IN THE COURT OF COMMON PLEAS
CUYAHOGA COUNTY, OHIO
PROBATE DIVISION

ARTHUR P. DUECK, M.D.
1104 Forest Road Lakewood,
Ohic 44107

CASE NO. 2018ADV234080
JUDGE: ANTHONY J. RUSSO

PAUL A. BJORN, D.O.
1084 Lake Point Drive
Lakewood, Ohio 44107

NANCY BINDER
18171 Clifton Road
Lakewcod, Ohio 44107

WILLIAM R. KELLER
18173 Clifton Road
Lakewood, Chio 44107

Plaintiffs,

VS, PLAINTIFFS’ SECOND AMENDED
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)
JOSEPH KERRIGAN, TRUSTEE, CLIFTON )
PARK TRUST )
18181 Ciifton Road }
Lakewood, Ohio 44107 3
)
MARY ELLEN FRASER, TRUSTEE, CLIFTON)
PARK TRUST )
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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)
}
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)
)

1124 Forest Road
Lakewood, Ohic 44107

ROBERT FROST, TRUSTEE, CLIFTON
PARK TRUST

18126 West Clifion Road

Lakewood, Obio 44107

WARREN COLEMAN, TRUSTEE, CLIFTON
PARK TRUST

18136 Clifton Road

Lakewood, Ohio 44107

RYAN MEANY, TRUSTEE, CLIFTON PARK
TRUST

1104 West Forest Road

Lakewood, Chio 44107

Defendants.
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Plaintiffs Arthur P. Dueck, Paul A. Bjorn, Nancy Binder, and William R. Keller
(“Plaintiffs™), for their Complaint, state as follows:

1. This case involves the administration of the Clifton Park Trust (the “Trust™). The
terms of the Trust are memorialized in a certain Deed of Trust dated March 25, 1912, as recorded
on March 27, 1912 in the Cuyahoga County Records, Cleveland, Ohio, at Velume 1382, Pages
277-280 ("Trust Deed”). A copy of the Trust Deed is attached hereto and marked as Exhibit
“p

PARTIES
2. Plaintiffs are sublot owners of real property located within the allotment of

Clifton Park in the City of Lakewood, County of Cuyahoga, and State of Ohio (“Clifton Park™).

3. Plaintiffs are all beneficiaries of the Trust.

4. Warren Coleman is a resident of Lakewood, Ohio and is a Trustee of the Clifton
Park Trust.

5. Mary Ellen Fraser is a resident of Lakewood, Ohio and is a Trustee of the Clifton
Park Trust.

6. Robert Frost i1s a resident of Lakewood, Ohio and is a Trustee of the Clifton Park
Trust.

7. Joseph Kerrigan is a resident of Lakewood, Ohio and is a Trustee of the Clifton
Park Trust.

8. Ryan Meany is a resident of Lakewood, Chio and is a Trustee of the Clifton Park
Trust.

0. Warren Coleman, Mary Ellen Fraser, Robert Frost, Joseph Kerrigan, and Ryan

Meany are referred to collectively as the “Trustees.”
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE

16.  This Court has jurisdiction to hear disputes arising from the administration of a
trust pursuant to R.C. 2101.24 and R.C. 2721.05.

11. Venue is proper in Cuyahoga County becausc the corpus of the Trust is real
property located in Cuyahoga County, and all interested parties reside in Cuyahoga County,
OChio.

BACKGROUND

12. The Trustees hold legal title to certain real property as set forth in the Trust
together with certain fixtures, buildings, and other personal property in Trust (the “Trust
Property™).

13. The Trust Property includes a beach property in the northwest corner of the
Clifton Park Allotment at the entrance to the Rocky River from Lake Erie (hereinafter referred to
as the “Beach™). The Trust Property at the Beach includes 50 picnic benches, a beach house
building, a parking lot with a finite number of parking spaces, and a sandy beach area about 700
feet long (“Beach Property™). Only 15 of the picnic benches are actually on the Beach.

14, The Beach Property is a limited resource.

15, Upon information and belief, there are 204 lot owner beneficiaries of the Trust,
the Club, as one beneficiary, and 203 resident lot owner beneficiaries (the “Resident
Beneficiaries™).

16.  On information and belief, there are only 75 parking spaces as part of the Beach
Property.

17. The Trust Deed mandates that the Trustees maintain the Trust Property, including
the Beach and Beach Property, for the “sole use and benefit” of the Trust beneficiaries and that
the Trustees hold title for the common use of the Trust beneficiaries: that is, they “shali hold
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title to and preserve all the land deeded to them for the common use of all the lof owners in the
Clifton Park ailotment, and their successors in title, and members of their households.”

18.  The Trust Deed also mandates that the Trustees cannot convey any interest in the
Trust Property or dedicate any portion of the Trust Property to any person who is not a
beneficiary without the unanimous consent of al} the lot owners in Clifton Park: “[n]o part of
said land shall be sold, conveyed or dedicated to public use without the unanimous consent of all
the lot owners in said allotment.”

19. The Trust Deed is the sole source of authority for the Trustees.

20.  The Trust Deed is the sole conveyor of legal rights to the beneficiaries.

21.  The Plaintiffs and other sublot owners in Clifton Park are the sole legal
beneficiaries in cormmmon under the Trust,

22. The Clifton Club Company (the “Club”), which was incorporated in 1902 to
operate ag a for-profit social club, is a lot owner in Clifton Park pursnant to a deed dated July, 1,
1912, as recorded on July 9, 2012 in the Cuyahoga County Records, Cleveland, Ohio at Volume
1399, Pages 374-376 (the “Club Deed™), and a beneficiary of the Trust.

23.  The Club Deed transferred title to the Club’s sublots,

24, The Club Deed did not, and could not, convey any greater rights to the Trust
Property than those that are set forth in the Trust Deed, because title to, and control of, the Trust
Property was vested solely in the Trustees via the Trust Deed,

25.  The membess of the Clifton Club who do not own sublots in Clifton Park (“Club
Members™) are not beneficiaries of the Trust.

26.  The Club Members are not named in the Trust.

27.  The Club Members have no rights under the Trust Deed.
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28.  The Trust Deed does not give the Club Members any right to use the Trust
Property.

29.  The Trust Deed does not contain any terms allowing the Club Members to use the
Beach.

30.  There are no terms in the Trust Deed expressly reserving authority to expand
rights under the Trust after its creation.

31, The Trust Deed does not give the Trustees authority to allow, give, or grant Club
Members rights to use Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach Property, unless the
Clifton Park lot owners provide unanimous consent.

32. On information and belief, the Clifton Park lot owners have not given the Trustees
unanimous consent to aliow, give, or grant 224 Club Members rights to use Trust Property,
including the Beach and Beach Property in any manner.

33.  The Clifton Park lot owners have not given the Trustees unanimous consent to
allow, give, or grant Club Members rights to use Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach
Property in a manner that is equal to the rights of the beneficiaries of the Trust.

THE COURT OF APPEALS FINALLY RESOLVES THE ISSUE OF CLUB
MEMBER RIGHTS UNDER THE TRUST DEED.

34.  Inlate 2011, a dispute arose over the question of whether the Club Members are
beneficiaries of the Trust who must be treated cqually with the Clifton Park lot owners.

35. In April of 2012, certain Plaintiffs filed an action captioned as Arthur P, Dueck, et
al. v. The Clifton Club Company, et al., Case No. 2012ADV179424, which asked the Court to
resolve two questions: (a) whether the Club Members are beneficiaries of the Trust, and (b)

whether the Club Members have the legal right to use Trust Property.
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36.  The questions were finally resolved by the Eighth District Court of Appeals in a
written opinion entered on August 10, 2017 (the “Opinion™).

37.  In the Opinion, the Court of Appeals construed the pending question to be
“whether the nonresident Club Members are direct Beneficiaries under the Trust Deed, as stated
in Count I of the first amended complaint, arguably entitling them to equal access and
commensurate status as the owner Beneficiaries.”

38. The Court of Appeals’ answer to that question was NO:

» “After a thorough review of the record, we find that the nonresident
members of the Clifton Club are not beneficiaries of the Trust and, as a
result, have no legal rights.” [Opinion at 71.]

e  “We do not, however, find that the cases establish that the Club Members
are direct legal Trust Beneficiaries, the query pending here” [Id. at 9 52.]

* “[I]n response to the declaration explicitly requested by appellants, we
find that the Club Members have no legal right of access as Beneficiaries.”
[Id §67.]

¢ “The Club Members are not equal or direct Beneficiaries of the Trust.”
[/d. §126.]

s “[Tlhe Club Members are not beneficiaries under the Trust Deed and,
therefore, have no legal right to access the subject beach.” [Id. at 7 130 (J.
Gallagher Concurring).]

» The trust simply does not contain any language from which this court can
reasonably conclude that the members of the Clifton Club share the same
legal rights as the Clifton Club itself [/ 131 (J. Gallagher
Concurring).}

3. The Court of Appeals also found that the Club did not have any greater rights to

use the Trust Property than any other Trust beneficiary:;

e “We determine that the lot owners are the sole legal beneficiaries of the Trust.
The Clifton Club is a lot owner and thus a beneficiary. The Trust Deed is the sole
conveyor of legal rights to the beneficiaries. The Chub Deed transferred title to
the Club Lots. The Club Deed did not, and could not, convey any greater rights to
the Trust property than those that are set forth in the Trust Deed, because title to,
and control of, the Trust property was vested solely in the Trustees via the Trust
Deed. [Id 9125.]
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THE TRUSTEES GIVE CLUB MEMBERS EQUAL BEACH ACCESS RIGHTS TO
BENEFICIARIES.

40.  The Beach season is defined by the Trustees.

41, The defined Beach season defines when beneficiaries can use the Beach and
Beach Property.

42.  The Beach season is defined as May 1 to October 31 of the calendar year.

43.  There are only 184 days in the Beach season set by the Trustees.

44.  The Trustees have given the Club Members permission to use the Beach and
Beach Property for the 2018 Beach season.

45.  The Trustees have issued the Rules, which unequally favor the Club and
unequally grant the Club rights to use the Trust Property, including the Beach ancl Beach
Property.

46.  The Rules also freat each individual Club Member as an equal or direct
beneficiary of the Trust because an individual Club Member has been given the same rights to
use the Beach and Beach Property as any Clifton Park lot owner, who is actually a Trust
beneficiary.

47. 224 Club Members have been given permission by the Trustees to access the
Beach.

48.  Like any Trust beneficiary, the Trustees assert that in 2018, each Club Member
has a right to use the Beach as the Rules state that “All members in good standing, aleng with
their immediate family members living in the residence of the member, may use the Beach

facilities {i.e., Beach and Beach Property].”
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49, Under the Rules, the Trustees allow the Club 1o have 224 families living in the
residence of each Club Member, none of whom have any legal rights under the Trust, to use the
Beach Property. [/d]

50.  Under the Rules, a Resident Beneficiary only has the right to have one family
living in the residence of the beneficiary use the Beach. [/d]

5. Under the Rules, each Resident Beneficiary only receives two windshield stickers
for using the parking spaces that are part of the Beach Property.

52.  In effect, a Resident Beneficiary can only use two parking spaces at a time, except
to the extent that the Resident Beneficiary obtains one or more of the additional 10 guest parking
passes available from the Trustees Monday through Friday.

53.  Under the Rules, each Club Member also receives from the Trustees two
windshield stickers for using the parking spaces that are part of the Beach Property.

34.  Under the Rules, each Club Member also has been given equal aceess to the [0
guest parking passes available from the Trustees Monday through Friday.

55.  The Rules related to parking and parking restrictions apply equally to each
Resident Beneficiary’s household and to each individual Club Member household.

56.  In effect, the Club receives from the Trustees 448 (224 x 2 cars per Club Member)
windshield stickers for using the parking spaces that are part of the Beach Property and, thus, can
use all of the approximately 75 available parking spaces at a given time.

57. Under the Rules, a Resident Beneficiary who does not have a Beach picnic table
reservation or Beach house reservation, is limited to four guests per household and no more.

58. Under the Rules, the Trustees have allowed each Club Member who does not

have a Beach picnic table reservation or Beach house reservation, four guests per household.
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59.  In effect, the Club receives a right from the Trustees to have 896 guest passes
(224 x 4 guest passes per Club Member household) for use on the Beach on a daily basis during
the 2018 Beach season.

60.  The Rules on the number of guests allowed on the Beach apply equally to each
Resident Beneficiary household and to each individual Club Member household.

61. Under the Rules, a Resident Beneficiary can only have two open picnic table
reservations at one time.

62.  Under the Ru%es, the Trustees have given each individnal Club Member a right to
have two open picnic table reservations at one time.

63.  In effect, the Club has the right to have 448 open picnic table reservations at any
given time (224 x 2 open picnic table reservations per Club Member).

64.  The Rules regarding picnic table reservations apply equally to each Resident
Beneficiary household and to each individnal Club Member houschold.

65. Under the Rules, the Club is also gnaranteed up to 40% of the available picnic
table reservations daily, while a Resident Beneficiary only has access to one of the available
picnic table reservations daily.

66.  In effect, each Resident Beneficiary is not only limited to two (2) open picnic
table reservations at any time, but a resident lot owner beneficiary only is guaranteed access to
60% of the available reservation slots.

67.  Thus, by granting one beneficiary — the Club — its guarantee of up to 40% of the
picnic table reservations as a “Super User,” the Trustees have sacrificed the rest of the
beneficiaries’ use and enjoyment of the Beach via the Trust Property by guaranteeing the

Resident Beneficiaries only 60% of the total.
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68.  Under the Rules, a Resident Beneficiary can only have two open Beach house
reservations at any one time,

69.  Under the Rules, the Trustees have given each individual Club Member a right to
have.two open Beach house reservations at one time,

70.  The Rules regarding Beach house reservations apply equally to Resident
Beneficiary household and to each individual Club Member household.

71. In effect, the Trustees have given the Club the right to have 448 open Beach
house reservations at any given time (224 x 2 open Beach house reservations per Club Member).

72.  Thus, the Trustees have granted the Club a “Super User” status allowing it Beach
house access that is 224 times greater than any other beneficiary.

73. Under the Rules, there are only 175 available days for a Beach house reservation
during the Beach season.

74, In effect, the Trustees have given the Club the ability to reserve the Beach house
for the entire Beach season.

75.  The Rules apply equally to cach Resident Beneficiary household and to each
individual Club Member household.

76.  Despite the clear rulings of the Court of Appeals in the Opinion, the Trustees have
issued rules related to the use of Trust Property—held in the form of the Clifton Park Beach and
related Beach Property—that (a) grants each individual Club Member a right to use the Trust
Property that is equal to the rights of an individual Resident Beneficiary to the use the Trust
Property and (b) grants the Club rights to use the Trust Property that are far greater than any

individual Resident Beneficiary in Clifton Park—in fact 224 times greater.
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77.  This conduct by the Trustees violates the Appellate Court ruling and is a breach of
fiduciary duty and must be enjoined to protect the rights of the Plaintiffs, who, together with the
other Resident Beneficiaries, are the sole Trust beneficiaries in common with the Club.

TRUSTEES WITHHOLD INFORMATION IN VIOLATION OF THEIR
FIDUCIARY DUTIES AS SET FORTH BY THE OPINION.

78. The Trustees are required to promptly respond to a beneficiary’s information request
as it relates to the administration of a trust. [Opinion at ¥ 110.]

79, According to the Court of Appeals, the Trustees’ refusal to provide Trust
documents prior to the litigation, and during, constitutes a breach of R.C. 5808.13, to inform and
report. [fd. at 9 120.]

80.  The Court of Appeals also held that “[t]he preservation of full disclosure in a
trustee beneficiary relationship is of utmost importance.” [/d.]

81. Since September 25, 2017, lot owner beneficiaries asked Trustees Kerrigan,
Fraser, and Meany by email on September 25, 2017, whether they were going to abide by the
Court of Appeals ruling and act pursuant to the language of the Trust in administering the Trust
and regulating nse of the Trust Property.

82.  Trustees Kerrigan, Fraser, and Meany failed to respond to this question,

83.  As a result of Trustees Kerrigan, Fraser, and Meany’s refusal to respond to
Plaintiff Dueck regarding how the Trust would be administered, counsel for Plaintiffs was forced
to send a March 15, 2018 letter asking the Trustees the following questions: (a) “What language
in the Trust Deed are the Trustees relying on to maintain the status quo?”; (b) “Where do the
Trustees get the anthority to permit anyone but a lot owner to use the Beach?”; (¢) Why have the
Trustees again placed rules on Beach use that impair the access of the lot owners in order to

accommeodate non-lot-owner Club members” use of the Beach?”
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84.  Despite owing a fiduciary duty to respond, the Trustees have failed to fully
respond to each of those questions, and instead responded with questions to the Plaintiffs, none
of which seeks clarification of the foregoing questions from Plaintiffs,

85.  Prior Trustees wrote in their January 2016 minutes that there were boxes of vet
un-scanned files remaining in storage that were to be sent out for scanning.

86. On September 16, 2017, a lot owner beneficiary asked for copies of those
belatedly scanned files from the Trustees, which were not previously produced as only scanned
files were given to the Plaintiffs.

87.  Despite repcated requests for those files, they were withheld until March 29,
2018, a period of time in excess of six months.

88. Those withheld files contained 17,964 pages, of which over 1,200 were relevant
to the prior lawsuit.

89.  Despite the fact that the Court of Appeals stated that all files, including those
containing iegal advice from counsel to Trustees (except in specific defense of ongoing
litigation), were to be shared with Trust beneficiaries — including the Plaintiffs — over 300 pages
(of the above 17,964 pages) were withheld by the current Trustees due to claims of attorney-
client privilege, and no privilege log was provided.

90.  The request for information made by the lot owner beneficiary on September 16,
2017 requested four specific other categeries of information, none of which have been provided
by the Trustees despite repeated requests.

91. A lot owner beneficiary asked Trustee Kerrigan for a summary of legal charges
paid for either by the Trust or its insurance company in the previous lawsuit from 2012 to 2017.

The Trustees have not provided any of that information to date.
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COUNT 1

92.  The allegations contained in Paragraphs 1 through 91 above are incorporated
herein as if fully rewritten.

93.  The Trustees owe a duty to administer the Trust Deed according to its terms.

94.  The Trustees owe a duty to administer the Trust Deed solely in the interests of the
beneficiaries, the lot owners in Clifton Park.

95.  The Trustees owe a duty of loyalty to the Trust beneficiaries.

96.  The Trustees owe a duty to the Trust beneficiaries to take reasonable steps to take
control of and protect the Trust Property.

97.  The Trustees have no authority under the terms of the Trust to grant a right to use
the Trust Property, inciuding the Beach and Beach Property, to any person who is not a
beneficiary of the Trust without the unanimous consent of the lot owners.

98.  The Clifton Park lot owners have not given unanimous consent to the Trustees to
grant a right to use the Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach Property, to any person
who is not a beneficiary of the Trust.

99.  The Trustees have no authority under the terms of the Trust to grant a right or
permission to use the Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach Property, to any person
who 18 not a beneficiary of the Trust that is equal to the rights of the Trust beneficiaries withont
the unanimous consent of the lot owners.

100.  The Clifton Park lot owners have not given unanimous consent to the Trustees to
grant a right to use the Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach Property, to any person
who is not a beneficiary of the Trust that is equal to the rights of the Trust beneficiaries.

101.  The Club Members are not beneficiaries of the Trust.

162,  The Club Members have no legal rights under the Trust.
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103.  The Club Members have no legal rights or permission under the Trust to use Trust
Property.

104.  The Trustees have granted 224 Club Members a permissive right to use the Trust
Property, including the Beach and Beach Property, that is equal to the rights of the Trust
beneficiaries.

105, The Trustees’ grant to 224 Club Members of a permissive right to use the Trusi
Property, including the Beach and Beach Property, without the unanimous consent of the Clifton
Park lot owners is a breach of fiduciary duty.

106.  Under R.C. 5810.01(B), the Court should enjoin the Trustees from granting to the
Club Members of a permissive right to use the Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach
Property, without the unanimous consent of the Clifton Park lot owners because such conduct is
a breach of the trust and a breach of their fiduciary duty.

107.  Under R.C. 5810.01(B), the Court should enjoin the Trustees from granting to the
Club Members of a permissive right to use the Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach
Property, that is equal to the rights of any other individual Trust beneficiary without the
upamimous consent of the Clifton Park lot owners because such conduct is ‘a breach of trust
and/or fiduciary duty.

108.  Under R.C. 5810.04, the Court should alsc award Plaintiffs their costs, expenses,
and attorney fees to be paid by the Trustees,

COUNT I
109. The allegations contained in Paragraphs 1 through 108 above are incorporated

herein as if fully rewritten.
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110.  The Trustees owe a duty to the Trust beneficiaries to act impartially in managing
the Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach Property, giving due regard to the
beneficiaries’ respective interests.

It1.  The Trust Deed docs not contain any tcrms indicating that any one Trust
beneficiary has a greater right to use the Trust Property, including the Beach or the Beach
Property, than any other Trust beneficiary.

112, The Trust Deed is the sole conveyor of legal rights to the Trust beneficiaries.

113, The Trust Deed mandates that the Trustees “shall hold title to and preserve all the
land deeded to them for the common use of all the lot owners in the Clifton Park allotment, and
their successors in title, and members of their households.”

114.  The Club does not have any greater rights to use the Trust Property, including the
Beach or Beach Property, than any other individual lot owner.

115, By creating Rules that give the Club a right to use the Beach and Beach Property
in a way that allows the Club a right to use of the Beach that is 224 times greater than any one
resident lot owner beneficiary’s right to use the Beach, the Trustees have breached their fiduciary
duty.

116. Under R.C. 5810.01(B), the Court should enjoin the Trustees from enforcing
Rules that grant the Club any more rights to Beach house reservations, parking guest passes,
patking spaces, and/or picnic table reservations that is greater than any other individual resident
lot owner beneficiary.

117. Under R.C. 5810.04, the Court should also award Plaintiffs their costs, expenses,

and attorney fees to be paid by the Trustees.

15

2018ADV234080Judge: RUSSOVTHE ADVERSARIAL CASE OF ARTHUR P. DUECK
Electronically Filed: 05/02/2018 15:07:33 EAZ\CONF#: 3050\WORKFLOW 1D: 928282




COUNT II1

118, The allegations contained in Paragraphs 1 through 117 above are incorporated
herein as if fully rewritten.

119. The Trustees have a fiduciary duty to hold the Trust Property for the use in common
by all of the lot owners.

120. By creating Rules which reduce the common use of all of the Resident beneficiaries
to only 60% of certain Trust Property, the Trustees have breached their fiduciary duty.

121, Under R.C. 5810.01(B), the Court should enjoin the Trusiees from enforcing Rules
that directly or indirectly restrict the rights of the Resident beneficiaries to use Trust Property
that are in excess of the Rules required for the Trustees to fulfill their duties to hold the Trust
Property for the common use of all of the Iot owners.

122, Under R.C. 5810.04, the Court should also award Plaintiffs their costs, expenses,
and attorney fees to be paid by the Trustees.

COUNT IV

123. The allegations contained in Paragraphs 1 through 122 above are incorporated
herem as if fully rewritten.

124. The Trustees owe a fiduciary duty to keep the current beneficiaries of the Trust
reasonably informed about the administration of the Trust and of the material facts necessary for
them to protect their interests.

125. The Trustees also owe a fiduciary duty to promptly respond to a beneficiary’s
request for information related to the administration of the Trust.

126. The Trustees have a fiduciary duty to provide information and documents

concerning the administration of the Trust to the beneficiaries.
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127. The Trustees have refused to respond to the Plaintiffs’ request for information
related to the Trustees’ administration of the Trust.

128. The information the Plaintiffs requested from the Trustees requested material facts
necessary for them te protect their interests.

129. On information and belief, the Trustees refused and/cr continue to delay responding
to prevent challenges to the Beach Rules and their grant of permission to the Club Members to
use the Beach for the 2018 Beach season.

130. The Trustees have breached their duty to provide information by delaying the
production of information and documents relating to the administration of the Trust and failing to
provide information and documents relating to the administration of the Trust.

131. Upon information and belief, the Trustees’ conduct places the interests of the Club
Members who are “not beneficiaries of the Trust and as a result have no legal rights” {Opinion at
Y17 above the interests of the Trust beneficiaries and compromises those interests.

132. Under R.C. 5810.04, the Court should also award Plaintiffs their costs, expenses,
and attorney fees to be paid by the Trustees.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs pray for judgment in their favor:

) Enjoining the Trustees from granting to the Club Members of a right to use the
Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach Property:

2) Enjoining the Trustees from granting to the Club Members of a permissive right
to use the Trust Property, including the Beach and Beach Property, that is equal to

the rights of any other individual Trust beneficiary;
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(3)

Enjoining the Trustees from enforcing Rules that grant the Club any more rights
to Beach house reservations, parking guest passes, parking spaces, and/or picnic

table reservations that is greater than any other individual Trust beneficiary;

4) Enjoining the Trustees from restricting the Resident Beneficiaries® use of the
Beach in any manner not consistent with the directive in the Trust that the Trust
Property is for the sole and exclusive use in common by all of the lot owners,
(5) Awarding Plaintiffs their costs, expenses, and aftorney fees to be paid by the
Trustees; and
{6)  Awarding such additional relief as the Court decms appropriate, just, and
equitable.
OF COUNSEL: Respectfully submitted,
HAHN LOESER + PARKS LLP /s/ Dennis R. Rose

Dennis R. Rose (06039416)
drrose@hahnlaw.com

Casey J. McElfresh (0088083)
cmeelfresh@hahnlaw.com
200 Public Square, Suite 2800
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-2316
Phone: 216.621.0150

Fax: 216.241.2824

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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JURY DEMAND

Plaintiffs hereby demand trial by jury on all counts so triable.

OF COUNSEL: Respectfully submitted,

HAHN LOESER & PARKS LLP /s/ Dennis R. Rose
Deunis R. Rose (0039416)

drrose(@hahnlaw.com

Casey J. McElfresh (0088083)
cmeelfresh@hahnlaw.com
200 Public Square, Suite 2800
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-2316
Phone: 216.621.0150

Fax: 216.241.2824

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

[ certify that a copy of the foregoing Plaintiffs ' Second Amended Complaint was sent by

overnight mail, sufficient postage prepaid, on this 2 day of May, 2018, upon the following:

Josephb Kerrigan, Trustee Mary Ellen Fraser, Trustee
Clifton Park Trust Clifton Park Trust

18181 Ciifton Road 1124 Forest Road
Lakewood, OH 44107 Lakewood, OH 44107
Defendant Defendant

Robert Frost, Trustee Warren Coleman, Trustee
Clifton Park Trust Clifton Park Trust

18126 West Clifton Road 18136 Clifton Road
Lakewood, OH 44107 Lakewood, OH 44107
Defendant Defendant

Ryan Meany, Trustee
Clifton Park Trust
1104 West Forest Road
Lakewood, OH 44107

Defendant
In addition, I certify that a copy of the foregoing Plaintiffs’ Second Amended Complaint

was sent via email on this 2™ day of May, 2018, upon the following:

William D. Kloss, Jr.

Karen M. Moore

John Conley

Vorys, Sater, Seymour and Pease LLP
52 Bast Gay Street

Columbus, OH 43216
wdklossjr@vorys.com
kmmoore@vorys.com
Jreonley@vorys.com

Attorneys for Defendants Warren Coleman,
Mary Ellen Fraser, Robert Frost, Joseph

Kerrigan, and Ryan Meany /s/ Dennis R. Ras
nis R. Rose

Dennis R. Rose, One of the Attomeys for
Plaintiffs
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_ Jan # 1 26. Prvdl
hendz and asal tho twonty Fifth 125°¥ day of Murch in the yoar of our Lord omo thenzand nine
lendred and twelva (1512}, ’

Signed, Sealed, Aclmouledgod and Daliverod] Jokn ¥, Tyler {Tent}

in prosenos of ) ] Mory E. Tyler {Tea1)
dnrie 8, Tylor Avgustus Zehring )
Tho State of Chio, )} Bofore me, e Hotery Public in =ud for satd County, porsomally nppear-
Coyehopa County, ze. ) ed tha sbova named Jokm . Prler and ¥ery R. Tyler, #ho acknowiedpod
thot thoy 432 aign and seal the foregoing instrumont azd thet tho ssme is Sheir free act srd
degd. In testimeny vhoveof: I bave hersunéo set my hand nnd officinl seal at Olsvelend, O.this
trmanty fifth (26"} doy of Hareh A.D, 14928,
Treusfrd Mer. 26, 1932. B Aupuatue Sohring rnﬁo-;;;;;{-%;‘;:["}
. - . Soyeneps County )
Ree'd ¥ar, 26, 1512, af £:99 D.M.) Kotary Public. Ohic i
Ragprded M¥ar, 2%, 1912. }

P -

fas for regord $1.00. ) Baul Schreluer, Recordor.

. 7 ,éz.:t]ua_
BBG375. Phe Llifton Park Lend & Imp. Co. '-/:"I‘f ®. C. Ceme st 81, Trs. b;f,;/;/;a {
Erow 211 wen Yy thewe presonts, That The {:liftan Pa.z'k I.and & Improvemen$ Coopany; the grentoy,
Tor divers pood catgsp and consideratlone t);n?.rauntu'mwing, aml egpoainlly in comsideration of
the covenmntiz mnd agrapments entered 'lnto hy 2813 eompany '.vi‘bh. ‘bhn several oners of lote end
jandn in i%s allotment heroin described, and Turther for tha mmz\ni ong Deller {§1.00) recoive

ed to itw full cetfisfanticn of P. C. gage)” I.ucinn B. RBall, 3*"1““ Gli&ﬂnn, B.%.adens,end F.B.

s
Andeyson, Trustesd, has Biven; granted , rerpisad. rolansuﬁ and “forerer puit clelimed, ond doeg
by thege proaen‘au absolutoly give, gmnt, ramﬁse‘"\-romaaa and forever qult ciefm unto sald

granténs, snd thelr suocessors in trust Br asnisnn. m:ﬂ thg survivors or survivor of them,

Ay T J’g'. sz—th

end the heirs of nuoh auwivqr,fare’icr, an auch riaﬁt and titio ng the sgeid gramieor has or
g ought to hove in the following duscribnd piouos‘lmﬁ _para;i”a :f land,eitvated in the City of
Lekewond, Cownby of Cuyehoga anﬁ Ste.ts oi‘ ‘nhis, an:.'. bein& th: parts and porcels of lond o
the gramtor's ssid allotiont,’ or T Lyifeg aﬁjuamﬁ theyato, }wmch have been reserved for the mse R

g
end bonefit of the osnors of 1nnd\in naia ann‘mcnt, ond degeribed ko folliws, vify' 9 Tha- t
threo trisngnlnr paraeis deaimmtaﬂ aa "Eacurvan ¥, “Rosorved ", and "Rogerved 0", on the ,'g ‘\”
wep of the allotment of cnﬁm P&rk~8.ﬂ _;h@ same is rocordsd ir the Mep Redordu of Cayahoms LS

oL “éf"?’“/

Copnty, volume 29, Paga, 11 :‘oaﬁrving, homnrar to the grantor the ripht a¥ emy tibme within
ans year from Lhis ds*;e L‘o romove fren said paxenl narked ‘Regerved D" the earth and othar
material piled tharson tg\ a I‘oval.mtf}‘owar than the airoot ourd Lipe bmmding nasid parcel.
Alag tho Shalter House atming in Gliﬂson Read nt the sntrance to ths Perk. 2} All thot part
af Blovka A aﬁm aaid cliﬁ:on ?ark Allotewnt alove roferrod to, Lying westerly fiam the 10

———

*

foot strip of dand through eaid Block B, wh*ch was denlgnatad an o right of way connectdd Tith
Tha - gvarhpad crasuing bver tha trnc}'s of The Hew York, Ohicego & 5%. Louls Retlrasd, Bnd ded-
icatad by paid The 0lifion Park Land & Isprovement Dompeny in o wap and dodication of §losn
fubway and otler lands, om shown by thy plet of poild dadiea_t_i‘o;t upon the Hzp Roderidas of Quy-

WY i o e

ahega Sounty Yolume 30, pape 7; pacepbing from said Bl'a&’.',r}, all that porbiom hevetofors convey-

By P RN Y

o4 by The (liften Park Land & Inprdvement Dompany o The Amgrisnn Cotatruciicn Compeny b7 &
doed recordad in Puyschoge Qounty Rémoras Yolnms 1153, Page 598, subjest to the right of way

for Sloan Sub?m?: 68 desighiated on said subwey map in voluse 30, poge 7, above raforred to.

£

Ay
TEZL " g VS

__) Tha stri.p oi‘ land 8 Zeoet In width axtending from Qiiften Hood e Forost Regd Wetmeon sub
lote 116 and 11T and 94 end 98, snd between Forest Read emd Dake Rosd betweem zub lote. 75 and
76 ana BY mnd 60, ﬁnaimt&d ag “Shedy me--p"i?ntn right of way,"on tho map of aald eurton'
1 Park :\notmnt.o A.right o*’ wiy or footpath from Lake Fond wenterly to the lnnd teseribed
‘ ' norein &r Percsl 7, in common with the owners of pub lots 32 &nd 53, over am novofie gaid

-
-

mh 1:;1!3 Lo ust forth ip the arm:t of paid right of wey to The {iifipnierk Lami & Improvenent
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Ayd

-cormt; Records, Yolume 1198, Page 279, B. A1l of sublots 15 end 14 in said d1ifton Perk a1

iotasnt, hewing & frontage of 200 foot on Leke Fosd, and extnn‘ung bsa!f northerly te Laks Erie,

Ja_.‘?&!«,aa shawn by the Tecorded plat of neid slictwent in Volune 22 of Mupe, Page 31, Cuyahops County
“V"f “:( Resords. 6. Part of Ssction Humber 23 in the Township of Bockpord, bovnded as Ionllowg: #gagin-

7"'5/'?1’ 7

ning at an fven pips gt im ths nmortherly line of land conveped fo Frenc. Stowe by deod ra-
cordad in Voluse 807 of Daeds, page LAT Cuyahogh County Reoords, ab the Intersection theraal,
with the wastsrly omrved Iine of Beneh Ruad, & private rosd 25 foob im widthy thenne north 69°
56! 30" amot algng ths sxtonsion essterly of seid norfherly line of lando po dsaded to Prenc
t. Stows, 25.22 feat Lo a poink in the weatorly limy of #ub lot Dumber 3'{ in The Cliftop Park
Land & Improvemant Ooxpany's nlletmont, redordsd in Volume 29 of Msps, Page 11, Guyehoga County
Raoorfa; Thinug southorly 91.%0 feet along & curved lino deflecting to the 1e#t’ond kaving a
vadius of 432.45 feet and heing ths westerly 1ina of oub lote numbers 37 smd -3¢ in said allet-
ment, to & zione monuwent; %honco mouwtheaclorly sleng & onrved line dofipdting to .thu 1aft and
having a radina of 2B3.87 ieet and being the southwesterly Ming of suh loka nunmbors 88 and 39
in seid alliotmant, %o the intaraactian of said :mrvuﬁ 1ins with tho woekerly tive of "Reagrved
Percsl X" in soid silotment; thonno mouthwesherly, -alons the woptesly lins of -aid "Resarvod
?nrsbl B" to tho most ndrtherly eorasy of sub lot 'num!m \48 in safd mllatment; fhencs north-
arly paralioel with and 25 feeot aiafant from t't}a &nuntrwastnrlyd\mu ¢f gub lots pumbers 3%, 58
ahd 37, e the pleez of beginningd . Enown L&e teing! purt of Section muber 23 in the Sownship
of Bogkpart, bounded ag follows: Beginning st & poind in thu westnrl-y.‘lim of sub Lot aumber
37 in The Qlifton Park Lamd % Imprnvem.,nt Compifiyta. e.}.lutacmt reuﬁ"ﬁaa\in Yolume B9 of maps,
page 11, cuyuhogn Qounty Recorda, whare auid Jino ia *ntamuoteﬂ ‘b:r-—thu axtarn‘-un vagiorly

af the nurthaﬂy lipe of lang aonvuycd to B‘mnu G. étowa. b.,r daod racorded in Yelume 80V, Pape
127, OCuyabugsa County Recorda of Doods ;,’ trsam.-;; mrthor}.y mng the wmepberly line of gud lobs
numters ¥ and 36 in apid ellotmont, 1'?'?,16 ruat. {‘neint;,‘_\eurwd line dnflscting to the right
sud having s roding of 482.45 fest, and 8 chorﬁ whieh bears nob{'.}. 9% 50' wamt 175.495 feat) to

8 irob pipe ut & point of roversoe'mrvatu“ah %)Lenca :uurthe'r ylv}!‘llang tha wosterly lind of pub

lote numberxs 35, 34, 83 and 52 m aaid al‘}.o,tmnt 455 10 feet (boing & omrved Iibo doflscting
to the loft snd haviag s radiug : 825_\11 !.‘aat ami & chord which bears morth 5° 18° B5Y wedt
458.88 foet) to sn irom pipe &% e, northwuatulg corner of aaid svh lot number 32; thonge
northorly slong the matarl;r linse. \of ‘&b»—lnt_!iwnho" %1 in ssaid allettent 60,17 feot [(heing &
surved line defleniing b0 tbo laxt‘ &nd mﬁng e regive of 185.72 fdat, and & chord which henrs
north 33° 20' 304 wagt 59,?9&{&3#] to a gau Apo at an sngle in tho Iino eof seid sub lot Fumber
33 Vhenes .morth 16° 187 east alongutha'wentnrly line of said spblet 72.88 feot to o stone
monumonty $honea morth £9° 32’ -ogst along &fm Ying of 2ald oub lot 80 faot to the southwosterly
gornor of a peyoel of land daaded?y E‘ie C}.J.ﬂ'.on Park Land & fmprivement Jompany te Anng Y.
Hovgsin by dwed recoriod in Volume.. of Dssds, pape..Cuyahoga Counnty Rocorda; thence north 4°

a' ecast nlong tho wegterly line of 1pnda 8o @coded to Anna ¥. Hergen to the watex's edge on
the shors of LeXo Eric; tbenos westorly along the wetex's sdpe on the ssutherly shorn of Laks
Erieo to the waler’s pdps or the essterly shoye of Hoeky River: thened gouthorly aleng the
nater’s sdpe on the sagborly side of Recky River fv tho norbherly llae of land dceded %o Pranc
C. Stom:x a0 dforoseid from whish geint o eteme monument iz the northeriy ling of peid Prene 0.
stawa!a'lm- ‘esre north 69* 56* 30" east 23.09 font; thence north $9° B6' 30% east along the
z‘:érthqr‘ly iine of lands se _ééqdqa to Piene C. Stows 175.09 foet to o atone mennmgnt; thence
continuing. said oouree slong the northerly 1ine of lapdu so doofed to Frang 0. Stown 109.84 foet
t¢ a4 ptone wormmont; thonee atatinuing seid cgourso elong Fhe nertherly lina of lunds &o deedod
to Frepe ©. Stowo 10%.18 oot to on iron pipe ot the interpoction of asfd portherly Ling of
lands go desded to Pranc C. S¥ows with the westdrly curved 1line of Pesch Hoad, 8 priveta road;
thenge gontinuing oeid caurse in an extension aasterly of the zartherly line of landn so dagdod

to Pralo’ 0.5towe 25,82 feat to the bogioning. But excepting from the above desgrided land e per-
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' : e UCDJ 3“3"5‘3’3’@? -
oipal place of begiuning and whioh principal plecu ef bapinning 1s found by running the follow-
ing cowrge: beginning at a ,tnna monument sot in the Hozrthoriy line of land doedsd to Frang .
Stowe as aforasaid Bt a point dimtant south 65" 35 mow sest 109,18 foot from & F&R pipe in
the northerly Line of lend a0 daoded te Yrans O Stume at its interseotien with the wmesteriy
ourved 1ine of Boach Bond, & privete rond 25 feebt in width; thonce north 12° B7' 30" wast
203,98 fos% to onia prineipal place of baginning; thence south 77° gp' 20" wagt 12,580 feot to
4 point; thense southerly ang wogtorly 265,15 foat slong 4 curved iipe defiagting to the right
and taving 4 rodivs of 155 feet nnd 4 ohord which bears eouth 36* 02' ap» ueat 233,96 feot:

’ thanoe northwestorly 06.1¢ font Blong o curved ling deflecting to the ripht hoving a radius

of 97.905 foot and 5 chord which bemrs north g9° 45' 1/2" weat 05.39 faet; thence north 44°
32'457 wont 415 foet to a point; thence oouth 43° 7' 15+ weat 71.61 feet to the water
on the zepterly sida of Roeky River; themca norsh 47° Qs

's edge

wost dleng the woter‘s edge on tha
oapterly aide of Rocky RBiver 111.82 Teoats

“he suaverly side of Rogky River 112

thonce nerth He* gav wapt zlong the watsr's adpo an
«4¢ Teet; thense north 45° 291 5w sact RB2.75 fret to o

point from which a stone monument sot in the grounﬁ beers sonth 77° O2' 20* wemt 01 .64 feot;

thence norTth 279 02 zov 2ast 462414 fost tq/a n%aaa nbmument; thenee south S7° 240 10" aast

181,256 foet to a podnt; thenca south 8° 53' on oaat ﬁsn B? fazt to 8 point; thenoe south 71°

92! 30" gost BQ Peet to ths principsl plsun FE4 beginﬁinu. The ohove deserlbod lund dmown ag

7 horein dcncribad;_n—e maéa—nubject £o such rights ms havs
heratgfore been grantsd to The Eent Ot

"RBeoerved ¥ and parcalg 3 cnd

in Gas Company to cxtend a?d maintein 115 ges supply

piped wnder & portion therecf: ang alsc b jeot-. tu thy righty givqn b7 the grantor hersin to
,J
Tha Lnranond Taokt Qilub Company by an A“ticlu ef Aera&mont dataﬁ Juns 1, 1903. ilsc subjoet

to the rights of owners of lots rronting on tne Iagoo% in the lard deporibaed ns
b
Zxom sald parcal 7, for theanalvan and thaiv Pnestn

a:ouptnd -
, licensuns and smaplogas, to peos aver and
elong the p*ivato roads, paths, stai?waya und aomﬁﬁn\gggﬁqu

to reach 9mid lagoosn From the
dedianted rondm ang avanueg ia ssid cliftoﬂ ”ark A‘lotnent J&

lag uubjodt w0 right of wmy for

ewnurs of land fromting on tho- privato roid- Jnown ey BoamFbRcaﬂ To beve mud fo hold the nrem- i

1e¢s aforessid, with the aﬂp{;tununcﬁanthcreunto hnlanb*ng. anto bhe snid grantees and their

aucesunora in trust and assigns,*and the surrivurn or ERrvivor
aurvivor, aec thnt neither said‘grnntar, aor

throogh or wnder 4%, shell or will

thareef, and the heirs of snoh
*fts 9dceaaz0re, nor Ay other person cleiging title

“heresftoyr claim or demand any right or titly to She pro~

isgy, or any nert thﬁreﬂf; hutfthay and o¥ery ong of Lhem shall bo hy thass presents exsludad

end foxever barrad; ia truat, uvarthoipua, fox the sole use and bonefit of all the owmerg ef

sk late, or partu ol 1ats, in thsnclifton Park Allotoont,
Sounty ¥sp Recoram vulums 39, Page 11, anﬂ the hedixs,

of suoh owners: sublast to the terms, oconditions and reguiationn herein contained, that ip to
aay:~ .

4a the mome is raegrded-.in Coyahoga

repreaentatlvou, sucoszgaTe or assigng,

APPOLITURET AND TERM OF TRU3TEZS, h
The tfustess shail he £ive in number, 311 of show shall at gl
reaidents 4n the 0Iifton Park ﬁllotmn“t. IT at.

1 tigus ba omners of %and and

any timp any trustaa uhnll osase %o do an ownar
of lang op reaident in the €lifhon Paxk &llatas

soge yacand,

nt, his position ag trustee chell at onas be-
&hd & succensor shall he okonen s horain Provided, ¥nen the

position af esny

trustas i vacatog b7 rosignstion, dipability op doath, the rersining  trudtees shall af oneo

vheoss & sucomnsor. Ths Tiot of suah VAGARCY and cholee of supsesser shall be reduced to weit-
ing, signed and aaknowiodgad by & natority of the ramain
fice of the County Reacordaer; whexaupon the

Tight 0f hin pradseossor.

ing treateos, and recorded in the df-
26 truntae shell sucseod fo 81 tha ti%le and

DUTIES OF TRAUSTRES.

{1} The Truateos ohall neid title to &nd prosorve a1l the lond agnded to tham for the corrron

wse af L1l $he 1ot omnors in the Clifton Pari allotment, ant thelr pucesssors in title, ama
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¥

puUlio pop without the umAnimous conssns of s}l %he iot owmers in sald allotmont. {3} THe
trustsps shail eellect oonoy from the porecns sntoreatad en hersipafter provided, and from
tho guma 50 colleoted, end from smy ather momeys coming %o their hends, shell pay toxes end
spsasamenbe on paid lmnda ap they become pejable; BhEll koep the wesde and grass oui, and
trees, shrubbory and flower bads on sald lsnis in good condibion] shall providp for romoval
of snow and los when necessary; sholl keop the bathimg pavillan, steirways, Drivete roadways
and sidewnlks in repsir; ohall establisk regulatisnn for f!:o ugs a?, and provide for DTOPOY
polising of private roada, lemesz, paris and buthing pavilioen; and ganexaily meintoin ail of
gaid propersy in geod ords and gandition for the uss of lo¥ ownors in said wlleotmont, as tha
gaap iz mow maintained. Y {4] I at any Time ths omnoyo of ona-fourth af the lote in salid
allotment wish for moro improvesgnt or emballdahment of said eenmon lund .' or any part of if,
.then' gadd trustean by the berwmo of theso regulations are hound §o cake, suek lok ownore RBY
eall a meating to be held st gome convenient plave within the hounderios of C1iften Park,of
whioh meebing 811 1ot ownars shell have of lsaat ton deya notice by mall or puiblis pdvortisa-
menik. Should e majority of the let ownors prosont B such =oeting dopide in favor of any ex-
trporiinary improvement of such land for ths comgor~Bens?fit, the trustecs, upon racalving or
Telng guarontosd The noney neaassasry for that - nurnsne.\:‘&y proceed to maky such improvement,
zhiok ghall then be a pari of the common pruparty, T & "’hnn ‘be caynd for ss hurain providad.
(5] The trustess shnll serve withouk eompanaat;gn._};mt may Oha:%\o{«‘o abd sallenat from the lot
owngrs ol thelr nogensary axpanspd 6% hereinaftar providad. \C‘-
UAKTRG AND cor.r./s,c*rfw u?msagass.m@s. 3 )
ok oost of mll oxtdinery osre vf the la ds -Bnd. hun&im;s\in thd hmm:f of the trustees, g&nd
thelr DOOHSERYY oXpohises 1o carTying outsthoir duﬂ.es, shan be divides eoong Shs sovoral lot
smors and ecllectad fron thotr by an. smrmal a:assnaent} }& fgilows:-Sagh aub lok, oy part of
sub lo%, in tho alietmont chall be charseﬂmwith sm:h pragortiun af tho total annual sxponce
g 1ts value for taxation, exelusiver of bnnairau’,‘ds 54 ;‘2‘:} ‘t{tnl tgx vaius of oil the au‘h T
1oty in said ellotment, azulusivp o:&u&l&in\é Tha m-mer‘of szunh sub lot, sr part cf sub 1nt '
shell be bound to pay the guz u‘aiassausaﬁ“*to tha truatnes ugon thsir written notioe and doment;
ani the iiem upon the savorel b Iotz roae«w;\‘td the Gospany in tha deeds of gonveysnos fir
tko same te securs the paymend ofguoh a;;aaamﬁt’a; 13 tranaferred to the snid trustees, apd
muy be anforaed by thea. Ar;y mrauﬁk&*;—mnnms for. imgpravenent of the’ proporty sholl be
net by voluntspy sm'nncﬂp‘f:{inn. _In witnesg! whergo®, the said grantoer hae cousad 1fs sesl %0 bo
affixed horetw, &M thooo prngtn 4o ba _,is\gnaa by itz Vioe Prasident sad Segrotary duly suth-
orized by roasclution of i;:'q Eﬁ;;'d""of-'nﬁ';atbrs. this 25th day of March A.B. 1932,

-

Signed end aoxnowlsdged Sl the. dlifbon Park hand & Iuprovemant ¢as

in prasouee of - } L. A, Reed, Viae Frest. {The. ﬂlifton Park Land £ Io- )

_ _ _ . ) {provonent Compssy. &sal. |}
7. ¥, Shallenbergey %. B. Wilson} J. J. €rocks, Secty. {tlevoland, O, Intorporated |
. { JuJ.‘y, 18949, ]

stete of Ouls, ] Betore me, & Sotary Public f and {or sadd County, poresnally sppesr-

Guynhogs Ceunty, fe. | od tho sbove nzeed L. A, Bead o3 Vice President, and J.3Qrecka an
Seaxotery of The Olifton Patk Land & Im'pra.vamnt Conppiy, whe solmowledged that they execubsd
tua foregeing Imstrument dm bohalf 0¥ eatd Tha Cliften Perk Hand & Ipprovesent Conpony g gueh
officors 5 and thot the seoe i3 thetr fres set sud dood as such officers. and the frae et
and aoed of sald corporatien, In testimony whoreol, I heveunto pat o7 hond ond ozffolsl nesl
at Cleveland, Onie, this 26" day of Herch AD XE1E, )

mpangfld Mar. 25, 1917, ] J. M. Shellenbaxger {“-H;;;;;a;a;i“}
Rec'd ¥av. 26, 191Z, at 7:3% A.M. } Hotary Zublic. {( uu,:rthcg_no{.‘bunt:\v l
Recorded Mer. B7, 1¥IE. 1 emmTmmmTTT

Feo for record $5.50. } Paul s.ohw.inar',_‘i!g_gqrasr. o
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