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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT STATE DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, ESTERN DIVISION

TMKEVIN WALKER® ESTATE, et al.,
Plaintiff(s)/Real Party(ies) in Interest,

Case No.: 5:25—cv—00646—WLH—MAA
US.

Chad Bianco, et al., Judge: Wesley L Hsu
Defendant(s).

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY
EX PARTE INJUNCTION

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY EX PARTE INJUNCTION
THIS MATTER comes before the Court on Plaintiffs” Verified Notice and Demand for

Immediate Non-Discretionary Emergency Ex Parte Injunction as a Matter of Law
Without Hearing. Having reviewed the pleadings, affidavits, and supporting evidence,
and finding good cause shown, the Court finds and orders as follows:

FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Plaintiffs have established immediate and irreparable harm, including but

not limited to:

1. Unlawful theft, seizure, and conversion of private trust property
(automobile/private transport).

2. Extortion and financial coercion amounting to $4,388 USD under color
of law.

3. Ongoing harassment, stalking, surveillance, and intimidation of

Plaintiffs by Defendants.
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4. Unconstitutional deprivation of Plaintiffs” unalienable right to travel
and private property.

5. Threats to Plaintiffs' life, liberty, security, and financial interests.

2. Defendants have failed to rebut multiple verified affidavits, and by operation
of tacit procuration, collateral estoppel, and res judicata, the claims set forth
therein are now admitted and established as conclusive fact.

3. Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 65(b)(1) mandates that a temporary restraining
order must be issued ex parte where:

e Specific facts in an affidavit or verified complaint clearly show that
immediate and irreparable injury will result before the adverse party
can be heard in opposition; and

e The movant has certified in writing why notice should not be required.

4. Defendants’ actions constitute clear violations of federal law, including but

not limited to:

e 42 U.S.C. §1983 - Civil Action for Deprivation of Rights Under Color of
Law

e 18 U.S.C. § 242 - Criminal Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law

e 18 U.S.C. § 241 - Conspiracy Against Rights

e 18 U.S.C. §1951 - Hobbs Act (Extortion and Coercion)

e 18 U.S.C. §1962 - RICO (Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt
Organizations Act)

5. Plaintiffs have demonstrated that no adequate remedy at law exists, as
monetary damages alone cannot compensate for ongoing threats, intimidation,
and state-sanctioned harassment.

ORDER

THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT:

1. Defendants, their agents, employees, and all persons acting in concert with

them are immediately and permanently enjoined and restrained from:
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a. Engaging in any further harassment, stalking, surveillance, or
intimidation of Plaintiffs.

b. Interfering with Plaintiffs’ right to travel, private property, or financial
security.

c. Attempting any further extortion, coercion, or financial demands under
color of law.

d. Retaliating against Plaintiffs in any form related to this case.
Defendants shall immediately return all unlawfully seized private trust
property (automobile/private transport) to Plaintiffs, without further delay
or financial obligation.

Any violation of this Order shall result in immediate legal and equitable
consequences, including but not limited to:

a. Personal liability for all individual actors involved.

b. Federal civil rights violations under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

c. Criminal prosecution under 18 U.S.C. §§ 241, 242, 1951, and 1962.

This Order shall take immediate effect upon filing and shall remain in

force until further order of this Court.

IT IS SO ORDERED.
DONE AND ORDERED in the Central District of California on March ___, 2025.

Hon. Wesley L Hsu
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