
September 22nd 2007

Clermont County Commissioners,
Robert Proud, Mary Walker, and Scott Crosswell
101 E Main
Batavia, OH

To all:

We would like to express our appreciation for the capable performance of one of  
your social workers, David Lytle, in a case of unfortunate ill-use of Clermont 
County’s Senior Services resources.  It is rather incredible to be witnessing a 
neighboring county’s Health Department employee making fraudulent claims in what 
he intended to be an anonymous file, obviously knowing that he would be diverting 
Clermont County’s resources for seniors from serving Clermont County’s needs in 
an attempt to harass one of Clermont County’s own citizens for that employee’s 
own gain and satisfaction.

We bought land out in Brown County and expected to build our mound system as 
we had seen successfully done in Clermont County recently for lots with heavily 
woodsy and typically seasonally wet clay-type soils, namely with chiselplowing 
omitted.  When we presented our plans to Brown County’s sanitarian in charge, 
Steve Dick, we were refused permission to omit the chisel plowing step and were 
told that such omission was ‘never’, ever allowed in Brown County.  

When we persisted and told them there was even a site in Clermont County where 
one half of a split-mound was chisel plowed and one side was not, that it was the 
chiselplowed side that failed within 1 year while the non-chiselplowed side was 
fine, it was cause for alarm in Brown County.  Steve Dick apparently called Robert 
Wildey of Clermont County’s sanitarian crew and accused him of hiding such a 
testing matter and pressed him for a letter stating that Clermont County had done 
no such experimental testing, which letter, Steve Dick used in defeating our 
request before the Brown County Board of Health last November.

Stunned, we immediately called Robert Wildey the next morning after the Board of 
Health meeting and challenged his memory of our telling him about our research 
among Clermont County’s septic system installers that had led to the David May 
system.  According to Robert Wildey, he had forgotten and had unwittingly 
assigned Ralph Benson to write the letter but I hadn’t yet told Ralph Benson at all 
and he didn’t know yet.  We immediately rectified that omission.

So we had this explanation to present to the Brown County Board of Health and we 
also learned from another source about other evidence that Steve Dick was not 
even being honest with the Brown County Board of Health about his administration 
of the ruling to refuse the omission of chiselplowing.  We promptly filed another 



FOIA with the Brown County Health Department to get the evidence on the Virgil 
David Rose III site in Brown County where Steve Dick had allowed chiselplowing to 
be omitted, establishing that Steve Dick was misleading the BC Board of Health.

Also in that same week -- just before Thanksgiving 2006 -- we managed to reach 
Professor James Converse at University of Wisconsin, inventor of Wisconsin mound 
systems and author of the governing installation rules.  After we described our site, 
with its heavily rooted soil, Professor Converse agreed that chiselplowing should 
not be done.  On his own, he contacted Ralph Benson about Clermont County’s 
growing success rate in omitting chiselplowing and discussed Steve Dick’s 
opposition.

Within a day or two of all this activity on our part, some one engaged in criminal 
damaging directed at our house in Brown County where the mound was to be built.  
We puzzled a lot over this for a long time and have assembled the clues that we 
found to genuinely exist and wrote an analysis of those clues which we formatted 
as a theater device which we titled “Columbo’s Notes”.  We do videography and 
mathematical services in our family’s various business projects, and as part of our 
professional experience we’ve found that a document so densely packed with 
deductive logic, would be most easily read and studied using a story-like format, 
with a familiar archetypical character-type and thus engage the full range of 
learning skills that people have at their disposal.

We are enclosing a copy of those “Columbo’s Notes” for your own review because 
the conclusion of the deductions is that Steve Dick is the prime suspect, with 
possibly one other member of the BC Health Department as an alternative in our 
opinion.  Many months -- of brainstorming time while working -- have been filled 
with this analytic effort and with the approach to getting proper recognition for 
our rights and safety in Brown County.  Unfortunately that prime suspect has now 
expanded his attacks into ill-use of Clermont County’s resources.

What follows is the account of that calculated misuse by Steve Dick of his 
neighboring county’s service resources for seniors.  

When David Lytle arrived at our door, he certainly was expecting to be handling a 
very different case than the one that he discovered.  He quickly recovered when 
he saw that we were not some mental derelict and that the ‘facts’ that he had 
been prepared with were not the truth.  As a result of what he found out, he 
advised us to consider Pro-Seniors legal services and then he proceeded on his 
own initiative to call Brown County Assistant Prosecutor Chris Erhardt, whose office 
staff had also been drawn into Steve Dick’s scheme, as you will see.  Dave Lytle 
reported that conversation back to us, saying that Chris Erhardt suggested that 
under the newest Ohio Department of Health rules he hoped we would be able to 
at least build our mound system as we have determined would be suitable.

We subsequently formally requested a copy of the ‘data’ that was gathered by 



someone named Ruth Owens of Clermont’s phone receptionists, which data had 
been then forwarded to David Lytle’s office for his work preparation and visitation 
time and skills.  According to Ruth Owens' data-sheet the information was from a 
“caller” who chose to be recorded as “anon” according to her paperwork.  
However in Ruth Owens' time and efforts spent acquiring the item this “caller” 
used as the basis of his claims, there is a fax cover sheet in which the responding 
secretary gives away the identity of the “caller” who spoke to Ruth Owens and on 
whose authority the documents were being released.  Namely Steve Dick is the one 
who spoke to Ruth Owens.

The “caller” chose the status of “concerned person” but as we present the list of 
his statements to Ruth Owens, and compare them to the facts -- which we can 
document fully -- it’s rather a stretch of credulity to accept any reality of the 
caller’s claim to legitimate use of Clermont County’s tax dollars.  We will quote you 
verbatim excerpts to demonstrate the “caller’s” clearly denigratory and deceitful 
claims and refute each one with verifiable facts.  His intended effect was to 
perpetrate fraud and to embarrass the target of his “concern” with strangers 
making unannounced appearances on her doorstep asking to be allowed entry and 
asking a lot of personal and insulting questions, knowing that such phony casework 
would waste Clermont County’s resources.  He didn’t care as long as he could 
harass his intended victim.

Ruth’s notes :  “Caller is very concerned regarding this person’s mental instability 
as perceived from the written in the attached documents.”

The facts:  The documents were simply the prosecutor’s copy of Columbo’s Notes 
and the caller is bluffing, counting on the length of the fax-document to deter 
work-time reading by any social worker assigned to the case.  Columbo’s Notes are 
totally deductive logic and as such would clearly verify that the writer was 
demonstrably logical.  No evidence of mental instability, and we are providing (non-
fax) quality copy for your own opinion of mental instability evidence claims.

Ruth’s notes :  “Caller states M.J. (who has never given her full name) has filed a 
complaint at Brown County Court--stating Brown County Health Department has 
attempted to cause her home, and inadvertantly her, harm.”

The facts:  First, who’s right is it to demand to know someone’s fullname as long as 
they have been given an adequate nickname, which initials are a common practice, 
including among several people I know in Clermont County.  Secondly, the 
complaint in fact said that the intended harm was not inadvertent, but instead was 
the motive, which the document specifically lists as part of the basis for the 
identification of a prime suspect which is precisely what any decent archetypical 
detective would search out and verify.  Motive is crucial in detective work.

Ruth’s notes :  “There is concern about her mentality”
The facts:  Interesting emphasis, considering that logic is seldom seen as being 



appropriate basis for “mentality” concerns.

Ruth’s notes :  “Her complaints have involved several Brown County Departments as 
that is where her mobile home is (in the process for the past 3 years being made 
livable.”

The facts:  First, our complaints have been carefully directed to precisely and only 
to those departments appropriate for such a case.  Namely to the Health 
Department, the Sheriff’s Department and to the Prosecutor’s Office, each 
selected because they have been directly impacted by such a case of criminal 
damaging with a prime suspect in the Health Department.  We also consulted with 
one of the Brown County Commissioners in the beginning to determine who exactly 
would handle such a case.  That individual has chosen to remain anonymous in the 
help that they did provide us.  Just as we would expect your own decisions to be 
your own handiwork.

Secondly, the reference to our doublewide as a “mobile home” being “made 
livable” is so intentionally denigratory.  Not to mention the slur about the time 
involved in our work.  We bought the land just 4 years ago, which land was heavily 
wooded and quite wet, much more so than could be used as a building site, which 
was reflected in the Auditor’s assessment of the value.  Over the next year, we 
studied the micro-environment including climate and soil and groundwater 
movement so as to make adjustments that reflected respect for the site’s own 
natural eco-logic.  We bought appropriate equipment, studied local electric  and 
water access requirements, constructed a series of drainage systems, installed all 
the infrastructure except the septic system, cleared the working site, built the 
foundation work, researched available doublewides.  All our own DIY work.  The 
house was purchased in September of the 2nd year, but was delayed by Katrina’s 
weather and other purchaser’s who were ahead of us or needed to be -- one an 
Iraq war veteran.  The house was not delivered until spring of the 3rd year -- 2006 -
- and it was brand new, certifiably livable by engineering stamps and HUD authority.  
The only incomplete system was the septic system which would have complicated 
installation even if the weather had been favorable which it was not as our data 
collected for eco-study and shown to the Brown County Health Department in our 
request for a Blackwater variance demonstrated.  Not to mention that we were 
doing this site infrastructure work and wind-water-soil studying while continuing to 
develop our own small business interests in videography, publishing and 
mathematical services.

Our home is designed for high-performance in the structural and insulation/thermal 
specifications that we selected as well as being highly affordable, and was installed 
with hurricane strength anchoring system hardware selected to accommodate our 
focus on wind architecture and climate, since our data showed that the last 10 
most extreme wind events were all within the last 10 years -- all of which hints at 
the climate changes in progress for whatever reason.  Our home is decidedly not 
mobile and extremely livable.  The caller was aware of these factors because they 



were detailed in our variance presentation which the caller was very much 
informed about.   

There is no excuse for the slurs used in the caller’s “concern”.

Ruth’s notes :  “Via reporter, it would not take much to bring this mobile home and 
site up to standard but this woman fights against every offer and recommendation.”

The facts:  “Up to standard”?  “Mobile home”?  Interesting, considering our 
structural and thermal standards considerably exceed the State of Ohio’s own 
standards.  As for the caller’s “offer” and “recommendation”, we would direct your  
attention to the caller’s insistence on ignoring the successes that Clermont County 
has had in doing un-chiselplowed mound systems -- which is the only remaining 
system needed for completion -- as well as the evidence that the opinion of the 
originator of the Wisconsin mound design contra-indicated the method demanded 
in the “caller’s” vaunted offers and recommendations.  Since the caller cannot -- 
especially by the time he made this call -- deny the evidence of  Professor 
Converse’s opinion, the caller can not logically or sensibly make insinuations about 
his recommendations being able to “bring this mobile home site up to standard”.  It 
is inconceivable that anyone who’s own “manual” for the county invariably defer’s 
to manufacturing and designing authorities -- whenever there is a distinguishing 
difference -- should choose to “fight” against the best recognized authority, yet 
the caller has persisted in his illusion that his demands are the standard for our 
county in contradiction to his own manual’s standard of practice.  We would 
question the caller’s own stability, at least as far as logic is concerned.

Ruth’s notes :  “She then makes statements that her property has been vandalized 
and has made vague statements that the Health District worker is responsible.”

The facts:  Interesting, how the caller does conceal his own identity behind the 
phrase “the Health District worker”.  Furthermore, we just love this idea that our 
statements were “vague”.  In our approaches to the Health Department 
Administrator, we were careful to say strictly what was knowable about our case 
and not engage in slander or libel, which caution the Brown County Prosecutor 
confirmed in his sending the caller to look for other lawyers to engage in the 
caller’s agenda, namely “caller’s” attempt to silence us with charges that we had 
engaged in slander and menacing.  How exactly one does report a problem with 
the performance of a worker in the Health Department to his superior without 
saying true things that criticize that worker is beyond logic -- again.  And, when we 
publicize his own methods of deceiving the Board of Health, using evidence 
gathered from witnesses and FOIAs, that is not vague enough, since his claims of 
“menacing” suggest that the evidence was too clear.

As for the statements about our property being vandalized, we would point out 
that the caller is purposely ignoring the difference between ‘vandalizing’ and 
‘criminal damaging’, which is the precise legal definition of what was done and it 



was the term we have consistently been bringing to the attention of the Sheriff 
and Prosecutor, who at this time are curiously silent.

This distinction is detailed in Columbo’s Notes and we would refer your attention 
to that document for the discussion.  “Vandalism” is decidedly inadequate and 
intentionally chosen to trivialize the event and to protect the caller from his own 
exposure as a prime suspect in a serious criminal act. 

Ruth’s notes :  “Caller is concerned for her well-being but also would like to find a 
way to help her resolve the issues at hand and her mental issues.”
 
The facts:  This pretense is so outrageously hilarious.  The caller’s concern, based 
on all the previously delineated facts in this exposition, is clearly not about 
anyone’s mental issues, resolution and well-being other than the caller’s.  
  
Ruth’s notes :  “This lady took the original police report and modified it -- then 
attempted to get someone to act on what she wrote.” 

The facts:  As I pointed out to the Sheriff’s detective and to the Brown County 
Prosecutor’s assistant, everyone has the right to insist on accuracy in the 
recording of their testimony in reporting a crime against their own property, which 
was not done by the deputy in this case, which I had confirmed before even 
bringing the issue to their attention.  Everyone of them was agreeable to this 
adjustment of the deputy’s file -- until it was in their hands and they saw the 
implication that a member of the “Environmental Crime Unit” of Brown County was 
legitimately a prime suspect in a serious criminal case.  Then suddenly the deputy’s 
original report which was a joke in its inaccuracies, was the “official” record.  This 
attitude and absurd choice directly implies that it is common practice in Brown 
County for the “official” record to be totally inaccurate to the point of 
misrepresenting serious criminal activity.  Something they are attempting to 
smother over at the moment.  Something that the caller was privy to with his 
insider connections.  

And we of course would expect -- anyone would rightfully expect -- the now-
accused-as-doctored report to be acted upon since it was the true version of what 
we had told the deputy.  That we had the publishing skills to scan the original 
“copy” into electronic form and make the appropriate changes to the absurd 
content seems to have totally astonished their unfortunately limited resources.  It 
would have been standard practice in electronic publishing to make adjustments to 
the identical format and return it to the source who supplied it, namely the 
Sheriff’s records clerk.  Had they not insisted that this be handled on paper-
hardcopy, we would have used PDF Acrobat and the changes could exist side-by-
side with the original but the physical limits of paper make such a process not 
possible within the 2 dimensional allowable space on a paper layout while still being 
legible and usable.   Apparently they are regrettably not up-to current practice in 
the business world, nor compared to the State of Ohio’s governmental modes of 



operations, with which we have some familiarity.  We do not adopt technology that 
is not a substantive improvement.  And citizens of Ohio have the right to expect 
their own testimony be accurately recorded in the “official” record.

Should you wish to see the original “official” version, we have supplied it along with 
the true testimonial record in Columbo’s Notes.

Conclusion
Which then brings us back to the evidence that you can see in your own official 
records of this case -- foisted on top of the Clermont Senior Service’s workload by 
the caller -- that the caller was Steve Dick.  Specifically the coversheet of the fax 
of Columbo’s Notes and the deputy’s records -- including the ‘Investigators Notes’ 
which by the way we were told were not to be allowed to be distributed to media 
or the public nor even the victim whose case it was --  which Notes and records 
Ruth Owens was directed to get from the Brown County Prosecutor’s secretary.  
The fax transmittal sheet has the handwritten remarks of the secretary -- initials dg 
-- who stated specifically that the fax was “for Steve Dick” and that Ruth had 
spoken to “Steve Dick of the Brown County Health Department about” these 
documents.  We would point out that these documents were considered 
confidential by both the Sheriff’s office and the Prosecutor’s office and would not 
have been known by anyone but insiders, specifically the corrected report was not 
public records but was the crime victim’s own testimony to her elected law-and-
order services providers and her rightful protectors as a citizen of Brown County.  
No one else would even have known they existed.

So in conclusion, we would hope to have indicated the full extent of the service 
provided by David Lytle and to open up a pathway to discussion of this problem 
which has now been thrust into Clermont County’s territory by a rogue official in 
our neighboring county.  Hopefully, this exposition will be clear enough, but if not, 
we are available most days at our business site with phone number 513 947-0407.  
Please do not send us faxes, those ancient but venerable machines do not serve 
well enough in current electronic and video businesses, nor architecture, nor 
other design functions and have been replaced by email/PDF/graphics and similar 
technology in many of our contemporaries’ operations in the design business.  We 
are currently testing telephone-computer technology that is not suitable for faxing 
but if there are still a lot of rural businesses that yet rely of fax and have no email 
options then we may go back to a landline when we move to Brown County.  Ain’t 
technology wonderful.  

Sincerely,

M.J. Raichyk, PhD
Mathematical Decision Analyst
www.Bergerac.tv


