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STATE OF MICHIGAN CASENO.
5S1st  JUDICIALDISTRICT COMPLAINT
6th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT FELONY DISTRICT
CIRCUIT
District Court ORI: MI- Circuit Court ORI: MI-
Defendant's name and address Vi%igﬁrox:r%nﬁrljrlaineg]tk A glag24sem”
THE PEOPLE OF THE . Mark WellingtonJohnston y us,a.xk.a.'g S
il C laini it
STATE OF MICHIGAN 6837Williams Lake Road,WaterfordM| 48327 %ﬂé’r‘;‘,‘%‘gb"ghf‘sfgs_k. a"gla924sem"
Co-defendant(s) Date: On or about
WesleyStansburyHausbraueMotoren,HBM, etal. 11 Aug 2006
City/Twp./Village . County in Michigan Defendant TCN Defendant CTN Defendant SID Defendant DOB
WatefordTownship Oakland 01/20/1972
Poli rt no. Charge Maxi It
olice agency report no FeFonyFraud aximum penalty
Witnesses D Oper./Chauf. Vehicle Type | Defendant DLN
GaryAmbrus,a.k.a."gla924sem" [ JcoL
Taylor Ml
gla924sem@juno.com
Oakland

STATE OF MICHIGAN, COUNTY OF

The complaining witness says that on the date and at the location described, the defendant, contrary to law,

Amountof loss:$[unspecified]

ReferenceThe complainantontactedMr. Beckettvia email

Summary:

In early2006,the defendantontactedVir. Ambrusvia emailand"private messagethroughtheinternet-basediscussiorforum
924board.orgThe defendanapproachedr. Ambruswith a"barter"offer valuedat $[unspecifiecamount]to performwork onthe
complainant'$orsche24racecarin exchangdor theaccesso aroll cagein thecomplainant'vehicle.Thedefendantlaimedhewas
goingto reproduceheroll cageandsellit throughhis online storefronthostedthrougheBayundertheaccountname'hausbrauen”.

Thedefendantemovedheroll cagefrom thecomplainant'sehicle,andrefusedto executehework. Thedefendantlsorefusedo
returnthe vehicleandtheroll cagehe hadremovedrom the complainant'sehicle,andfailed to respondo repeatedequesvia e-mail,
telephoneandso-called'private messagestia theinternet-basediscussiorforum 924board.org.

While thecomplainantvassuccessfuin independentlyecoveringhis property the defendantiefraudedMr. Ambrusfor thebarter
work hehadpromisedo perform.

The complaining witness asks that defendant be apprehended and dealt with according to law.

Warrant authorized on by:
Date Complaining witness signature
Prosecuting official Subscribed and sworn to before me on
Date
[] Security for costs posted
Judge/Magistrate/Clerk Bar no.

MCL 764.1 et seq., MCL 766.1 et seq., MCL 767.1 et seq., MCR 6.110
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	disno: 51st
	cirno: 6th
	county: 
	dcaseno: 
	ccaseno: 
	dori: 
	cori: 
	dname: Mark Wellington Johnston
	daddress: 6837 Williams Lake Road, Waterford MI 48327
	victim: Gary Ambrus, a.k.a. "gla924sem"
	witness: Gary Ambrus, a.k.a. "gla924sem"
	codefendant: Wesley Stansbury, Hausbrauen Motoren, HBM, et al.
	cdate: 11 Aug 2006
	location: Wateford Township
	ccounty: Oakland
	tcn: 
	ctn: 
	sid: 
	dob: 01/20/1972
	prptno: 
	charge: Felony Fraud
	maxpenalty: 
	dln: 
	witness2: Taylor MI
gla924sem@juno.com
	county2: Oakland
	complaint: Amount of loss: $[unspecified]
Reference: The complainant contacted Mr. Beckett via email
Summary:
In early 2006, the defendant contacted Mr. Ambrus via email and "private message" through the internet-based discussion forum 924board.org. The defendant approached Mr. Ambrus with a "barter" offer valued at $[unspecified amount] to perform work on the complainant's Porsche 924 race car in exchange for the access to a roll cage in the complainant's vehicle. The defendant claimed he was going to reproduce the roll cage and sell it through his online storefront, hosted through eBay under the account name "hausbrauen".

The defendant removed the roll cage from the complainant's vehicle, and refused to execute the work. The defendant also refused to return the vehicle and the roll cage he had removed from the complainant's vehicle, and failed to respond to repeated request via e-mail, telephone, and so-called "private messages" via the internet-based discussion forum 924board.org.

While the complainant was successful in independently recovering his property, the defendant defrauded Mr. Ambrus for the barter work he had promised to perform.
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