing the suit. Mary’s action was called into question, and so was her good faith and competence.

Several people were deeply troubled that this matter was allowed to proceed in the trial court for as long, and in the manner in which it did. Several people are deeply troubled on how Judge Gardner handled the case. The case was about the intentional misuse of the legal system to circumvent laws designed to protect and maintain the integrity of families. 
Judge Gardner sends me for supervised visitation at the YWCA and a psychological evaluation with the Human Resource Associates without providing clear and convincing evidence and failed to verbally or in writing place evidence on the record. MCR 2.611 when findings of fact are made in an action tried by the court without a jury the question of the sufficiency of the evidence to support the findings may thereafter be raised. 
After visitation failed at the YWCA because I was being harassed, parental boundaries were being stepped over, and they were not following safety protocols, Judge Gardner sent me to Journies Inc. and made me a 100% pay even though she knew I was living on $400 per month after paying child support obligations. Therefore Judge Gardner denied me Access to Visitation funds and visitations with my children. Judge Gardner abused her discretion and then removed herself off the case claiming bias. 
In 2000 I had a Personal Protection Order against Mr. Kloostra and in 2005 there is a psychological evaluation that states that Brandon is emotionally abused by his father. Emotionally abusive parent’s, typically use the oldest child to gain information from the non abusive parent and eventually alienates that child from the non abusive parent. According to the MICHIGAN SUPREME COURT CUSTODY ACT (CCA) states “There is a rebuttable presumption that a parent who has a history of perpetrating domestic violence against the other parent, a child, may not be awarded sole legal custody, joint legal custody, or joint physical custody of a child. This court has eared since the inception of this case and my children and I could have been spared unnecessary emotional trauma. 
The GAL is to have knowledge and understand of abuse where children are concerned. Donna sits on the State Bar of Michigan’s domestic violence team and should have knowledge and understanding of this type of behavior. In 2005 Donna Mobilia’s report recommended that Plaintiff have custody of the children. I was ill and unable to represent myself or afford legal representation. I was under duress at that time and needed to find out what was making me ill. A year later it was discovered my illness was due to mold being in my home that was detrimental to my health. I provided a copy of the mold testing to the Friend of the Court. 
MCR 2.504(B) states the Court is required to make Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law in its decision on certain types of motions as in Jacobs v. Jacobs. Michigan Court Rule 2.517 In actions tried on the facts without a jury the court shall find the facts especially state separately its conclusions of law, and direct entry of the appropriate judgment. A brief, definite, and pertinent findings and conclusions on the contested matters are sufficient. The court may state the findings and conclusions on the record or include them in a written opinion. Pursuant to Michigan Child Custody Act MCL 722.27a. A child has a right to parenting time with a parent unless it is shown on the record by clear and convincing evidence that it would endanger the child’s physical, mental, or emotional health.  MCL 722.27 (1) (d) The trial court’s ultimate findings relative to custody must be based upon competent evidence adduced at the hearing as in Duperon v Duperon. The trial courts must arrive at its own conclusion in a custody dispute and cannot delegate its authority to the FOC or other experts. 
May 2008 I start a business for non custodial mothers. August 1, 2008 Judge Gardner sends me to supervised visitation without any evidence of harm. I am harassed at the Safe Connection program and then physical contact with my children and then phone contact is denied. It has been two years without contact with my children. This is outrageous behavior by all the parties in this case who are intentionally inflicting emotional distress on this mother. This court has concealed my children from me and is trying to coerce me into shutting down my web site.
Judge Zemaitis takes over this case when Judge Gardner removes herself and tells me I need to have Michigan laws and case laws that tell him how to do his job, yet Mr. Kloostra can come to court, change all his phone contact numbers, and request that I not have phone communications with the children. He presented no evidence of me upsetting my children when talking with them, calling the children at late hours etc… and Judge Zemaitis agrees to stop the communication. I am held at a higher standard then all parties in this case. When Judge Zemiatis denied me phone contact with my children, at that exact point the children were completely concealed from me under the color of law. Judge Zemaitis admits that he helped get the Safe Connection Program in the community because it was well needed, but I sent all of the Safe Connection funder’s information on my experience and 30 days later the program was closed. 
Let’s not forget Jeff Kieliszewski psychological evaluation where Donna had communication with Jeff without my being present. I am a pro se litigant and I was not privy to the communication. Donna also faxed two motions I filed to Jeff which skewed his test results. I purposefully made my appoint with Jeff because a non custodial mother I had been communicating with told me how bad Jeff’s psychological evaluation was, my test results came out as expected. The reason for the psychological evaluation was not to be used as the basis for custody, or Plaintiff would have been ordered to take the testing.  
Journies refused Judge Zemaitis order to facilitate the supervised visitation and I was then told by Judge Zemiatis to find my own supervised visitation since I was acting as my own attorney. I found someone with the proper credentials and then was told in an order after hearing written by Donna Mobilia I needed file an evidentiary hearing as to this person’s inappropriateness. 
Judge Zemiatis then suggest Judy Gabrieles do the supervised visitations. Mr. Kloostra refused the place I requested, the Wyoming Park Library. The library has glassed in room and security. Plaintiff wants the visitations to be in Greenville and extra expenses paid for by me even though he knows I can not already afford the $20 per week cost being charged me. 
I then filed this motion for November 12th and then Judge Zemiatis adjourns it for thirty days because Donna Mobilia is out of town on training. I was not contacted by Donna. I have the same phone number for the past five years. This was another attempt by those in this case to keep my children from me.  

Involuntary Dismissal can not be used in this hearing today because I have provided sufficient facts, Michigan Court Rules, and case law to show I have a right to relief. If the court renders a judgment on the merits against the moving party, the court is required under MCR 2.504(B) (2) to make findings as provided in MCR 2.517 on remand the circuit shall hold an evidentiary hearing if requested by any party, and shall make findings of fact and conclusions of law on the record. If this court denies my motion today, please provide the clear and convincing evidence to continue the concealing of my children and the reason for denial of sole custody.  Vigil v Vigil and Mitchell v Mitchell. 
Also the trial courts must arrive at its own conclusion in a custody dispute and cannot delegate its authority to the Friend of the Court or other experts as in Moser v Moser. The trial courts adopting a GAL’s report improperly delegates its authority under the Child Custody Act, so Donna’s request to do an investigation should also be denied today.  

