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PLAIN'TIFF MATTHEW OLIVER REARDON, HEREAFTER SHALL BE 

REFERENCED TO AS “PLAINTIFF” BRINGS THIS ACTION ALLEGING: 

INTRODUCTION 

The basis of this liwsuit is founded in principle and alaeady seeiled case law surmounding 

deprivation of Ebery and the consitutionality of comtraversial stite mental health baws. 

“This complaint alleges pumesous constiutional oghts violations under the 17 amendment, 

the 4" amendment, the 5™ amendment, and the 14% amendment’s substantive dght o 

liberry other than by Due Process of Law. Plaintfl suffeed wreparalale anjugy from two 

sepaeati: incidents in which the State of Mississippi's Mental Health Laws were exploited 

by state actors in order to deprive the plaintiff of his st amendment right to peton the 

povernment for redress of grievances among other rights meludmg buis substantive bight m 

be: free from continued confinement as well as his dght ro liberty. This complimt derails 

out numerows ecnstittional rghls vinkioons as wellas ncorportes well settded case law 

on this similar set of events, As such it requires a trial to be fciliated and for the tricr of 

fact, the jury, w hear the case. Althwagh oot currently raised, in anticipation of any meton 

for disrissal which may be rised by any Defendant and presented to this honomble court, 

Plaintf ises the Eollowing ser of faos. The Ninth Circuit has ruled, that when TEVIEWEE 

a lule 12{by(6) motion, 1 fedesal court must “rake as troe all allegations of marerial fict 

tated in the complaint and consteue them in the light most Bavorrable to the nonmoving 

party,” Witrshaw v, Ko Corp., T4 F 30955, 957 (0ih Cie 1996), As the Supreme Court 

has stated, "[rjhe ssue is not whether a plinaff will ultimately prevail but whether the 

claimant is entitled to offer evidence in suppoet of the chaime. Indeed, it may appear on the 

face of the pleadigs that a reovery is very remore and unlikely but that is not the test”
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Schewer v, Rhodes, 416 U5 232, 236 (1974). Rather, s complamt should sot be dismissed 

for Failure to stare a chiim unless it appeass beyond doubt that the phintfT can prove no 

set of fets in support of his chim which would entitk i 1o relich” Comley v, Gilvsn, 

355 LS, 41, 45-46 (1957). The wial couct must view the evidenes and all inferences deawn 

in the light most Evorable o the phintiff, Any Reasooable doubt s o wherher the plannft 

precueed sufficient evidence of the wrong(s) alleged must b resobved in the plantffs 

favor and the motion to dismiss denied. As this honorble court is aware, Review of a 

dismissal in the onser is a de novo review, In this ease the court accepts all allegations of 

the complaint as tree and constroes the facts in the light most favoaable o the 

plaintiff. Harey v. Marchant, 237 1.3 1315, 1317 (T1eh Cin, 20013, Plainaff cxprosses his 

full intent to appeal any such dismissal of his complaint m the 1ifih Circuir Court of 

Appeils. 

REFERENCED CASE LAW ESTABLISHING BASIS OF LAWSUIT 

Many facts alloped coincide and align with the facts alleed in @ Conner v Donaldson, In i, 

Kenneth Donaldson, was civilly committed 0 confmerent is a mental patent in the Flonda 

State Hospital ar Chathoochee n januey 1957, He was kipt in custody theee aganst his will 

for nearly 15 yeass. Donakdson's commitment wis initiated by hig Futher, who thought that his 

som was suffening from "delusions.” After hearings before o county judge of Pnclls County, 

Fki, Donaldson was Found o be suffering from "paranosd schizophrenia™ and was eommatted 

for "eare, maintenance, and toatment” (422 LS, 563, 566] purssant © Florda stamiory 

provasions that have sinee been repealed, The siee e was s than clear in specifying grownsds 

necessary for commitment [422 LS, 563, 567). This remains to be the sume case far the State
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of Mississippi, combined with acts of malice, neglhgnes, and blatant disregacd for the nghts of 

another by the Defendants lisied in this complaint. 

In June 1975 the Supreme Court issued final ruling finding the following: 

L The Fact that state law mway have suthorieed confinement of the armless menally ill dowes 

pat itself estabish 2 eonstitutionally adequate pupose for confinement. See Jackion 

T, sgpres, aat 7200723 MclNeil v, Dirvetor, Patiesent Iusiilsiins, +07 LS. 245, 248 2500, 

2. A finding of "menil illness” alone cannot justify 2 Srte's locling a person up agaimst s 

will and heeping him indefimitely in simphe costodial confinerment. Assuming that that term 

can be given a reasomably preciss content and that the “mentally ill* can be identified wirh 

reasonable acouracy, there i stll no constitutional basis for confining such pessons 

involuntarily if they are dangemus to oo onc and can live safely in freedim. 

3. May the State eonfine the menrally ill mercly 10 ensure them a living srandar supesoe m 

that they enjoy in the private eommuming? That the S has a peoper interest in providing 

care and assiatance to the unforiunate goes witheul saying, Bt the mere presence o s mental 

Uiness does not disqualify a person from preferring his home to the comifets of an 

institution, Miteover, while the State may arguably confine a person o save him from 

Traem, incacceration is sarely if ever a necessary condition for raising the living standards of 

those capable of survving safely m frecdom, on their own or with the help of fauly or 

Friencls. See Shofton v, Thwker, 304 U5 A7, 88 400 

4. May the Saw fence in the mestally il solely w save its citizens from exposure 1o those 

whose ways are differeni? One might as wiell ask if the Stare, to avoid pulbihc unease, could
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5. 

ineaeeeat all who ave physically unattractive or socilly ceeentae. Mere public minleance 

ar animasity cannot constitutionally ustify the deprivation of a person's physical Tberty. 

vty s G . Canifornin, 413 UL 15, 24 -26; Coates v, Cly of (222115, 36, 576] Cinsininats, 

3T 6L, 615 Sowet £, ™New York, 394 U5, 576, #92:60 ULS. D, nf Agricultire o, Merews, 

PN R AR T 

In short, a State cannot eonstitutionally confine without mose a non-dangenous indivadual 

whi s capable of surviving safely in freedom by himself or with the help of willing and 

responsible family members or Foends, 

The jury found, upon ample evidence, thitt O'Conne, as an dgent of the State, knowingly 

didd so confine Donaldson, it propedy eoncluded vt O'Connor viokied Dopalkdson's 

congtinational right 1 frecdom and awarded compensatory and punitive damages to 

Danaldson. 

PRELIMINARY STATEMENTS 

Phiitstiff brings this action to vindicate his [irst, owsh, and Fifth Amnendment ryrhis made 

applicalile 11 the States through the equal prvtections of the lw guarnteed ander the 

Jewtcenth Amendment and further protected under 42 LLSC § 1983, 42 LS § 1085, 

42 118.0, § 1986, and 42 LLS.C. § 1988, which all wgether establish this court as having the 

promary jurisdicrion. 

Infarmation and Eyidence demonstrmtes thar the conduct by the mamed Defendants Far 

exceeds nogligence, and in fact shows nrent through a deliberate mdifference m PlainifPs 

constitutional rights, in particular as an independent journalist and reporter.
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9. Theinjusies peimanly sustained by Plhindff produge various causes of acion, both cval and 

crimninal, which include bur not Bmited to: 42 USC 19983 Denial of Rights Under Color of 

Faw, 18 USE 242, denial of due process of law umder the Sth d 1dth Amendments, 42 LS 

1985 Conspieacy to remove cvil nighs, conspiracy/collusion, Frud/mascepresentation, 

batruction of justice, intentional infiction of emotonal distress (tort of outrage), noglyient 

nfliction of emitional disteess (et of vutige), ortious nterference e business, familial 

inrerfercnce, and ks of consortivm, 

10, While this complaint primarly addresses events that taok place in December of 2021 

threough March of 2021, it w the continmed immoral, unlawfuol, and uneonstitutional aces 

committed and repeated by Lafayetie County (il dating back m May of 2017 which 

0 unehecked wid unpunished that are atteibutable o the massive Civil Rights Viokauons 

and consequently the irrepacable injury thar the Plaingft has meurred and suffered as a 

resuln 

11, The nanwed Defendants through ways of collusion and explotiation have sought o cover 

up serinus diserepancies and shocking criminal acts committed by way of inentionally 

suppressing Plaintiff and anlizing methods equating o Human ‘Trafficking 1o enmplercly 

depeive the Plaintif of his substantive duc process tight liberty aither than by due process 

of low giaranteed through the Founeenth Amendment. 

12. Defendants willfully and maliciously eonspired, planned, and agreed 0 seck judical 

commitment theouph full exploition of the Statc of Mississipp's ourdated mental health 

laws for am extenced period of tme while no act o pluntff was ever considered crminal.
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13, Defendants sought complete suppeession of the matens theough free, mtsdanon, and 

dilution of Plain s discovery theough applying unfair and unfitting allogations of mental 

illness on Plunnff. 

14, The listed Defendants have pusposely, foreetully, and maliciously violated plhintfPs ght 

tor freedom of speech, his vight to peaceful assembly; his vight o petition the govemment 

fisr redvess of his prievances, his sdght to be seeure inchis person and his homes and his rght 

nor to b enslaved nor deprived of lfe and liberty ather than by due process of law, and 

his righe 10 receive equal protections theough the laws of the United Sares of Americs and 

the State af Massssppi 

15. T oy 5o Defendants have knowingly and willfully hindered the due couese of ustice by 

acts of conspiracy in a msh amempt o cover up the serious discrepancies Plamtiff 

discovered stemming from the Circuit Cowrt Clerk's office involving records being 

“mysterously” changed on two eyrrently filed and open civil matters of the plamiiff. 

16, Plaintiff states that the rapnituce of the attacks by Defendants, allwed o go unchecked 

and unseathed, now chills the constinutional rights of all citeens, i particulas members of 

the press such as pouenalises and meporters, 

17, Uhat the multiple named Defendants, through both negligence and intennnal violations 

of muliple aghts retined and stated by the Phinoff, have demonstraied 4 deliberae 

mdifference to plintff's dghts in an aet o publicly deceive. 

18. Tnn s doing the Defendints have viokited ot geate and fecderal Baw while acting uoder 

eolor of kaw through neglecting o uphabd the duties of theie espective offices and their
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maths they swore o uphaold 

19, Thisugh the wanton acts detailed out in this complaint, ech defendant shall be considercd 

to have waived away any and all qualified or special immunity which they may have been 

catitled. 

20, All citizens are guaranteed the inherent right undee the First Amendment o the United 

States Constitution 1© peacefully assemble and w pedtion the Government fior a Redress 

of Grievances. 

21 Mot only are these Fedeeally Provected rights guaranteed o all eitizens but Tinhaneed special 

prosections under the First Amendment are addizomally put m place guamnteeing frecdom 

of the press, to help ensuse that identifying members (ie., jounalists and reportces) are mol 

hindered, wegered, or retliaed upon simply for perfoomang the Lasic Functions and dutics 

ol their jobs. 

22, e named Defendants have grotesquely viokied the Fiest Amendment 1o the U5 

Congtitution throvgh hinderng and obstroctng the Plamtffs Guasanteed Right 1o 

assemble pesce fully and o Petrion the Goyernment for o redress of gricvances both as a 

concemed private citien and an identified member of the press @i an independent 

journalistfmvestgative reporter. 

23, Broth this Complaint and the actions of the defendanty in this comphint will demonstrate 

that the Stae of Mississippi's Mental Health Laws arc essly explomable and 

unennstitutional an their present fice due o being in direcr viokition of the Substintive 

Due Process Rights of a citizen, Thus, the eurrent legislaton should be stuck down as
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Unconstinational and overhanled m meer the standands of Federal Law thatwas decaded in 

OConnor v. Donaldsim 422 115, 563 (1975)' 

24, In the interest of safery due to a continuaton of injury sustaned, phintfl prgs tar thas 

couet enin the Deferdaats mio 4 stipulited protection. order regarding all matters 

invilving the Plaintiff, fuether prohibiting any employec o authorized agent of the 

Lafayerte County Sherifs Department from intrucding upon any property of the plamtifl 

or his family, 

25, This complant alleges multiple Stare Clams which comede with the Federal vinlations 

detailed herein; sech ckisms are listed oot and stared in this comphunt 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

26, ‘T'his action i browght under 42 U S.0. § 1983, 42 ULAC, § 1985, 42 LLS.C, § 1986, 42 usc 

§ 1988 and stare law to redress the deprivation under color of lw of Matthew Reandon’s 

vights s secured by the United States Constitution, 

7. This Court has jurisdiction of this acton under 28 ULS.CC 8§ 1331 and 1367, 

28, Venue & proper under 28 ULS.CL§ 1391() and (¢). On information and belief, all parties 

resitde i the Disinct of Missisippi, and the ovents giving dse o the claims asserted heran 

all necuered within this disteict. 

1 Connor v. Donaldson was a Landmark Case on Mental Health Luvws decided by the US Supreme 

Court in 1975, Tn it The United States Supreme Court voled that a state cannot constitutionally 

confine o non-dangerous individual who is capable of surviving safely in freedom by themselves or 

with the help of willing and responsible family members or friends
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PARTIES 

20, Plaintiff MATTHEW REARDON i an individual over the age of eyghieen (18) years 

and a resident of the United States cumently residing in Misgissippi. 

30, Defendant STATE OF MISSISSIFPL is o “public entity” within the meaning of the 

ADA, 42 USC. § 12031 (1), and & therefore subject o Title 11 of the ADA, 42 USC.§ 

12131 gt sy, and its implementing regelasions, 28 CFR. pe 35, The St of Missizsipps 

shall be served with proeess through its Office of The Atomey General at 550 High Street, 

Jackson M§ 39201, 

31, Defendant LAEAYETTE COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI i 2 county in Movth Mississippi 

and the residing county for Ole Miss, Lafayetre County i held jemitly responsibile for 

damapes oecureed and mmed in this bawsuit Lafayette County shall be eyl wirth pancess 

throwgh its Boand Seerctary Sherey Wall whom may be found ax 300 North Lamar Blvd, 

(refond M 38635 

32. Defendant LAFAYETTE COUNTY CHANCERY COURT is a court of eyuity i 

Lafayette County, Missisippi. Lafayene County shall be served with process ar 300 Motk 

Lamear Blvd, Orxefrard M5 38655 

33. Defendant COMMUNICARE w u quasi-govermmen! corporation certificd theough the 

Migsissippi Depariment of Mental Health © alffer mentl health services w citizens of 

Lafayerte County, Mississippl. Tts Tiseoutive Direetor is Doctor Sandy Rogers. 1t is lncated 

and may be served with process at 152 Highway 7 South; Orsfond, M3 380655,
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34, Defendant M5 DEPARTMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH is the ageney/divsion 

respongible for providing mental health services o the public, with that comes the 

responsibility of minganng liability theough providing proper education sand teining 

surrounding the Mental Health Laws in cffect which are contained in WS Cade § 41-21-61 

theongh § 41-20-107. T0is Jocated at 239 N Lamar St Jackson M5 39201 and may be served 

with process at that wddeess, 

35, Defendant LAFAYETTE COUNTY SHERIFFS DEPARTMENT is located at 711 

West Jackson Avenue, Oxford MS 38655 and houses. the Lafayetic County Detention 

et 

36, Defendant JOSEPH B EAST ix an individual over the age of cighteen (18} years and @ 

sesident of the United States. Atall times relevant to this Complaint, Defendant Fast held 

the position of Lafayette County Shenff, an clected official of Lafyeie County ard the 

State of Mississippi. M all finies relevant o this Compluing, Defendant Base was aCting 

ender color of state law and in the eourse and scope of his employment as Lafayette County 

ShenifT, Defendant Fast is sued in both his official and imdividual eapacity. Diefendant Fast 

iy be served process at TLL West Jackson Avenue, O frwd WIS 38655 

37, Defendant SHERRY WALL is an individual over the age of eghteen (18) years and 3 

sesiclent of the United States. At all times selevant (o this Comphainr, Defendant Wall held 

the pusition of Lafayerie County Chancery Clerk, an eleeted official of Lafyette County 

and the State of bMississippi. At all times eelevant o thas Complaiat, Dicfendant Wall was 

acting under color of st lw and i the course and scope of her employoent as Lafayetic 

County Chaneery {lerk. Defendant Wall is sued in both her officil and ndividual capacity.
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Defendant Wall ghall be served with process a 300 N. Lamar Blvd O ford, M5 38655 

38, Defendant JEFF BUSBY i an mdividual over the age of eighteen (1} years and resident 

of the United States. At all times relevant w chis Complamt, Defendant Busby held the 

position of Lafayerte County Ciecutt Clerk, an clected ofticial of Lafayette County and the 

State of Mississippi, At all imes relevant o this Complaing, Deferdant Tiusby weas acting 

wrler colar of siate faw and in the course and scope of his cmployment as Lafay i County 

Girewit Cleek, Defiendant Bushy is sued in both his official and ndvidual capacity. 

Drefendant Bushy may be seoved with process at | Courthowse Square, Suite 1, Oxford 

WS 38665 

30, Defendant DR SANDY ROGERS is an individual over the age of eightcen (15) years anel 

4 resiclnt of the United States curten ty residing in Mississippi. Ty Rogees i the Exeoutive 

Director of Communicare, 8 Cuasi-CGovernmental Corportion o [fering mental health care 

Communicie is certified by the M8 Department of Mental 1ealth, and the primary e 

addvess for Communicare i 152 Tighway 7 South; Osfond, M3 38655, 

40, Defendant RACHEL ALCORN is an individual over the age of eathieen (18) years and 

a resident of the Unied States currently residing in Mississippi, Upon informmtion and 

belief, Defendant Aleoen 1 the supervisor over LOJF a Commumeice, 1 Quasi- 

Governmental Cororation offering mental healih care, Commanicars i certified by the 

WS Deprarmient of Mental Health, and the primary listed address for Comaunicare is 152 

Higghway 7 Soutly Osford, MS 368653, 

41, Defendant SUSAN BEARD is an mdividual over the age of cighteen (1) years anl a
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cesident of the United States cummently residiag in Mississippi. Upon mfosmation and belict, 

Defendant Beard is @ counselor at Communiears, & Quasi-Covernmental Corporation 

offering mental health care. Comemunicare is centified by the MS Department of Mlenial 

Tealth, and the primary hsted address for Commumican: is 152 Mighway 7 South; Oxford, 

M35 38055 

STATUTORY BACKGROUND 

42, The 4ih Amendment ineorporated w apply to the Saies through the 1hh Amendment 

protects individuals from uneeasonable seures. Beeawse they mvalve unregsonable 

sereures, condtitutional clims for false arest against siate and pubbe oifeals arise under 

the 4th amendment. Caer v B Cowmiy, 820 F 50 (318 

43, Any officer or official assering entitlement to qualified imnaunity "rruzt Firet prove that he 

was acung  within the seope of his dserenonary authaoring.™ Lee, 284 P 3 

1194 (quoting Conrson v. MeMillian, 939 17 1470, 1487 {t [t G 1991)) 

44, 1 the officer establishes that his actons were within the scope af his discretionary swithority, 

{hen the burden shifts o the plaint T 10 establish that the officer vielated a constinatonal 

vigght wnd that the right was clearly established at the time of the alleged vinlation. Ser Carier 

v Bartts, 820 F 3t {3109 Lo rs Fersra, 204 [ 30y 1 LA 

45, T state a claim under secoon 1983, a plamnfl st allege ficts tending o show (1) that he 

has been “deprived of a rght ‘seoured by the Constinuion and the Tows' of the United 

States” and (2) that the deprivation was caused by 2 person or persons acting “under color 

o state i, See Fligg Bros r, Brooks, 436 LLS 149, 98 5.0 1729, 1733, 56 Lbsd2d 185
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{ro78). 

46, Because the Fourteenth Amendment proteens Tiberty and property interests only againse 

invasion by che siate, 1 section 1283 phiniiffalleging the deprivation of Due Process undur 

thve lourteenth Ameodment must akso show that state action caused his injury,  See Landiy 

1 A=l Bowrlisge, T, 73 130 2060, 203 Sk i | J96), 

&7, Private action may be deemed state action, for purposes of section 1983, only where the 

challenged conduce may be “Fuirly attributable w the Stace” Lagar, 102 8,08 ar 2753, 

48, T'he fair attribution test as tao parts: 

) The deprivation must be caused by exceeise of some nght or privilege created by 

the State or by aule of condurt imposed by the stare or by peson for whom the 

Srate 1 responzible. 

) The party charged with the deprivaton must be a person who may Fairly be said 10 

be s state actor.  This may be because he i a state offical, because be has acted 

tspether with or has obtained significant aid from stat: afficials, or leciuse his 

conduet i otherwise chargeable m the state™  Lagar, 102 5.C5 w 275354 

49, The state compulsion (or coercion) test hulds that a State pormally can be held responsibie 

for a private decision only when it has exercised coercive power or has provaded such 

significant cncourgement, eithee overt or covert, that the cheoice mase in law ke deemed 

tor be that of he Stie” B r, Yareicky, 4357 U5, 991, 002 5.0 2777, 2780, 73 L Ed2d 

334 (1942
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80, In (FConnar vs Donaldson, a landmack Supreme Cowrt Ruling on mental health law, 

Demsaldson'’s commitment was initinted by bis father, who thought that his son was 

suffering from "delusions" After hearings bfore a county juddge of Pincllis County, Fla, 

Danaldson was found w be suffering from “paeanoid schizophrenia® and way commiteed 

for "care, maintenance, [422 U.S. 563, 566] and treatment™ pursuant to Floridh statutoey 

provisions that have since been repealed. 

51, In it the Supreme Court decided that A Seace cannot consntutionally eonfine, without more, 

a pon-dangerous individual who i@ capable of surviving safely in freccom by himself oc with 

the help of willing and responsilile funily members o fricnds, and sinee the juey found, 

wpon ample evidence, that petitioner did fo confine resp melent, it propurly concluded thar 

petitioner had violated respondent's right to liberty, O°Connor v Donaldson 422 us573- 

576, 

52, ‘T'o mitiate civil comnutment proceedings, any “interested person’ may file an affidavie with 

the clerk of the state chancery eoure. 'his affidavie must contain specific factual descriptions 

ofthe behavior of the proposed patient (or propesed respondent), and MUST be supported 

by ohegreations of named wimesses. “Alfidavits shall be stated in behaviomal woms and 

shall not contain judgmental orennchusoey statements,” M Code Scetion 41-21-65. 

53, *“To deprve any citizens of his or her liberty upen the altruistic theosy that the confinement 

i for humane thespeutic reasons and then Gl o provide sdequace treatment violaes the 

very fundamentals of due process.” Wyalt v, Sockney, 325 1. Supp. TH5 

54, M3 § 41-21-67 (1) stares “The order may provide when: the person shall be held before
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beeing taken for pre-evahuation serening and teatment, However, when the affidavir fails 

tor st fieth Factunl allegations and witnesses sufticient to support the need for treavment, 

thve chanceller dhall refuse e dircer ssuance of the writ. Reapplication may be vk to the 

chancellor.” 

55, MS § 412171 states “Lf the chancelloe or chancery cledk finds, based upon the appomed 

exaniners’ centificates and any other elevant evidenee, that the respondent i in need of 

treatment and the cerrificites ace [led with the chancery clesk within forty-cight (48] hours 

after the srder For examination, or extension of that fme as prov ided an Section 41-21-6%, 

the clerk shall immediately ser the matiee fara hearing, The hearing shall be st within seven 

(T) days of the fling of the certificaies unless an extension 15 reguested by the respandent's 

sutieney. Tn no event shall hearing be more than ten days after the filing of cernficates,” 

56, MS § 41-21-73 (2) states “The vespondent must b present at the hearing unless the 

chancellor determines that the respondent 45 unable to atend and makes that determination 

and the reasons thercfor part of the record. At the ime of the baring, the respondent 

shall oot be so under the influcpee or suffenng from the cifects of drogs, medication or 

other treatment o as to be hampered in participating in the proceedings. The court, at the 

time of the hearing, shall be presented 2 record of all drags, medication or other treatment 

that the respondent has reecived pending the hearing, unlss the court letermines that such 

a record would be impractical and documents the reapons for that derermination” 

57, MS § 41-21.73 () states “The respondent shall have the rght w offer evidenes, w be 

comfronted with the witnesses agaist him and o cross-examine them and shall have the 

privilege agamst self-inerimination.  The rules of evidence applicable i other judical



Case: 3:22-cv-00050-SA-JMV Doc #: 16-1 Filed: 06/13/22 17 of 74 PagelD #: 162 

58. 

5% 

ok 

proceedings in this stte shall be follnwed. & representative from a treataent Facility shall 

bee prisent aq the hearing o explain possible treatment opnons w0 the mspondent.” 

M$ § 41-21-T3 () seaves “TF the court finds by clear anel convineing evidence that the 

proposed patient i a person with mental illeess or a person with an intellecrul disabilicy 

and, if afier careful consideration of reasomable alternative dispositions, including, but not 

Jimited to, dismissal of the proceedings, the couet finds that there is po suitable alternatsve 

1o judicial commitment, the court shall commit the patient for freatment m the least 

sestrictive iweatment Fcility that can meet the patient's treatment veeds. Treatment bifore 

admission o 4 state-pperased fcility shall be located as closcly as postible 0 the patent's 

county of residence and the county of residence shall be responsible for that cost 

Adimissions to state-opemted Gclities shall be in compliance with the gachment arcs 

establighed by the State Department of Mental Health” 

M § 41-21-T4 (3) stares ““The respondent may be renurned o the treatmment facility as soen 

thereafter as facilities are avaitible. The respondent may request a hearing within o (10) 

days of his rewum o the treament feility.” 

S § 41-21-74 [4) states “The chancery court of the comnty where the puble fcility is 

Jocated, or the committing court shall havis ursdictrn vyee matters coneerng antparicne 

commitments when such an prder is sought subseguent m an inpatient course of Trement 

pursing @ Sections 41-21-61 though 41-21-107, 43-21-611, 99-13-7 and 99-13-9. An 

putpatient ghall not lave or be charged for recomamitment process within a perind of 

twebve (12) months of the nitial outpatient order”
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61 M5 § 41-21-1M states “The coert shall have continuing jurssdictson over 2. peeson 

commitied o an npELEnT oF DUEEARET EAtmeEnt progrm under this chaprer for one (1) 

year after completion of the treatment progrum, Dhuring that tirme, the court, upen affidevic 

in the same cause of action, may conduct a hearing conastent with this chipter or Tith: 41, 

Chapter 31, Mississippi Code of 1972, t determine wrhether the person needs o be 

cocominitted for Rarther mental health treamment or o determine whether the person is 

need of aleahol and drag treatment. Upnn a finding by the court that the peeson is in need 

of further weatment, the couet may commt the person o an appropriate treamment facility. 

The person subject 0o commatment must be afforded the due provess i which he or she 

is entitled under Chapters 21 and 31 of Tide 41, Mississipp Caode of 1972, This scecoon 

may nat be comstrued 5o as o conflict with the provisions of Seetion 41 -2 

62, Pugsmant o Mississippi Sate Law, any peson who congpires unkwfully o cause, or 

unlawiully causes, any pegson to be adjudicated in need of treatmient or ag incomgietent o 

tox T detained i, oo admitted o, or hospitalized in 2 treatment facility, or iy pesson who 

receives or detaing any person noed of weatment, contrey o secnone 4121 

61 through 41212107 , or any person who maltreats any person in need of reatment, or 

any person who knowingly aids, abets or assist and encouriges any peeson in need of 

treatment, to be absent without permission from any treatment facility o custodan n 

which or by whom such person i lawfully deamned, or any person who violites any 

provision contained in Scenons §1-21.00 theough 41212107 shall by puily of a 

misdemeancs and upan conviction be fined not less than Five 1 Turidred Diallars (SS06L0N) 

o more than One Thousand Dolkics ($1,000.00), or imprisoned in the county gl neot 

exceeding onc {13 year, or both,



Case: 3:22-cv-00050-SA-JMV Doc #: 16-1 Filed: 06/13/22 19 of 74 PagelD #: 164 

FACTS 

63. In July 2021 plaintiff had obained poss credentials, further providing official notice that 

he was a credentigled Reportee/ Photographer/Joomalist as 2 member in good stnding 

with the Constimtion Virst Amendment Press Association for independent work i 

journalism and reporning. 

64, On Movember 4%, 2021 Plaintff went o trial i Lafayere County Justice Coun for 9 

sepaeate charpes placed against him by Lafapene County ShenfPs Department and his ex, 

Phyllis “Lig” Crowder on 3 sepirate events, 2 of the 9 chages came from a siaton 

resultng in an alleged Disorderly Conduct and Resisting Arrest. Decemlser 27, 2020 an 

crrail was sent o Sherl Ease with “Canusal Conspar in the subject how teporting 

alleged ceimes invelving the harborng and percavable exploitaton of PlainnfPs frstbom 

child which was ipentd approsimately 2-houes Taker by the Sheril, An nvestgganon and 

ssEstance in smpping i was requested. Yet 0o sespinse came froen Shedff Ease and this 

is the sole reason that hmught phintlf w the SherfPs Depactment on December 28, 2020 

secking assistanee of the sheaff due the alleged crimes continuing o be committed, Plamnft 

chaims the eamphints allged were ill-brought, realatory, and relied upon mob-dommation 

and the knowing use and inwoduction of perueed restimony by Lafayette County SheniTs 

Department; n particular Deputics Dixon amd Tidwell, and that both perured and 

deFrnatoey seatements were given under oath by the Lafayette County Shenff. ocy Fast. 

65. Phintiff attests that a sloppy, incongistent investigation attributed to the event keading 

three of the nine charges alloged by Deputies Beavers and Willifond ar wial, and that 

evidenee was never properly preserved by Lafayerre County Shenffs Department for the
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purposes of trial despite it being segquested and demanded on numerous eocasions. 

66, Turther Plaintilf was denied a teial by jury o hear and view all Faces and evidence in the 

matter despite the matter being highly contested and multiph: jutpes recusing themselves 

from the matwre. 

67 Nearly S-wecks later the verdict is reeusned that Plaintiff was found guilty of all chasges by 

all charges by Dison, Tidwell, Beavers, and Williford ina el that utilieed ob domination, 

the introduerion and use of perjused testimony which evidence fully coniradicied, il the 

spoliation of key cridence that woukld go proving Plintff’s complete mpocenee in the 

mateer, 

68, O Degember 3, 2021 Affiant filed 2 cover page and motion secking compler dismissal of 

conviction rendercd and citing well cited and csmblished federal and state law supposEng 

his position that his Due Process Rights had again been violkated by the county and that the 

few convictions must be set aside. The new eivil ease was Fled in Lafayeste Coonty Cireuit 

Court under cause 121484 This filed motion may be viewed by visitng 

BANISHLME /L21-494 

69, At the tme of fling, Clerk Chyna Sinervo advised plainnff ehat his nowly fiked case had 

been assigned to Judge Kent Seith and that the system uses @ mindom algorithm 1o sefect 

the presicding judge i the interest of Furness and oo avioudl smpopricty. 

T0. O that same day, December 3%, 2021, Plaintiff received an email from Lafayente County 

Board Attomey David O'Lomnell in which € Dennell would appear to be giving @ 

premonition warning about what would undoubredly end up happening, The eml, which 

20
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will be attched as an Exhibit A stued in conclusion: 

by, the clerks repot dat you have beea verbatly ainsive tovard threre annd fhar 

the belervien seers to be increasing i frequency and duensity, There i ne nece for 

behavior that dismpes cout businesy ard decorinn and, (f it continnes, the fidges af 

shee cinrt iy puriie their opiious i acdress the belavier. 1 therefore Defieve thar 

vour nse ef the puibiic congiuier ierminal will work for everyone. 

L Defendants Lafayette County and Mr. O'Doonedl should be compelied by this court o 

shew cause and evidence they possessed at the tme chums/enmplaints wen: lewied apainst 

the Phaniiff. 

72. Lafayette County Board Artorncy David O/ Donnell states in his cmail “Clerks”, insimuating 

multiple. However, Planuf denies any and all allegations of this and labels this as g 

categorically false. Not to mention, Mr, O'Donnell failed po specify any partculic 

oecurnnce in his eoail 1o eeference, 

73, On December 6, 2021 Plaintiff discovered a “mysterivus™ altering of court records 

reprding assignment of judge in bath af his Ged and active maters in Lafayette County 

Chrcuit Cowet. Faers surrounding the mater show that this aliceation of reeood was not 

some aceident or mistike that open kgl matters were: meentiomally. manipuluted, thee 

particular regovds were fraudulently alkered, in tum bas ainking the particulr rarters under 

comtest and infesting them with projudice and bins. Tvidenee of ehanped court records ca 

Ip¢ viewed at BANISHLME/EXHIBIT-A 

T4, "This juse so happened o be the seeond tme in sixteen months” tme, on o currently still 

open cireuit eourt matters, that this same record was mysteriowsly altered foom the mitial 

assigned Circuit Court Judge Kent Smirh o Circuit Court Judge John Kelly Luther without 

il
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any explination given, 

75, Plantiff procecded w the Lafayetie County Cireuit Court Cirouit Cherk’s Offiee and began 

asking questsons in o how this could have happened and who would have been able o 

change it, norenal guestions that should be espeeted of any concerned citizen, Plantiff fecls 

bie exhibised 2 calm, pon-confeontational appmach o the guestions he was askng, fully 

decumenting his miemetion, 

76, Circuit Court Clerk, Jeff Busby got highly defensive when pliintiff began ashing UEsOnS 

and advised the other cledks t not answee any of plamnff's questions. 

77, After admitting be had never seen o heard of the such happening, Biusby gers on his 

cellphone and presumably ealls the Lafayeene County Shedff, Jocy Bast w report Plaintiff's 

presence af Lafyerte County Cirouit Crrurt, 

78. At that point Plinoff leves the Careut Clerks OFffiee and eontinues ouiside fowands b 

viehigle. Around the same time that Plaintff got sited s vehicle, Defendant Hast 

poulls up initially bikicking, Plunnff from reversing, Then Fase parks next o plnaff, aned 

their conversatem ensucs 

79, Defenchnt Fast grders Plaintf ot o go back into Cirouit Court unless he has something 

to file brease he was “Disrupting ther business™. 

80, Defendant Easr and the Circuie Clerk's (Ffice should be compelled by ths court w show 

cause a5 to his accusation of such s stated above due to the interaction being fully 

ducumented and recorded by the Phintit 

2
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s major gricvinee was exacerbated o even highee levels on Decembee 74, 2021 when 

the Defendants, in partcular Sheaff East, devised a plan to suppress and get rid of ther 

prolem after the planaff sarted asking yuestions into the moater ar hand, 

82, On Decernber 7%, 2021, Plunelf, his spouse, and minor child aend o hie day doctor’s 

appoinement for the minor child. Upon reiening hosme ot approximately Spm, Lafyete 

County Sheriff's Deputics pull up and proeced o mfveming plaintff and Is spouse that 

Communicare had e an affidavie claiming Plaintff was in need of mental health services. 

83, Tl Gled affidavit stated the Flowing reasons Plaintiff should be involuntarily committed: 

s Gines imto public places recording people 

*  Faranoid and Delusional 

*  Provoking people with his minor child 

= Mot taking meds 

s And not getting medical help 

84, PMlaintff was sent to the Tupelo Crisis Center just up the hill from the Nocth Missisipm 

State Hogpital where he sat deprived of his liberty from December o, 2021 wanl December 

250, 2021. 

85, Pluncfl would find out v phone call with Communicane on December 317, 2021 thar 

Defendant Alcom was spproached by Law Enforcement (1 afayerte County Sheriff's 

Deparement and East) and even makes reforence [0 stamments from “Community 

Membees™ though none of these wimesses were ever identified. This cstablishes the 

Framework of this being a Conspiracy between stabe actors and private citizens to deprive 

acitizen of his constitutional dghts, in particalar his 1%, 4% 5% ind 14" Amendment Rights, 

23
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a vielation of 42 USC 1985- Conspiracy © Deprive Rights chiseged o Defendants last, 

Alean, and Communicare. Admission to complaints passed to Defendant Akom by 

Lafayeite  County Shentfs  Department and Defendant Hast con be heard  at 

BANISH.ME/EXHIBIT-B 

86, “The fiest stared reason for commitrent on the Affidsvit stated Pluntff “Goes ingo public 

places recording peeple”. This staement amounts o a blamnt violaton of Phinaffs 17 

Amendment Right which protects preoeding in public spaces, Plaintiff never went into 

public places o nyade privacy of others or with the sole purpose of “recording peophe”. 

As a credentild member of the press being an independent  investigative 

reporterfjoumalist, plaintiff would gather content for - stories through  accuratuly 

dorumenting his encouniers through video or audio reconding. Mo imprtanily, 

decumenting interction also doubled as @ way for phmdfl o protect himself From the 

aborminable lies, untrue insinuations, and eomplete character assaasinations such 1s what 

transpired here, This statcment alone amounts to 8 vinlation of Phinnis 1° Amendment 

Right charged o Defendant Aleom, Hast, Lafapene County Shenffs  Depantment, 

Communicaze, Lafayette County M8, and the St of MS. 

87, The claim “goes into public places recording people” consitutes & separte chim apinst 

all mamed Defendants for Tortous Interference it Busingss based upon the intentional 

inteeference for o motion preace producton. company. Plinnff founded in 2020 called 

“Ougliwed Productions L1C in order to produce bis personal story. Guarsmntees are made 

through the 19 Amendment 1 protect Free speech and this extends recording in public 

places, 

24
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88, "I'he second stated reason For conmitinent oo the Affdavit “Pagnowd and Delosional” sre 

wemn-Factual, conelusory teems used which are defamarory in nawre and untrue, 30 vinkition 

of M5 Code Section 41-21-65 due 0 not conmining specifie ficnnl descriptions of the 

behavine of the proposed patient, not being supported by observations of named witnesses, 

and oot beng stated i bebavioral eems by it contming judgmental or conclusory 

statements. Phintiff has never once seen or heard things which would make hin be 

“Jebugiomal” a5 was reported to Defundant Aleom by Defendant Fast, noe has Plaintf 

ever been accused or old that he was “delusional” or “paranoid” prioe o this set of cvenis. 

PhiincfT stays on guard and proeetye doe o a fundamental miscasiage of jostice which 

oecurred in 2017 which Defendant Hast is alleged to have had dircet imvolvement in. These 

claims eonstinte 2 chaim of Defamation of Character on Defendant Aleorn, Hast, Lafayene 

County SherifPs Deparrment, Communicare, Lafapewe Coungy M3, and the Sate of M. 

B9, "T'he third stated reason for commitment stated Plamff was “Provoking peopke with bis 

panor child” but this was entrely fabricated by Aleorn and Bast. Plaintifl never once 

provoked anybody with his minor child. On one ocoasion Plamiiff had a mishap while 

Mying a small aceial drone which sparked @ major overreacton fromn Lafayere County 

S$heifs Deparoment while ane of Phintffs minor chikdmen was with him ohserving. Due 

10 the obnoxiows wvermeen, Phinaff submited @ Freedom of Information Act request 

the very next day, September 204, 2021, asking for the body camen of Deputy Dison and 

all officer reports fom all oy enforcement officers present. Footage from plinnffs point 

ofview is viewable at BANISHLME/EXHIBIT-D. This would amount w @ separai 

iefamation of Character chim on Defendant Aleom, Fast, Defendant Lafapette County 

Sheriffs Department, Communicare, Lafayette County, M3, and the Sane of MS.
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a0, PlainafT stics more than B-months have dlapsed and PlaintfPs request sull hagn't been 

a1 

fulfilled due to Deferslant East chiming the incident s *Under Active Investigation™ by 

thie US Antarney’s Office for the Nertherm Diseoce of Mississippi negarding whether or not 

plantfl would be roguired W hold a commereil license w0 fly @ dvone for 

personal /hobbyist reasons with his minoe child present due to the fact thar Plaintiff had 

previously identificd himsell as an independent investigative journalise. Therein Tes a 

parichx beeause o even consider Plino (F commercial and necdlessly harass i such away 

e iy Maintff having Press Credennals, Defendant Lafiyerte County Sheriffs Department 

in turn fully ackoowledges that Plintff i o credentialed member of the press which they 

liad kaowledge of beforchand. This in tuen eeeates sdditional vielations of PlaintifPs Fiese 

Amendment Rights when fcroning in the alleged seasons fisted on the affidavit for 

commitment by abridging the rights of the press in an obngxious atempt f suppress 

indepenident mvestigative journalism, This eecates a parados in thit Defendant Kast and 

the Sheriffs Department acknowledge that Plaintiff is indeed a credentialed mumber of the 

press amounting 0 4 42 USC 1983 Claim based on avioltion of PlhintfPs 1 Amendment 

Right ity record in a public place whike gathering content for a sinry as an mdependent 

Journalist/ Repostes. 

Phinuff seeks an order from this court compelling the production of such information 

requested. This reguest is eclevant to this comphint in that one of the false statements 

passed to Defendant Aleoen from Defendant East imvolved Plaintff allegedly “provoking 

people with his mnor child” which the requested body eamera will show was 2 completely 

fabe starement made. This along with the additional fakse claims mentioned in this 

complaint amount o vinlations of the Fakse Chims Act charged o Diefendant Hase, Aleom,
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Lafayetre County Sheriffs Department, Lafayette County MS, aind State of Mississippi, 

92, ‘T'he fourth stwd reason for commitment was “Not taking meds™. Thes stabement was 

unknown at the time and pncly specalation, as Defendant Aleoen and Detendant Bast had 

ner ehue as 1o what medication, i€ any, PEunifl was prescribed snd had oo way of knowing 

prioeas to whether of pot phintff was or was not thing any medication he may have been 

preseribed. A violation of M3 § 41-21-73 (2) in that the Lafayette County Chaneery Court, 

at the tme of the hering, never was presented nor asked for a recond of all drgs, 

medication or other treatment that the respondent has received pending the hesring and 

simply accepted the allggations. made via affidivit on thew fice without any evidence 

presented, Tt i impovtant to note for this maver Plantff was advised in Hebniary of 2022 

theat it seemed be was misdmgmosed and in fct wis oot woguinng of any medicatson Ly a 

Do at the Fasr Mississippi St Hospitl. 

93, ‘T'he fifth reason for commitment “And not gecting medical help” s porely speeakition, 

opiniomated, conclusory, and complerely jucgmental i nanre as it is not supps wrted by any 

miedical evidence that Plaintff ever once needed medical help o begin with,  PlintfT in 

the eourse of his business and civil duties never eogigred in any criminal acvity, and the 

acts of plintiff were constimtionally potected fom hinderance or interferenee by the 

Governmuent, 

04, Defendants Lafayette Cownty, Fasy, Aleoen, and Communmicin should be compelled by 

this eourt 1 show casse and evidence they possessed at the tme of thew chims kevied 

agamnst the Plintffas well as Identify any and all “community membices” whom Trefemdant 

Alewrn gpecifically made mention o 

n
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05, The affidavic did not meet the prersquisites under State Law i that it dido'r list oue any 

named witnesses to the atnbutable causes for action. Nonctheless in the cady alternoon 

om Decembier 7, 2021 the: affidavit is filed in Lafayerte County Chaneery Count and a writ 

to take plaintiff into cusmdy was immediately signed off on by Chancellor Lawrence Fittle, 

This is a vielagon of MS § 41-21-67 which states that when the affuknar fails to sce forth 

factual allegations and wirnesses sufficicat w support the peed For teatment, thi: chinesllor 

shuill vefuse o direct issuance of the weit. This is not @ choice of the eourt, eather it 5 an 

obligation of the coure. The Non-Typical affidavit for comemitment filid is atached hereto 

as an exhibit and also viewable onfine at BANISH ME/EXHIBIT-C. This vinlitson 

shall count as separate counts of negligent infliction of emotional distress (wort of ouerage), 

putious interference into business, and famibal mterference chaged @ all pamed 

Dicfendants. 

06, O Januacy 4, 2022, just five days after speaking with Defendant Alcom segarding the 

source of the information given o her, plaingfT filed an “Affidavit of Trath™ against Shenff 

Tt inan atempt 1o add claty m e evenes plaintiff clims the Lafayerse County ShenfT 

has played a part in or had direet knowledge of. This affidavit required o witten reburel 

fenm the Sherff on any part he disagreed with and clearly established the time frame anel 

sepercussions for filure o rebuc. However, the Lafyeise County Sherff chose not o rebut 

the affidavit of truth in tum taeitly admittmg o all elaims spelled put wichin, Affidavie of 

teuth with proof of service atached and can be read at BANISH ME/EXHIBIT-E 

7. PhaintfT had w0 reschedule his originally scheduled appointment at Communicare on the 

figst week of January due w0 scheduling error associated wich his spouse just serting 2 new 

full-riawe job, having one vehiche 1 share at the time, and plinoff having 3 minor children 

i
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i his care, 

98, On January 31", 2022, Phintlf voiced complete disgust roganding the exploitation of the 

State of Misstssippi's mental health liws boa Communicare employes by the mime of Susan 

Beard. Beard then calls back leaving a voicemail seatmg plinoff would necd o submit any 

complint in writing to the divcetor of the Fagility, Dr. Sandy Rogers, and m inchide wm that 

any demand for prescrvation of evidence 

99, (i February 2%, 2021 Plaintff sent a detailed fimal demand via coail i Lafayente County 

Board Anomey David O'Donnell in hopes of compelling complianes on public recond act 

requests For body camera fooage and officer satements from September 2021 LESCH 

interaction outside of Lafayette Counry Justice Courtover the Oying of a deone for hobbyist 

purposes: 

100, On liehmuary 4", 2021 PhiniiT called Lafayere County ShenfP's Office for Seott 

Mills oy inform him that aceording to the AN’ website, he was considered a hobbyist 

therefare not reguinng & Part 107 Commeresl License. 

1L, Early o in the afreenoon on Febreary Trh, 2002 ar the concluson of speakng with 

chancery courr clerk Sherery Wall, Plaingff fled and seeved an 8-page formal grcvance letter 

with Chaneery Juelge Lawrence Little’s ehambers and Communicare’s exeeutive director 

2. Sandy Rogers $pape foomal complaint sted as Eshibic 1 oand viewable onfine i 

2. On multple prior occasions. Pluntff requested o heanng before the presiding 

Chancelkar, Judge Lawrence Little, attemipring to eaise the erroneous errars and retaliatory 

L
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measures taken towards Plannff by Defendants. However on ao necasion was Plangf? 

pranted a hearing to mise his gricvances. As such Lafayeste County Chancesy Court shall 

b charged with Meghgenr miflerion of emotional distess, Intentiomal Infliction of 

cmotional disiress, along with viektion of 42 USC 1983 under the 14" amendment bascd 

upn a refusal to afferd the equal protections of the k. 

103, On Febnry 9%, 2022, Plamtff had requesied a financial disclosure on a 500{c)3 

arganiaton co-founded by Defendant Fast and Chiel Depury Scotr Mills: (Lafayete 

County Law Haforcement Officers. Association). The purpose was o sceen such 

disclosure for any eooneous findings, defects, or contributions by select individuals. 

Plaintiff was advised he should receive a copy by the maddle of the ext week and this never 

happened, 

104, It just 0 happened m be that same day, Febeoary dth, 2022, thar Communicase 

Employee Susan Bead procecded w file another affidavit for commitment of phinff 

claiming Plamntiff bad refused w aend 2 seheduled appointment. Towever, vecorded 

phone calls with Commanicare paint an entirely different picture, as Planti il smply wanted 

the vinlasons of Smte Law addressed prior o “reruening o the den of the same lon that 

just maimid him”. 

105, O Felruary 10th, 2022, upom setuming home close w madnight from his spouse, 

Madelyn, being huspitalized due o pregnancy complications, Lafayette County Shenfls 

Dieputies Tight up the yaed with blue lights and take the Mainafl once agam mto custody for 

the newest affidavit for commitment filed by Communicire emplopee Susan Beard. 

ki)
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. Plainiiff was hebd at the Lafayeise County Detention Center eonfined tooa il eell 

for 24-hours a day for ncarly 6-days without any rights afforded w him amd then shipped 

25 hours across the state 1o the Hast Mississippi Stae Hospital in Mendian, M5 on 

Tiehruary 16ih, 2022, 

107, That Lafayetes County, Mississippi falls into- the Carchment Area of the North 

Mississippsi State Hospital in"Tupeho, Mississippi. Nowetheless Plantff would sit deprived 

ol his liberey and basie freedoms for the nest 30-days’ time ar the 1ast Mississippi State 

Hospital in Meridian, M35, a violation of MS § 41 -21-T3, 

108, Respondent reguested a hearing since: the moment he was taken nto custody for 

the writ of commitment exceuted an Hebregary 100, 2022, Each time he asked fora hearing 

Respondent was advised that he was not entitded to reecive 2 heaving, although a sangle 

page had already been marked that sespondent did recerve an in-person hearing, and this 

sionply was never the cage, This amounts o separic vinkations of M § 41-21-73, M5 § 41- 

20-74, and MS § 41-21-104 by Defendants Lafayette County Chancery Court, 

Comimunicare, M5 Depastment of Meatal Health, and Defendant Sherry Wall, 

109, Al thar peeuered sent Plain s Spouse anto precerm labor and she gave birth oa 

son via emergency C-sectin on Febrary 17, 2022 at just 28-weeks gestational age and 

weighing 20 110w 

o, Plaintff tricd on ruliple attempts t compel Cooperanon to sce and care over his 

spouse and highly premamure aewbom ehild but was demed . the abality o leave for 

wnergency purposes due o being confined at The Tast MS St Hospiral. 
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1. Plainiff was advised on amival by the Doctor and Staff of the Vast Missesippl Stae 

IHospital that he was nor entitled w any type of bearng which would go o his release wimtil 

he had been hospitalized foe 21-days” ome, 

1z During the fest 27 days of the 30-Dhy Involunary Commitment, Phinoff was 

aclviged by the primary Physician/Taychologist that be was of the medical impressson 

Plaintlf was in no need af medication and that the prevens disganas had Ihkely been 

misdiagnosed. 

113, It wasn't until approximatcly -days prioe to dischagge that Plaintf@ was 

reeommended @ medication to serve as o mild mood stabilisee, PlaingfT stands of the belicf 

that this was wsed as a prop at the very end atternpting 1o justfy this pacticular 30-day 

confinement loss of herry. 

114, 1t is alleged that [-will and reraliation for fling the 8-page complaint served on the 

court amd Comemunicare on Febroary 7%, 2022 sourced the Ritest affidavat for involungary 

commitment being fed on Febmery 9%, 2022 

115. Lafayere County Chancery Court throogh its Chaneery Clerk Sherry Wall 

progeeded to pack and choose whe the “Special Master™ woulbd be, who the “Respondent’s 

attorney”™ wiuhd b, as well as wha the Doctor and Nuns: Practtioner would be to conduct 

a "Virrual” examination. This tllis the tables fally  Lafayere Countys discretion and call 

on selocting their own staffand their own preferred outcome on a Bighly contestod maticr 

wvolving the liberty of a citieen. 

116, Afier unfairly denying, without reason, an application to proceed in forma paupens 

E ¥
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for a separate mater ks than twr months praoe due o plinkfPs Anancial simaon 

sendering him indigent, Chancery Clerk Sheeey Wall dechies on this cause thae Plamtff i 

Indygent and procecds o choosimg the mclvidsls o mierview plaintfl o the jail, 

subsequently authorizing payment o each out of the county funds, This demunstrares an 

indifference shown owards plaintfPs rghts at the expense of tas-payer dolkars and the 

Plaintff by selectively applying or denyang indigent status in ways that solely benefit its 

present sk at hand. 

117, M § 41-21-7 1 suates i the respondent is determined o be m aced of mental health 

treatment, the cleck shall immediately set the mater for bearing. The heasing shall be see 

within seven (7) days of the fling of the cortificares unkess an extension is roquosted by the 

respondent’s attomey. In no cvent shall the hearing b more than wen (10) days alter the 

filing of the cemificates. Affording the Respondent a hearing is not discretionary, 1t 35 2 

reguirerment of Due Process to all eizeny prine o the deprivation of their liberty. 

However, this was overlooked s gnored. 

118, Further elaborating on this wpic, M8 § 41-21-73 (2) sttes “The respondent must 

b present at the hearing unless the chancellor deeemines thae the espondent is unable: 1o 

atternd anel prekes that determination and the seasons cheeefor part of the record ™. Farther, 

the coust, at the time of the herng, shall be presented o recond of all dugs, medication o 

other treatment that the respondent has received pending the hearng, unless the et 

derermvines that such a record would be impeactical and documents the reasons for that 

determination. The cowrt was never prsented a weond of all dogs, medication, or other 

reatment for the first commioment procecding in Diecember of 2021, and Plamiiff wis 

denied a hearing all rogether for second commitment proceeding in February of 2022 

3
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9. M § 41-21-73 (3) states “The respondent shall have the vight w offer evidence, 0 

be confronted with the witnesses against him and 1o cross-examine themand shall have the 

privikege against self-incrimination, The rules of evidence applicalsle i other judicil 

proceedings in this state shall be followed. A representative from a ereatment Faciliry shall 

be present ar the hearing to explin possible treatment options 1o the cspondent”, Yet 

wone of M3 § 41-21-73 (3) held applicable w0 these proceedings as Respondent wis never 

iven the right 1o offer evidence, be confronted with witnesses against him, and cross- 

examine them. Purther i representative from a teatment Bcility was present at hearing 

wr explain possible reatment optons 1o espondent.” 

120, M § 41-21-T3 (4} Treatment before admission 1o a satc-operated Facilit shall be 

loeared as closely as possible o the patient’s county of residence and the eounty of eesidence 

shall be responsible for that cost.  Admissions o state-operated facilitis shall b in 

complianes wirh the eatchment areas established by the Stne Department of Mental 

Health, The Carchiment area for Lalfayers: County, M3 woull have been the Nordh MS 

State: Hospital in Tupclo, MS, NOT the Fast MS State Hospial m Meridian, hMS, 

121 M §41-21-74 (3) stares “The respondent may be reumed v the treatment acility 

as soom thercafter as facilites aee availible. The respondent may request a heanng within 

ten (103 days of his reten to the tearment facility,” At the Facility, Plaintiffwas advised M 

Department of Mentl Health policies and state b afforded a hearing afier 21-days, 

however according to State Law this was incorrect. 

122, MS § 412174 (4) states “An outpatient shall nor have or be changed fr 4 

recommitment process within o pesiod of twelve (12) munths of the initial cutpatient
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ardec”. Respondent understands this foe the way i seads, There may not be another 

reenmmitment process within 12 months of initial commitment, however back o back 

comminments occurmed within 63 days, 

123, The fact that hsted Defendants unlized involuntary commitment TWICE over a 

span of approsimarcly two months’ ime when he never posed as o danger oc theeat o 

himscll or othes Turiher demonstrates an intentonal, debberte mdifference shown o 

Plainiiff's Constinstional Rights far above and beyond that of plain negligence. Partcalarky 

when Fctoming in the false starcments made which led 0 Phintiff being cestrained of hos 

libertses and ather rights on two separate oceasions forcing him w miss the birth of his 

child whom was born extremely premature due oo the events which ook place hospitalizing 

the prannffs wife. 

124. Finally, MS § 41-21-104 states amony others listed hebow that *“I'be person subject 

1y eommitment must be afforded the doe process o which he o she s enitled undee 

Chapters 21 and 31 of Tithe 41, Mississippi Code of 19727, Phintif reasserts a duliberate 

dlifference to his due process cights was shown and demorstrared by the Defendants, 

125. Mainnfls newbom child was considered a Miceo-Peeemic when born, faced 

s medical issues o date with more undoubtedly on the horizon. No time taken 

can be given back, however, a proper ruling and judgement by this count can help ensurc 

na other potential pregnancy complications result in any more newbarns beang, hoen so 

premature and [gile, 

126. Az result of all lisied viokhtons by the lsied Defendants, Phunuff bas incareed 
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substantial Aranel burden, and PlantfFs newborn child bas been ailing in health more 

recently being teansferred to LeBonheur Children's Hospital in Memphis TN due to his 

Tungs not developing from being bom as premature as he enfortunately was. 

CLAIMS 

COUNT ONE - DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW 

Viclation of the Faurrth and Fourteenth Aurendments - FALSE ARREST: pursuant to 42 UL5.C §1983 

Agaimst Defendamts Lafayette County Sherifl's Department and East 

127, “Uhe Phantiff ce-alleges and incorporates by reference the above paeagraphs with 

the same foree and effect as i fully ser out in specific detal herein. 

128, Plaintiff suffered a loss of hberry, embareassment, humiliaton, pain and suffering, 

mental and cmotional distress, among other mjunes and dimagges. 

129, WHIERLFORE, Planiff secks such compensatory and punitive damiges as a jury 

may rewand, attorneys’ feed, and any such ather, different, and further relicf which this Court 

findz he = entithed, 

COUNT TWO - DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW 

Viodation of the First and Fourteanth Amendiments ~UNLAWELL DETENTION- 

Pursuant to 42 UL5.C §1983 

Against Lafayette County Sherfif's Department and State of Mississippi 

130, The Plaintiff re-alleges and incomporaies by refercnee the above pasagraphs with 

the same force and effect as if folly st out n specific detail herein. 

131 Plantff suffered a loss of ey, embaceassowent, humiliagon, pain and suffering, 

mental and eomotional distress, among other mueics and damages. 
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132, WHEREFORL, Plamtiff secks such compensatory and pumitive damages a8 2 jury 

may geward, attomeys’ fees, and any such other, different, and Further relicf which this Conire 

iy award 

COUNT THREE - DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW 

Vialation of the First and Fonrteenth Amendments - FREEDOM OF SPEHCH 

Pursuant to 42 (15.C §1963 

Against Defendants East, Lafayette County Sheriffs Department, Lafayette County MS, the State af 

Mississippi,; and Lafayete County Chancery Couwrt 

133. The Plaintff re-alleges and meoeparates by reference the above pampraphs with 

the same Foree and effect as if fully set our in speafic detail herein. 

134, Plasnll suffered a loss of Bberty, embacsssment, humilianon, pam and suffering, 

mental and emotional distoess, among other injorics and damages. 

135, WHEREFORI, Pluntil seeks such compensatory and punitive damages as a jory 

may reward, attorneys” fees, and any such other, different, and further reliefwhich this Court 

mmay aveard 

COUNT FOUR - DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW 

Vinlution of the First and Fourteenth Amondments - FREEDOM OF SPEECH 

Purswant to 42 LS, §1963 

Against all namad parties 

136, The Plintiff re-alleges and meorporates by reference the above pacagraphs with 

the same Force and effect as if fully sct out in specific dorail herein. 

137. Plaintff suffercd a loss of liberty, embareassmien 1, humiliation, pain and sulTecing, 

mental and emotional distress, among other mjunes and damiges 
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138, WHEREFORE, Phuntff secks such eompensatory and punitive daniges 9% 2 jury 

may reward, attorneys” fees, and any such othee, different, wnd further sehief which this Court 

may awsrcl 

COUNT FIVE - DENIAL OF DUE PROCESS OF LAW 
Vintation of the Fifth and Fourtesath Amendment pursiant te 168 1050 § 242 

Against all excapt for Communicare and their listed employees 

139, The Plaintlf re-alleges and meorporates by reference the abive paragraphs with 

the same foree and effect as if fully set out in specifie deril hervin 

140, Plainfl suffered a loss of ey, embairassaent, humilintion, pam and sulfering, 

mental and emotimal disteess, among other injuries and damages. 

141, WHERLEFORE, PhuntfT secks such compensatory and punitive dimiges a8 @ jury 

may reward, attoeneys” fees, and any sech other, different, and further reliefwhich this Court 

frwds e 15 entitled. 

COUNT SIX - CONSPIRACY TO DEPRIVE RIGHTS 
Violation of the Faurteenth Amendment pursuont to 42 1L5.C. §1985 

Against Delendants East, Alearn, Lafavette County Sheriffs Department, Comitnunicare, and 
Lafayette County Chancery Court 

142, The Plaintiff re-alleges and meorporates by referenee the above paragraphs with 

the same: force and cffect as if fully set out in specific detail herein, 

143, Plaintiff suffered a boss of berty, embarmssment, humilsaton, pain and sofferng, 

mental and emotional distress, among other injuries and damages as 2 result of such 

conduct, 

in
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144, WHEREFORE, Phintff secks such eompensarey and puntive danages as 2 jury 

may rewaed, attoeneys” fees, and any such orher, different, and forther relieEabuch this Cor 

finds he is entitled, 

COUNT SEVEN - DEPRIVATION OF DUE PROCESS 
Vialation of the Fourteenth Amendment purseant to 42 IS0 §T98T 

Against all pamed pirtias 

145, The Plaintifl ee-alleges and incorparaies by reference the above parmgrapihs watl 

the same force and offect as if fully set out in specific detail horein. 

146, Plaintff suffeced a loss of Bberty, crmbarmssmaent, humilsmtion, pain and suffeing, 

mental and emotional distress, among other inacics and damages. 

7. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff secks such compensaary and punitive damsges as a juey 

may rewarel, atorneys' fees, and ang such other, different, and further reielwhich this Court 

Bl e 1 entitled 

COUNT EIGHT - VIOLATION OF FALSE CLAIMS ACT 
31USE §§a729 - 3733 

Agninst Defendant East, Aicorn, Lofayette County Sheriffs Department, Lofiyeite County M5, 

Conmunicars. and Stare of Misssippl 

1B, The Pluintff re-alleges and ineomorates by neference the above parigraphs with 

the same foree and effect g if fully set out in speafic detal hesein, 

149. Plaintiff suffeied a loss of liberty, embaerssment, humilition, pain and suffering, 

mental and emotional disteess, among other mpuncs and damages. 

150, WHEREFORE, Pluntffseeks such compensatory and punitive damages ag  jury 

iy reward, attorneys” fees, and any such other, different, and further relief which this Court 
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finds he is entitled. 

COUNT NINE - FALSE IMPRISONMENT 
Vialation af the Fourth and Fourtesnth Amendments Pursuont bo 42 USC §1983 

Agninst Defendants Enst, Lafayette County Sheriff’s Department, Communicare, MS Department af 

Muwtard Health 

151, Thte Plaiatiff re-alleges and incorporates by refercnce the above paragraphs with 

the same force and effect as iF fully ser o in specific deeail hoein, 

152 Tt suffered a boss of liberty, embarrassment, humilimtion, pain and suffeing, 

mental and emobonal distress, among orher injucics and dameages. 

153, WIHEREFORI, Phintifl secks such compensatory and punitive damages as a jury 

may reward, arrorneys” fes, and any such o, different, and further relie Dwhich this Couee 

fimls hee i entitled. 

COUNT TEN - FALSE IMPRISONMENT 
Mississippi State Law Claim 

Against Deferdunts Eust, Lafoyetie County Sheriff s Department, Comumnicare, M8 Department of 

Mentol Health, and Lofayette County Chancery Court 

154, The Plaintiff re-alleges and incorporates by reference the above pargraphs with 

the sami: force and effect as if fully setout in speeific detail herein, 

155, Tainiff suffored a logs of Bherty, embarrassment, humiliagon, pan and suffenng, 

mental and ermatsonal disteess, among other njuries and damages. 

156, WHEREFORE, PlaimGfT seeks such compensatory snd puniri\m damages as @ jury 

may reward, atosmeys’ fees, and any such other, different, and further relieFohich this Court 

fimuds he is entithed: 
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COUNT ELEVEN - WRONGFUL INTERFERENCE WITH FAMILIAL 
RELATIONSHIPS 

Mississippi State Law Claim 

{Against All Nomed Defendants) 

157, The Plaintff re-alleges and incorporates by wleeence the above paragraphs with 

thi same Frvee and cffect as if fully set out in specific detl hevein, 

158. Plamnfl sudfered o loss of liberty, embarrassment, humiliation, pain and suffering, 

menkal and cmational distress, among other mpures and damages. 

159, WHIEREFORE, Plandff sceks such compensatory and punitive damages as @ jury 

may reward, attomeys” fees, and any other, different, and further reled which this Coust finds 

he s entthed. 

COUNT TWELVE - TORTIOUS INTERFERENCE INTO BUSINESS 

Mizsissippl State Low Clatm 

Against Defendants Lafayette County Sherifl's Department, East, Alcorn, and Communicare 

160, The Phinaff re-alleges and inesrporates by wefesence the above paragraphs with 

the same Foree and effeer us iF fully sot out in speeific detail heeein, 

161, Plaintiff suffered a loss of Tiberty, embaresement, humileation, pan and sufforing, 

mental and emotional distress, among other injunes and damages. 

162, WHERLFORE, Plaintff secks such compensatory and punitive damages 4s 2 jury 

iy rewsred, sty fees, and any such other, different, and further elicfwhich this Court 

finds he is enntled. 
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COUNT THIRTEEN - DEFAMATION OF CHARACTER 

Mississippi State Lew Claim 

| Against ATl Named Defendants] 

163, Tl Plaintiff re-allepes and incorporates by reference the above pamgraphs with 

the same force and offect as if fully set out in specific detail herein, 

164, Plaintiff suffered a loss of Bheery, embarmssment, humiliation, pain and suffering, 

mental and emotional distress, amongg other injuries and damages. 

165. WHEREFORE, Maintff secks such compensatory and punitve damapes as a juey 

may reward, attomieys® fees, and any such other, different, and further reliefwhich this Court 

Mol he iz entitbed. 

COUNT FOURTEEN - DEFAMATION OF CHARACTER 

Mississipgi State Law Claim 

[Against All Named Defendants) 

166, The Plintiff re-alleges and incorporates by reference the above pargeaphs with 

the game force and effect as if folly set out in specific detail herem. 

167, Plaintiff suffered a boss of Tiberty, embareassment, hunibiaoon, pan and sufferng, 

mental and cmotional distress, among ether mjunes and damages, 

168. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff scels such compensarary and punitive dameages o8 2 jury 

oay reward, atiomeys' fees, and any such other, different, and further relicf which this Court 

fineds he: iz enmred. 
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COUNT FIFTEEN - INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 
TORT OF OUTRAGE- STATE LAW CLAIM 

Against Defendants East, Beard, Alcom, Rogers. Lafayette County Sheriffs Bepartment, 

Communicare, and Lafayette County Chancery Court 

169, The Plintift re-allepes and incorporates by reference the abive parsgraphs with 

the same foree aid efect s of fully set out in specific dotail berem. 

170, Plamnff suffered a loss of liberty, embareassment, humiliation, pain and sulfering, 

mental and emeationl distress, among other injusics and darmages. 

7L WHERIFOBREL, Plainfiff secks sueh enmpensamnry and punitive damages a5 3 juey 

may reward, sitorneys’ fees, and any such other, differcat, s further selieFohach this Court 

s b i enrithed. 

COUNT SIXTEEN = NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 
TORT OF OUTRAGE- STATE LAW CLAIM 

Against Defendants East, Beard, Alcorn, Rogers, Lafayette County Sherlffs Department, 

Communicare, MS Dept of Mental Health, and Lafayette County Chancery Court 

172, The Plaimtifl we-allepes and incorpormtes by reference the above pargraphs with 

the same force and effect as i fully set out in specific detail heren. 

173, Plaintiff suffercd a boss of Uberty, cmbarrassment, bumiiaton, pan and soffering, 

mernital and cimotional distress, amongg other injurics and damages. 

174. WHEREFORE, Mlaintff sceks such compensatory and punitive damages as a jury 

miay reward, attomeys’ fees, and any such othee, different, and forther reliefwhich this Cat 

findls he is eonthed, 
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COUNT SIXTEEN - NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 
TORT (0F GUTRAGE: STATE LAW CLAIM 

Against Defendants Bast, Beard, Aloomn, Rogers. Lafiyette County Sherlfis Department, 

Communicare, and Lafayette County Chancery Court 

175, The Phintiff m-afleges and mcorporate: by reference the above paragraphs with 

e same Toree and cffeet ag of fully set oue i specific detail herem. 

176, aintiff suffered a loss of berty, embacmssment, humiliation, pain and sulferog, 

el aned emetional distress, among other injurics and damages. 

177, WHEREFORE, PhingfT seeks such compensatory and punitive damigses as o jury 

iy reward, anomeys” foes, and any such other, different, and further relieFwhich this Court 

linds b is entitled. 

COUNT SEVENTEEN - ACTION FOR NEGLECT TO PREVENT 

43 USE 1576 

Againgt Defendants O Dannell, Wall, Bushy, State of Mississippl 

178, The Pliintiff re-alleges and nenporates by reforence all above paragraphs with the 

s force and cffcct as if fully set out in specific detal herein 

179, Phannff suffered a Inss of liberty, cmbamasament, humilston, pain and suffeding, 

mental and emotional distress, among etbee ijunes and damages. 

180, WHEREFORE, Plaintiff secls such compensatory and punitive damages as o jury 

may reward, atmmeys’ fees, and any such other, different, and fusther rebiefwhich thas Court 

finds e s entitled.
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PRAYER FOR INJTUNCTION AND RELIEF 

181, Based on e loggal and factual alkgavons sated beresn, the Plaintiff respectfully 

prays that this Court will sssume junsdiction of this acoon and after ury sl pronvde eelict 

s follows: 

182, Tender g judgment Gnding the Defendants jointy and for severally lablke for the 

aforementioned causes of acton and fed for the planofl an awaed of compensatory 

damages in the amoant TWO MILLION FIVE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS 

(52,300,000 due to the past, present, sl ftace damages incurred along with the long-term 

cffects cavsed by Defedants actions, 

185, Render a judgment finding the Defencants jaintly and/or severally lable for the 

aforementioned causes of action and avward Plintff Purtive Damages in the amount of 

TWENTY-FIVE MILLION DOLLARS (325,000,000} o an adjusted amount that a jury 

see fif o serve 28 punshment for the actions of Defendant's as well as serving a fuure 

dererrent to curb and prevent fotune unlawful and wneonsnmnonal sctons demmmental o 

the Comsttutnm and the Civil Rights of all ctreens. 

134, Render a judgment permanently enpoaning Defendants. from enforang thear 

customs, policies, pattems, and practices as described heron that violate consttional 

nghts. 

185, Retining jurisdiction over this action and ordering the Defendants to implement 

and enforce proper policies and prachces including appropriate traiming ard supervson o 

protect indivileals from infangement of their constitutional righes, 
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186. Dugsuane b 42 LS., § 1988, msue an order requiring Defendants w pay for all 

litiganon coses, expenses and veasomable attorney’s fees associated with the Gling of ths 

Actnn; 

187, Grant Plannff Declratoey Relief ing the mateey reganding the unconstin tienakity 

of the Stae of Missssippi's Mental Health Laves, declinng them unconstinetional on ther 

present face. 

184, Grang trs the Plainnlf any such and all other, further, differcnt, geneeal, or specal 

el as in oquity the Plamtff may be entithd, 

WHEREFORE ALL PREMISES CONSIDERED 

Plaintff prays i cout s an omder of protcetion stipulacng conditions that will prevent further 

injury or harassment by any of the named Defendants mio ths ongoang, kegal matter yet m be decided, 

Plantiff asks thas couet m bind all other matiers at hand over to a jury to hear the facts amd decade all 

mnenks of this cavse of action brought foath. 

Respeeilully Amended and Snbmitied this 13" Day of June 2022 

Miatthew Reasrdon 
Plainiiff {Pro Se) 

117 CR 401 

Oaford, MS 38655 

Gi2-230- 1460 

legul @ nuitreardon com 
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Justice Court Records 

dodonneli@claytonodonnell.com 
Lo Frl, 03 Dec 2021 4:32:51 PH -0500 

To "Matt Reardon” <matt@ridingwiththeoutlaw.coms 

ce "Il Carwyle" <)Carwyled@lafayettecoms com=, 

"Lisa Carwyle" <LCarwyle@lafayettecoms.com=, "Joey East" <jeast@lafayettesheriff.net> 

Tags & 

Security = 

Mtk 

I have been made aware of your unsuccessful efforts today ta retrleve a copy of bail bond records in a Justice Court: 

eriminal case involving another individual. 1am told that you had misspelled the name of the individusl and that is 

wihy the clerk could not locate the recond. 

The clerl's office has now found the record and it is avillable for pick up., Forfuture refesence, there s a publidy 

aceessible computer berminal at the Justice Court clerk’s affice wiilch you cen use to search court records. 1f you 

want coples of any record, the ¢lerk will charge 15 cents per page which is the default rate under the Public Records 

Act, 

Finally, the clorks report that you have been verbally abusive toward them and that the behavior seems to be 

Inereasing in frequency and intensity, There is no necd for behavior that disrupts court business and decorum and, 

iFit continues, the judges of the eourt may pursue their options to address the behavior. | therefore believe that 

yuur use of the pubfic computer terminal will work for everyone, 

David D. 0 Donnell 

Clayton O Donnell PLLE 

1403 Van Buren Avanie 

Suite 1038 

Ouford, Ms, 38655 
dedennell@cdaytorodonnel|oom 

1662} 234-0800
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£ La-49Y 
R | 14 ATFFIDAVETDECLARATION OF TRUTH 

Wl'll B LASTSHERIFF OF LATAVETTE COUNTY T11 JACKSON AVE E, OXFORD, MS 38655 

I, MATTHEW OLLVER REARDON the undersigned, make this AffidavivDeclaration of Troth 

of my own free will, and T hereby affirm, declare and swear, undes my oath and under the pains and 

penalties of perjury under tho laws of the United States of America and of this state, that [ am of legal 

age and hereby attest that the statements, wverments and information  contained in  this 

AffidavitDeclaration are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

‘This AfiduvitDeclaration of Fruth is lawful notification you, and is herchy made and sent to you 

pursuant to the Federal Constitution, specifically fhe Bill of Rights, in particular, Amendments 1, TV, V, 

V1, VI, IX, X, XIV; and The Bill of Righls detailed in Article 3 of the Mississippi Constifution 

specifically sections 11, 12, 13, 14, 17, 23, 24, 25, 36, and 26-A. 'This AffidavitDeclaration of Truth 

requires your writlen rebutal to me, in lind, spevific to each and every point of the subject muller stated 

Terein, within 15 days, via your own sworn and notarized affidavit, ustng troe fact, valid law and evidence 

supporting your rebuttal of the specilic subject matter stated in this Affidavit/Declaration. You are hereby 

noticed that your failure to respond, as stipalated, and rebut, with particularity and specificity, anything 

with which you disagres in this Affidavit/Declaration, is your lawfi, legal and binding tacit agrecment 

wills and sdmission o the fct that everything in this Affidavit/Declaration is frue, correct, legal, lawful, 

and fully binding upon you in any court in America, without your protest or objection and that of those 

wh represent you. 

1. Aets committed by vou, JOSEPH EAST, acting as SHERIFF OF LAFAYETTE COUNTY, MS 

cithier supparts and upholds the Constitutions, national and state, or oppase and violates them, 

2. You have taken an oath to support and uphold the national and skite Constitutions and are 

constitutionally mandated 1o abide by that oath in the performance of your official duties,
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3. You have no constitutional anthority, or any other fonm of valid, lawful suthority, to opposs and 

vinlate the very documents to which you swore or affirmed your oath and under which you were 

dalggated by the peoples the limited authority to conduct the duties of vour office, 

4. The abhove three positions are true, Gictoal, lawiul and constitutionally ordained. 

5. Through this Affidevit/Declaration of Truth, you are hereby noticed of your alleged violations of 

the below mentioned sections of the Mississippi Constitution alongz with supporting facts to 

corroborate the claims that are being made 

You, Joseph B East, acling as Sherifl, swore an oafh to uphobd and support the Constitution of the United 

States of America and fhe Vour State Constitetion, and pursuant to yoor oath, you are required to abide 

by that oath in the performance of your official duties. You have no Constitutional or other valid suthority 

1o defy the Constilutions, o which you owe your limited authority, delegated to you by and through the 

Peaple, und to which you swore your oath; yet, by your actions against the People you have violated thoss 

oaths and engaged in myriad instances of incompetence, negligence, dereliction of duly, malfeasance, 

sedition, insurrection, trenson and crimingl, nnconstitutional behavior rendering you unfit to hold public 

uflice. 

However, despite (he above-stated factual, lawful positions, your unconstitutional actions, as described 

throughout this AfidavitDeclaration of Truth, clearly demonstrate how you have violated all of the above 

Taweful positions, the Constitutions, your cath of office, acted against the public good by knewinghy and 

willfully violating the public trust and committing sedition and insuwrrection, Pursuant to your unlawfil 

and unconstitafienal actions, you heve invoked the self-executing Sections 3 & 4 of the 14fh Ameadment 

o the National Constitution, thereby have lawfully vacated your office and forfaited all benefits thereof, 

including salary snd pension. Please note that, as stated above and below, if you fil to specifically rebut, 

in kind, any of the charges, claims and positions set forth in this AffidavitDeckaration, then, you facitly



Case: 3:22-cv-00050-SA-JMV Doc #: 16-1 Filed: 06/13/22 51 of 74 PagelD #: 196 

Case: 3:22-cy-00050-SA-IMV Doc #: 1-1 Filed: 04/06/22 5 of 28 PagelD #: 47 

admit 1o them, and these admissions will be lawfully used against you. The following paragraphs and 

others theeughout this AfidavitDeclaration desoribe some of your unfawfil, uncomstitutional actions, 

wihich have hurmed myself and others: 

‘Based upon a repord created on BMay 30, 2007, it was siated that on May 24, 2017 Jarrett 

Bundren, an investipator with Lafayetie County Sherills Depariment recelved via a phone 

call stating thai T, Malthew Reardon, was making threats towards an individwal by the name 

of Todd Lynch. Affiant has effortlossly made the claim that this entire finsco amonnted 

to & crime alleged that was never truly committed in order to suppress and prevent an 

ontapoken conservative, 2% amendment activist from speaking at a public forum which 

he was slotted in advance 1o speak al on June 6, 2017; the day that just g0 happened to 

be election day for Robyn Tannehill. Completely violating the constitutional rights of 

another by way of a knowingly false charge which led to false imprisonment was not 

enough for Lafayelte County Officials, as they deprived nearly all procedural due 

process rights which all accused are to be afforded in order to contrive a conviction 

stemming from intimidation and fear, not facts and evidence. Affiant was held illegally 

confined it the Lafayeite County Detention Center from the time of his arrest, May 26 2017 until he 

recaived an inilialhond bearing on May 30 2017, This amounted to nearly 96 s belore movant 

was brought belbre a judge, twice the maximum length allowable under the Mississippi Rules of 

Criminal Procedure which liad recently been updated prior to aflianf’s aurest and imcarceration 1o 

follow. 

MRCP Rule 5.1(b)(3) states if a person is (aken info custody, the person shall he taken 

withoul wnmecessary delay, and in no event later than foriy-elght {48) howrs after arrest, 

Before a judge who shall proceed with an initial appearance.
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1) If the person arrested is not taken before a judge within forty-eight (45) hours, the person 

detpined shall ba released on execution of an appearance bond in the minimum amount set 

pursuant to Rule & and directed to appear at a specified time and place. 

b} Affiant tried to assert his complete innocence through a bill of sale proving not anly that it wes 

an impossibility for him to have committed the crime charged, but that in fact no erime was 

committed, Tudgs Carolyn Bell cut Affiant off from speaking on iwo separate occasions to 

gtating he had “the right to remain silent” just prior 1o setting a completely outrageous 

appearance bond. 

¢} Judge Bell never cared to advise me that 1 had the right to a Preliminary Hearing. MRCrP 8.1 

lists  table recently updated approximately a month prior showing ranges for types of crimes. 

d) A crime receiving p maximun incarceration of 10-years should receive a §5,000-530,000 

Appearance Bond. Alfiant’s alleged erime received a maximum $-years incarceration yet was 

sot ot $150,000, Due to it alveady going well beyund 48-Hours before affiant was afforded 

an inftial hearing, Judge Bell was oldigated to issning an appearance bond of $5,000 or 

relensing affiant on his personal recopnizance, 

) Affiant makes claims of improper influence being the key factor in what had ocowred and that 

this maove had likely been decided upen just prior to the initial hearing commencing 

Affiant reasserts his claims of needing to get his daughter out of an ill-brought, frsudulent, and 

deceptive chancery court matter which just so happened to be coincidentally piled on at the same 

time to firther stack the deck. Upon pleading out following extended mental toriure, Lafuyelte 

County Officials insisted on & banishment being a stipulation in order to et rid of their 

problem and source of liability for at loast the newly elected mayor's first term, along
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with fully disarming him, and insisting upon the signing of a covenant to not sue 

Lafayette County and Oxford employess and officials, Sheriff's Department, and The 

Lynch’s. However, exeulpatory evidence of innocence existed all along, and that a 

preliminary hearing was never afforded. Bond was set disproportionately and 

unconstitutionally high in a clear violation of the 8" Amendment to the Federal 

Constitution ss the bond set at $150,000 was thres fimes higher than the established 

guidelines stated even for an alleged crime that could see twice the potential length of 

ingarceration if found guilty. A motion for Habeas Corpus seeking bail reduction was 

filed June 5, 2017 alleging that Affiaul was illegally confined and restrained of liberty 

in the Lafayette County Detention Center with bail in the amount of $150,000 and 

that confinement was illegal because bail was excessive, oppressive and beyond the 

financial means of Affiant or his family and loved ones. This Habeas Corpus Petition 

placed Lafayette County on nolice of violations of the Eighth and Fourteenth 

Amendments to the United States Constitution and §§ 26 and 29 of the Mississippi 

Constitution at that lime. At the bare minimum, this motion commanded that the 

Sheriff produce the affiant and show good cause why he shoubd not be discharged from 

such illepal confinement lmmedintely or have his bond reduced to a constitutional amount. 

The Habeas Corpus was approved to proceed in forma pauperis on June T, 2017. 

However, the approved petition was never proceeded upon and coincidentally Affiant 

was never even informed that this petition was filed on his behalf much less approved. 

Approximately 2 months after plea was entered, A Psychologist in Tupelo, whom was 

the referring doctor for Lafayctte County Chancery Court, noteted coercion an his 

report as the chief reason for such plea. In the following months and years npon the 

discavery of additional facts and evidence, Lafayette County primarily through its 

most Sheriff Joseph East has refused to provide equal protections under its laws
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and stands accused of continued intentional deprivation of the Alfiant’s civil rights in 

a continued insistence on covering its tracks and shifting guilt with the help of 

malicious prosecution and preferential prosecution through the knowing introduction 

and use of perjurious testimony in order to contrive another highly immoral, unlwwful, 

und unconstitutional conviction. Through a plethora of discovered evidence that has 

surfaced, it would more than appear that East has had direct involvement in all that 

has transpired dating back to May of 2017 while under his prior command and title 

of Chief of Police lor Oxford Police Department. Affiant states he had no prior run 

in’s nor issues with East prior to his retwm to Oxford in 2020, and that evidence now 

demonstrates an ill intont and foul play clearly demonstrated by East and directed at 

affiant unbeknownst at the time to him. Affiant awaits his guilty plea being declared 

Involuntary due bo a complete denial of his procedural due process rights, guaranteed by the 

United States and State of Mississippi Constitutions. Afffant clims this deprivation of rights 

due to a1l accused in combination wilk the coercion tactics places Lafayette County and its 

Officials in Direct violniion of Sinie and Federal Law, malking his plea involuntary and void 

and a violation of State Law which the State and County shonld never have been allowed fo 

be in receipt of in the frst place. 

That on July 7, 2020 Affit filed his post-conviction relief in Lafayetie County Circuit Court 

seeling complete reversal of his plea based on stated violations he became aware of. The judge 

assigned was Judpe Jobhn Kelly Lather. On July 30, 2020 Civenit Court Judge Kelly Lather 

DENIED affiant’s motion for reliel which was brought with merit, in good timing, and in the 

camect court and jurisdiction. Afflant alleges that his post-comviction relief motion was 

prejudicially denied with bissness and favorability shown to the respondent, as the grownds an 

which post-conviction relief was brought along with the alleged fraud conducted by the State and
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Lafaystte County not only warranted but tumed Righly prejudicial against the affient when county 

officials contrived a fraudulent conviction in 2017 and beyond negligent and in fact injuricus upon 

the affiant when Lafayette County Circuit Court refused to hold an evidentiary hearing or looke at 

any fact stated when constitutional rights violations through complete procedural dus process 

Fighits were alleged amounter to even more deprivation and even whal now is alleged s acomplete 

chilling of constitutional rights of all citizens through a complete refisal of the aqual protections 

of the law, Up util 8/12/2020, the assigned judge on the post-conviction relief was Judge Kent 

Smith, However, Judge Tohn Kelly Luther continued showing an interest in affiant’s matiess by 

way of coming in to DENY esch motion submitted despite the assignment of the case belonging 

to Kent Smith. Affiant fled a motion for recusal on §/12/2020 and upon submission of this motion, 

{he official record was ALTERED to then reflect Joln Kelly Luther as the ussigned judge. This 

was ceriainly = mther larpe cause for concei. 

Between July, 2021 and Augnst, 2021, 1, Matthesy Oliver Reardon, had oblained press credentials, 

further  providing otTh':a] motice that [ was a vecognized and credentialed 

Roportet/Photographer/Journalist 5= a meniber in good standing with the Constitution First 

Amendment Press Association for independent work in joumalism and reporting. It Was around 

this time that Lafayette County officials appeared as if their authority had been challenged, 

however it begins to become clear that a cleur abuss of power by Local Government Officials 

would be the culprit. A simple, basic understanding and Enowledge of our Constitutional rights 

yields the fundamestal right to petition the Government for Redress is and always has been 

inherently vested in, and derived from the people. All povemment of right eriginates with the 

people, is founded upon their will only, and is instituted solely for the good of the whaole, 

Tusthermere, the people of this state have the inherent, sols, and exclusive right to regulate the
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internal government and police thereof, This is a guaranteed right of all citizens of the state under 

Article 3 Section 6, yot angther basic vipht requiring no credentials 

On 11/4/2021 Affiant went Lo trial for 9 separate charges placed against him by Lafayette County 

Sherifl's Department and his ex, Phyllis “Liz" Crowder. 2 of the 9 charges came from a situation 

tesulting in an alleged Disorderly Conduct and Resisting Avrest December 27, 2020 an amall was 

sent to Sheriff Bast with “Criminal Conspiracy”™ in the subject like: repoting alleged crimes 

involving the harboring and exploitation of Affiant’s firstborn child (LER) which was opened 

approximately 2-hours later by the Sherifl. An investigation and assistance in stopping it was 

requested. et no response came from Sheriff East and this is the sule reason that brought affiant 

1o the Sherill's Department seeking assistance of the sheaifl dug the alleged crimes continuing fo 

te committed. Affiant claims the complaints alleged were ill-brought, retaliatory, and relied upen 

mob-domination and the knowing use and introduction of perjored testimany by Ledayette County 

Shariffs Department; in particular Deputies Dixon and 'Tidwell; and that both pefuious and 

defamatory statements weve given under oath by the Lafayette County Sherifl Joay Fast, Affiant 

attests that a sloppy, inconsistent investigation attributed {o three of the nine charges allaged by 

Deputies Beavers and Williford, and that evidence was never properly preserved by Lafayelte 

Counly Sheriff's Department for the purposes of trial. 

On December 3, 2021 Affiant filed a cover page and motion seeking complete dismissal of 

conviction rendered and citing well cited mnd established federal and state law supporting his 

position that his Due Process Rights had again been violated by the county and that the new 

convictions must be sef aside, On Decomber &, 2021, Affiant had discovered that the assipned
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judgze (Ket Smith) had once apgain been changed in the system to reflect John Kelly Luther. Ina 

non-threatening, non-accusatory way alfiant simply tried to get an understanding of where or who 

could be responsible for this important record supposedly andomly assipned vin algorithm 

changing, Circuit court clerk Jeff Bushy pot highly defensive and advised Chyna Sinervo to not 

answer any of affiant's questions, when affiant was sinply falfilling his civil duty in petitioning 

the povernment for redress of o major grievance. At this time Bushy gets an his cell phone and 

presumably contacts Sheriff Joey East who within approximately S-minvles time is caplured of 

video pulling up, getting vut of his car, and telling affient to not go buck into circuit court unless 

e had something o file bociuse he was “disturbing their business”. The follawing day, December 

7, 2021 East reported to Communicare employee Rachel Aloom knowingly fulse and damning 

statements in arder o get Communicare to seck Judicial Commitment of affiant bused on the lies 

given, The affidavit is approved and signed off by Judge Luwrence Liltle and immediately after, 

two depitias go on the hunt to find and ke affiant into cnstody on the newly signed writ. This 

happens shortly after as Affiant, his wife, and stepdaughter arrive home and is captared oo video, 

Affiani states the Judicial Commitment was frnudulent and stemmed from false information 

repurted by Lafayetic County Sheriffs Depariment und it's Sheriff Joey Fast in order to cover up 

a matter of concern which affiant was secking answess to, dnd that this particulurly filed matier in 

circuitcourt is a matter of interest to the Lufaystte County Sheriff adding motive b ths highly 

jmmoral move nvolving the communication of lies to Alcom. This was a dangerous attack ot the 

freedoms and liberties of & private citizen and member of the press during the commission 

constilutionally protected activity. 

Sheriff Joseph B, East, you ave alleged to be in violation of your oath of offlice, the national 

and state Constitutions, and fn clear violation of the following kaws/statutes: 

1) Section 802 of the Patriot Act which clearly defines a domestic terrorist.
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2) Title 4 U.S.C. 101 - Oath by members of leglshufures and officers. 

3} Title 18 U.5.C. section 241 - Conspiracy ngainst rights. 

4) Titte 18 U.5.C. section 242 - Deprivation of rights under color of law, 

5) Title 18 U.5,C. 1038 - False information and hoaxes. 

6] Titte 18 U.5.C. 1001 - statements ov entries gencrally. 

7) Tiile 18 U.5,C, - 1503 inflnencing or injuring officer or juror generally. 

B) Tiile 18 1.5, section 15120 - Engages in misleading conduct. 

9) Title 18 1.5.C. section 2071 - concealment, removal, or mutilation generally, 

10) Title 26 1.8.C. section 7214 - offenses by officers and employees of the United States. 

14) Tithe 42 - 1U.8.C. section 1983 - Civil rights action for deprivation of rights. 

12) Tifle 42 1.8.C., gection 1985 (3) - eonspiracy to interfere with civil rights. 

13) Tithe 42 TL.8.C. 2000 (x). Civil rights act of 1871, 

14) Title 42 1L5.0, section 1986 - Action for neglect fo preven! 

Bection 802 of the USA PATRIOT Act (Pub. L. No. 107-52) Expanded the definition of terrorism to cover 

“domestic," as oppased lo international, tesrorism. A person engages in domestio ferrorisi i they do an 

act "dimgerous to luman 1ife" that is a violation of the criminal Taws of a state or the United States, if the 

aet appears 10 be intended to: (i) intimidate or coerce a civilian population; (i) infloence the policy of a 

povertiment by intimidation or cosrcion; 

Lastly, current policing, fining, arresis and harassment throughout Lafaysite County, MS is in violaton 

of not only First Amendment “sbridging the right of people to peaceably assemble” but more narrowly! 

Title 18 U.8.C., Seciion 242- Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law: Whoever, under color of any 

law, statute, ordinance, regulation, or custom, willlully subjects any person in any State, Territory,
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Commeiiwealth, Possession, or District to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured 

or protected by the Constitution or Juws of the United Stales, or (o different punishments, paios, o 

penalties, on account of such person being #n alien, or by resson of his color, or race, than are preseribed 

for the punishment of citizens, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than one year, or both;, 

and if bodily injury results from the acts commitéed in violation of this section of if such acts include the 

use, sttempied use, or threatened use of & dangerous weapon, explosives, or fite, shall be fined mmder this 

title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; and il deaih resulis from the acts committed in 

violation of this section or if such acts include kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, agpravated sexual 

ahuse, or an aitempt to commit agpravated sexual abuse, or an attempl to kill, shall be fned under this 

title, or imprisoned for any tevm of years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced to death. 

Due o your unconstitutional actions and draconian  measures as described thvoughout  this 

Affidavit/Declaration, you have invoked the referenced Sections 3 & & of the 14th Amendment, As such 

yeu have fawfully vacated your office and forfeited all benafits {hereof, inchuding salary and pension. 

Lawfiul notification has been provided to you stating that if' you do not rebut the statemets, charges and 

averments made in this AtfidavitDeclaration, then, you tacitly agree writh and admit to them. Pursuant to 

that Tawlul notification, if you disagres with anyihing stated under oath in this AtfidavitDeclaration of 

"Pruth, then rebut to me that with which you disagree, with pasticalarity, within (15) fifleen days of receipl 

{hereof, by means of your own wrilten, nolarized affidavit of troth, based on specific, e, relovant fact 

and valid law to support your disagreemenl, sttesting Lo your rebuttal and supportive positions, us valid 

and lawfial, under the pains and penalties of perjury under {he laws of tiie United States of America and 

{he State of Mississippi. An unrebutted affidovit stands as truth and fact before any courl. Your failure to 

respond, as stipulated, is your tacit agreement with and admission 1o the fact that everyihing in this 

AfidavitDeclaration of Truth is true, correct, legal, v ful, and is your irrevocable admission sitesting to
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this, fully binding wpon you in eny conrt of law in Americs, without your protest, objection and that of 

those who represent you. 

This AfMdavit stands as notice of Pending Litigation and as such will be forwarded to the Office of the 

Attorney General to provide such notice of infenl. This AMidavit and your rasponse or lack thereof will 

accompany the Federal complaint which will be filed 15-Days fiom today 

Affiani Further sayeth naogh 

All Rights Reserved, 

FEET | 
Matthew Oliver Reavdon, Alfiant/Dectaran Dane 

NOTARY STATEMENT 

In the State of Mississippi, 

County of Lafayette 

1 swear that on this 3rd day of January, 2022 the above-named Affiant/Dreclarant, Matibew Oliver 

Reardon, personally appeared before me, and of his own free will, signed and executed this 

AdfidavitDreclaration of Trafh, 

[l .?ama;m 
F 

Aedn. — § TINA JoHwsow | 
1ary Public 

My Commission Expires 

Seal:
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PRODF OF SERVICE 

Camt | Coun: 
L2 LAFAFITI COUS Y CHRAIIT G 

titioner: MATVHEW REARITN Defendant f Respantent: 
STATEOFMISSISSIFR i 
Fn 
APPIIANIT ©F TRLITH FOIL INMEDINTE SERVIGE TO SHERIEF FAST l 

[T boe srvnd upon: - = l 

SHINARRIOTY EAST = . 

LABATETTE COURNTY BOARD OF SUFERVIAOLS 

§, Mutther Reandon, served thee AFFIDAVIT OF TRUTE FOILIMMEDIATE SERYICITO SHERIFE FAST upen Ehe peeson reamied sty i e 

misnnes sei farth below 

PERSCMAL SERVICE. | personally delivened COpis 10 Lafaysite Cousty Nossd Awsmnay Ravid Oflcenell an |amuay 4, 3001 in prevon and condirmed via 

elextrant¢ comumunieariun fied wih this paool of srvice, wheen 1 fonmd ssid wsibogtasd Individusd in |afapene County M3 

Address whene served: 30 Nonb Lamar, Oxford. M3 38655 

Persnally sppoared hofore me the undersigned althority in and for the stae of County aforesain. the within named Mathew fewdon whe 
Inedn; first by e uly seorn stides om oath that the matters and facts set Forth in the feragaing "Pronf OF Sesvice” are trus and Corred 44 
thorein stated. 

Mok Qeardsn iy, o O 
?“’@-"L‘R.—E"z‘i‘. nmission Expires fan. 22024 

g
 

LAFAYETTE COUNTY 
FILED 
APR Q1 2012 

%'? 
< R 

[ ne
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Service of Affidavit/Declaration to East 

¥ Matt Reardon <matt@mattreardon.com: 
bizd ) Tue, 04 Jan 2022 3:14:43 PM 0600 

To "Dodonnel® <dodonnell@claytanodonnel.com= 

Ce "least” <jeastilafayettecoms.coms> 

Tags & 

1 Attachment 

Affidavit-Dedaration-of-Truth-Reardon-to-East-fled-copy.pdf 

Mr O'Donnell, 

Wanld yon kindly accept formal service of this affidavit which I gave you a copy of last might, and 

tender it over to Sheriff? 

1f Sheriff Fast is willing to take direct reeeipt of it electronically through acknowledgement, that will 
also worl. 

1 don't believe that I should have to inear any additional burdens and costs simply in making sore 
that the Sheriff, an elected Government Official, is properdy provided this docament which is time 
sensitive in order for him to provide any response he wishes 

All My Best, 

)z - 
Matt Reardon 
Founder of Outlawed Productions 
Producer & Creator of Zifing With The Outiow 

662-550-9752 

A MUST READ!! READMY STORY HERE > https://ridingwiththeoutlow.com/ny- 

storyl/ 

See the latest court filings, articles, evidence and video releases 
at RIINGWITHTHEQUTLAW.COM 
"When Freedom is Outlawed, Only The Outlaws Will Be Free"
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RE: Service of Affidavit/Declaration to East 

Matt Reardon <matt@mattreardon.com= 

Tue, 04 Jan 2072 3:29:04 BM -0600 

To "David O'Donnell” =dodannel@claytonodonned,com= 

Tags & 

Thank you gir, 

Plaase lob me know i you and/or the County Board of Supervisoes wishes to discuss, address, and 

potentially resalve any of the daims that are made over the following a-weeks Hme, victual or in 

persan, prior to me proceeding forward on the alleged complaints. 

All My Best, 

)z 
Matt Reardon 
Founder of Outlawed Productions 
Producer & Creator of [ding With The Outiew 

hb2-550-9752 

A MUST READ!! READ MY STORY HERE > hittps://ridingwithiheoutloau.cimny/my- 
story 

See the Intest court filings, articles, evidence and video releases 

al RIDINGWLEETTHROUTLAW,.COM. 

"When Freedom is Outlmved, Only The Outlaws Will Be Free" 

- Om Tue, 04 Jan 2022 15:19:55 -0600 David 0'Donnell 

<dodonnell @claytpnodonnellcom> wrote —- 

Lo 
Matt: 

| acknowledge my receipt of the affidavit immediately following yesterday aftrrmoon’s Board of Supervisor's 

meeting. | will provide a copy to Sheriff East, 

David 0. O'Doanell 
Clayton O Donnell PLLC 

1403 Van Buren Avenue 
Sulte 103 

Oxford, Ms. 38655 

dadagnellgdaytonadannelloomn 

1(662) 234-0800
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Mo Response 

Matt Reardon <mati@mattreardon.com:> 
o Vv, 19 lan 2022 1132:41 AM -0600 

o "Dodonnel” <dodannel@claytonodonnell.coms= 

Tags & 

David, 

Would T he correct in my assumption that the Sheriff chose not to rebut or give any response to the 

Affidavit filed on 1/3/22? 

1 wold like to direct yonr attention toa particular Supreme Court case which 1 believe is going to be 

a highly relied upon case regarding everything that transpired in December and Lafayette Coonty’s 

continued well documented deprivation of significant procedural and substantive due process rights 
which when combined with all other Civil/Constitutional rights violations that have occarred create 
one of the darkest of elouds which currently hangs over Lafayette County. 

The case in partieular was a landmark decision of the US Supreme Gourt in mental health law nuling 
that a state cannot constitufionally confing a non-dangerous individual who is capabrle of surviving safely 

In freedom by themselves or with the help of wiling and responsible family membars or fiands. 

0 Conmor v. Donaldson, 420 US 563 

As I'm sure you are aware of, it was lies and abstruction tactics tendered to an employee of 

Communicare by the Sheriff in response to my finding the assigned Judge mysterionsly changed on 
‘my current case which appeals the rulings in Justice Court. T am also sure you are aware of the 

interest Sheriff East has in this case being that he and his deputies gave sworn testimony in open 

court which turned out to be perjired and to also include defamatory statements made by the Sheriff 

himself. In light of the county being in receipt of press credentials T maintain on multiple oceassions 

now, this move adds a quite interesting and unique twist to everything in that it wasn't only a private 

citizen whom had his rights viciougly attacked by a county government, but 2 member of the press in 

order to prevent the discovery and reporting of pertinent information regarding my own filed legal 

matter. | AMCONFIDENT THAT THESE MAJOR INTENTIONALLY ACTED UPON 

OCCURRENCES REMOVE ANY CLAIMS OF IMMUNITY ON THE CLAIMS ASSOCIATED 

Also, given the events that have transpived and eontinne on to this day along with the righta 

that have been affected, no state court conld poesibly provide proper relief needed. Not to 

mention there is substantial legialation overhaul badly needed in Mississippi, in particular it's 

maontal health Taws and the completely immoral exploitation of them by officials and employeces 

of the Joeal Governments within, This is something in particular T take a key interest in and if 

need be will take all the way to the Supreme Court: although [ fesl like there is enough 

supportive case law supporting it which which makea it not necessary, 

the error from which these petitioners suffered was a denial of rights 

guaranteed against invasion by the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments, 

rights reoted in the Bill of Rights, offered and championed in the
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Congress by James Madison, who told the Congress that the 

"independent” federal courts would be the "guardians of those rights." 

Thapman v, California, 386 ULS. 18, 21 

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE: 
1¥ THE COUNTY WISHES TO DISCUSS POSSIBLE SETTLEMENT ON THESE MAJOR 

ISSUES AT HAND, RIGHT NOW IS THE TIME FOR THOSE DISCUSSIONS TO TAKE 

PLACE. ONCELITIGATION ON THESE ISSUES COMMENCES, FULL DI
SCLOSURE oN 

ALL PERFAINING ISSUES WILL OCCUR AND I WILL BE SEEKING PRESENTATION 

OF ALL FACI'S AND INFORMATION TO A JURY PANEL IN SEEKING AN AWARDIN 

DAMAGES BOTH COMPENSATORY AND PUNITIVE 

All My Best, 

iz 4 
Matt Reardon 
Founder af Outlmuoed Productions 

Producer & Creator of Riding With The Cutlaw 

Hb2-550-97 52 

A MUST READIf READ MY STORY HERE > !lfl;}:.':,a",-*awhh'ngmitfih‘muu.l-lrmxmmfmu- 

slory,/ 

See the latest court filings, articles, evidence and video releascs 

at RIDINGWITHTHEQUTLAW.COM, 

"When Freedom is Outlawed, Only The Outlaws Will Be Free”



Case: 3:22-cv-00050-SA-JMV Doc #: 16-1 Filed: 06/13/22 66 of 74 PagelD #: 211 

Case; 3:22-cv-00050-SA-IMV Doc #: 1-1 Filed: 04/06/22 20 of 28 PagelD #: 62 

Read: No Response 

dodonnel@claytonodonnel.com 
PO Wed, 19 Jan Z022 10:55:31 AM -0600 

To "Matt Reardon® <matt@mattreard oh.com> 

Tegs & 
Security 3 TLS Leamn more 

Your messags 

To: David O'Donnell 
Subject: Mo Response 
Sent: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 10:32:40 AM (UTC-06:00) Cantral Time (US & Canada) 

was read on Wednesday, Janusry 19, 2022 10:55:25 AM (UTC-06:00) Central Time (US & Canada). 

Final-reciplent; RFCA22; dodonnel@claytonodonnell.com 
Dispasition: automatic-action/MDN-sent-automaticatly; displayed 
X-MSExch-Correlation-Key: zlAWsDlylUDcoL GoTeDglw== 

Original-Message-10: 
<17e732ee62e.eB88265 1565365.65401070810930 7698 1@ mattreardon.com:> 

¥-Display-Name: David O'Donnell
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Aok <3 | 

icling “With The OQuliceo 
ATTR LA i TLAN, T (O TLA fEE AU ro 

Vebruury 7th, 2022 

Via Email Only 

Dr Sandy Hogers 0 Chancellor Lawrenca Littls 

Fxeputive Director of Prezidding Juilge over nvaluntasy Conmiunemt 

Communicare 152 ME-7 Lafyuile County Chancery Court 

Cixford, MS 98655 

RE: Primdulent lnveluntary Judicial Commitment Stemming from False Tuformation 

URGENT NOTICE PROVIDED, PLEASE TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION 

Tz Dir Rogers, 

Tetwesn the date of December 6, 2021 and December 7, 2021 an employes of Communicare by the 

name of Rachel Alcom cime in receipt of inaceurate, untra, and defamutory infomition grees tas har 

by Lufiryette County Sheriffs Department which she sobmowledged hod boen sourced by the Lafuyette 

County SheelfE, Jovy Enst himself, This in tum set off's series of avents o Tollow, whish in fam brongght 

bt irgeparabile injury while hindering e dus cousse of justics snd as o resulk broadened tie scops 

of all which currently transpires. In the intorest of frmnspareacy into all of this, 1'd like to make it 

kemowen thial this cntis fissco wis sreated based upon the fuct that for the second ime in approximately 

ane year’s time, 1 had discovered an important record that was: frensclulently sitered in Lafayetic County 

Civcuit Cowrt, Finding out how this record could have changed fnd who could be responsible fir 

changing it wos and still is two very inportant questions (0 me as thaee smrme thing has happencd now 

wiy both cusrently opan filed mutters of mine in Lafayetto County Circrit Conrt. Fo maks mators cven 

worse, T hve Tdeatified numerons picees of miecurate information reported by amerher enployes of 

Communicsne by the name of Stacey Waites whom conducted the intake af the Lafayctie County 

Detention Center on December Sth, 2021, Then thers js the absolutcly bizans oottion snd reasoning 

by the Doctor snd Murse Practitioner via remote video conference which when combived with the facts 

st Al other errensous and obooxious mattens st hund lead mo o believing that everything that 

franspired was the rosult of heavily politicized persecation for me having the drive and focus that 1 

v on ull current onguing legal matters T um involved . Particularly whea this Doctor netated on 

his report that T was “very prevcoupied with ongoing legal cases” anc dggeribed my condition ay 

e LS g TR E», 
P WY BRI o i L 
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Bipolar with “delusions” in his report recommending in-paticot gommitment, To falt me for being 

pre-nccupicd with ongoing legel cases s absolutely hidiccous when factoring in that Tam having to 

pertorm the work of an atigmey dug 1o ngt being able to afford the monnmental costs an stormey 

‘wonlid charge to represent me in two supreme court appeals, two cirenit court matters, & chancery courl 

mnntter, & recently wrapped up Justice Conrt miatter, 2nid at 4 bare mizinom now ons pending District 

Couit Matter, Being “pre-occupied with ongoing legal cases” should be fully expected of anyone 

currently engaged in moliple lagal batthes in moftiple venes such os 1 am, pacticuludy when that 

individsal happens o be representing hinself i seeking full vindication from s complete miscmige 

of justice that transpined in 2007 which continues to be exacerbiled through continued lics tendered 

by Latayette County Officials and in particubar Sheriff East whom in fact played s hand in o]l that has 

wwourred duting back o May of 2017, Contrary to the opinion of this Doetor and your staff whom 

nover fact checked anything, the claims T hive mads and prodoced a plothora of evidenee supporting 

are oot "Conspiteey Theories" or "Delusions™, nor ave Tever "Provoled anyana with my minor child" 

s the affidavit and reports following attested to. These aro insinuations end chareter assessinations 

that Lafayetts County snd in partiealar its sherfff wantod to have comvayed wihich at lenst temporariiy 

it was suceessful in doing theough full exploitation of the State of Mississippi's mental bewith laws jnd 

through the sssistance of your employees and conbiaclors workisg on behalf of your organization at 

the expense of my rghts ad lihesties. The negligent scts of your employees have sought to demonize 

Tawful, authorized, snd constitutioneily protected activity fhiough the pushing of o nerrative that was 

distasteful wnd untrue. 

[ am an independent credentialed member of the press whorm bas taken on e ole of mvestigating wnd 

Teporting the comapt acts demonstrated by this county while fully documenting my journey in seeking 

fill vindication snd my credentials have beeo on file with the County and Sheriffs Department, so this 

WaS D0 [iew gccmmence o surprise, For your convenionce T am attaching a copy to this ketter so that 

they again are on file in one more place i this county. The most unfortumate consequence, however, 

i that employces of Commmnicire through not propedy follewing polivy and procedure as it wlates 

to state and federal law hmve now directly aided amd provided sssistance to cortuin Lafiyotte Connty 

Officiala aud in particalar Sheriff East in their attempt to “cover up™ and abscond Gom theic wrongfil 

deeds, As aresult of such [have lost all trast in your organizaiion and ils staff, and honestly who could 

blame me? 

The State of Mississippi's Meotal Health luws sre outdated und T finnly believe thut what bas 

{ranspived hese demonstrates e lovel of caze for the State and County Governments o exploit their 

own system, and through doing so heve done o pristine job of exposing its major faws, The process
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for initisting Civil Commitment provesdings is defailod out in M5 Code 41-21-65. In that it slates: 

If amy person |5 alleged to be in et of treatment, any refative of the person, or any interasted 

person, may make affidavit of that fact and shall fle the Uniform Civil Commitrnent Afficavit 

weith the dherlc of the chancery eourt of the caunty in which th person alleged to be @ need of 

treatment resides, but the chancellor or duly appointed special master may, in his or her 

diseration, hear the matter in the county in which the person say be found, The affidavit shall 

<et foreh the name and adidress of the proposed patlents nearest relatives and whether the 

proposed patlent resides or has wislation rights with any minor children, if known, and the 

peasons for the affidavit. The affidavit must contain factual descriptions af the propased 

patient’s recent behalor, incheding a description of the behavior, where £ oocurred, and over 

wihat periad of time It acoured, if known. Each factual atlegation may be supported by 

nhsarvations of witnesses named in the affidait. 

“The requiirements in this simply wers not met, nor were they wyer justificd, Mot only was the Aflidavit 

not supported by any numed witnesses, but ihe unfine procedure was botehed by ther affinnt attesting 

unaler sworn affidavit to nea-factual olyimy along with claims that were in fet constilutiomally 

protected and ordained particulardy for an indopendeat credentinled member of the press in the 

performance of his dutics, which (hy Lafuyctio County through s officials nor emplayess of 

Communicare had any such right to interfers with and hinder. Further, he affidavit and reports to 

filhowy wers comprised of judgmental snd conclusory stitzmeats that wers uatrue in naturs and relicd 

primiatily o information stemining from en outside party whom wos never named as requined under 

\he b stalute, Fortmatcly, in one mensure of good fith, there is a listed mposition of penaltics 

appainat false affidavits being filed in bad faith fior 1 moalicious purpose i that: 

The prohibition against charging the affiant other fees, crpenses, oF cost shall not preciuds 

the impasition of manatary. criminal penaties under Section 41-21-107 or any ather arlminal 

siatute, oF the impositicn by the chancelor of manetary persities for confempt iF the affiant 

s fousnd to have filed an Intentionally false affidavic or fled the affidavie in bad faith for a 

makcious purpose, 

A State Law cannot be held constitgtional if it directly infringes on estublished luw on a Fedoral Level 

fo incliede if that parbcubr Taw/legislation deprives o cilizen of any constilubivnal right or mmy 

giaranteod Due Process Right — o include Substantive in that s citieen is subjected to the undue 

deprivation of life, liberty, of property. A finding of "meatal illness” alone cannot ustify a Sive's 

lotking a person up agsivst his will sd keeping bim iudefinitely in simple eustodial confinement.
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Assunning it that term can be given & reasonably precise content and that the "mentally ill* can be 

identified with rensonable nocurmcy, there is still vo constitutional basia for confining soch pemons 

invelungarily if they are dangerous o ne one und cun live safely in freedom, The matter at hamd was 

disided upon in Davidson vs O'Connor, 1 Landmark US Supreue Court cesy, which Stated in shait, 

# State cannot comstitutionaly confing without more 8 non-dangerous individunl who is cupable of 

surviving safily in ficedom by himself or with the holp of willing and responzible family members or 

frienuls. The question was then posed, muy the State fonee in the harmiess mentolly il sulely to save 

iy citizens from exposdrs to those whose ways are different? One might ag well ask if the State, to 

wvoidd public umease, could incarcorate ol whe s physically unattmctive or sovially eccentric, Mere 

pulilic intolernee or animosity eannot constimtionnlly justify the deprivation of a persoa's physical 

fiberty. See, e g, Cohen v. Californin, 403 TS, 15, 24 -26; Costes v. City of [422 U5, 563, 576] 

Cincinnati, 402 1.5, 611, 615; Streal v. New York, 394 US. 576, 92; of, IL5. Dept, of Agriculture 

v. Moreno, 413 TLE, 528, 534, 

In conclusion, the flaws which ooomred in this matter have not onby violsted the mental health laws 

stabiiabied by the state of Mississippi, but have created & muteral bresch of substantive dys process 

rights poaranteed to all sitizens and protected wnder federad Jaw. As such, you are hereby requested 1o 

review and moviss your cument policies within the following 7 days in ovder to bring them into 

cotplisnce with not only state Tawy but federl Law as well in order (o cireumvent 3 similar matter from 

qegurring in the fiture and to provide in writing any offered changes to such policies. In addition, s 

shuind abuove, plesse take appropriate sefion to produce and preserve any and ull informution associated 

with the tncident below to inchude any information describing the incident below that i maintaied by 

Communicars andior sny of its employees o inehode swy individual subeontracted out. This 

preservation should inclade afl audio recondings taken during intake, any documentution/notes tiken, 

wndd naty comempnication reganding (e mutter sent andior received keading up bo and inghuding the final 

dotermination being mads to nvohatanly commit Matthew Reardon to a state bospital facility on 

December 9, 2021, 

My Fest Regards, 

Matthew Reardon 

642-550-9752 

Videa Ducunsenting all that ocewrred s December 6, 2021 aong with supporting evidence nuay be viewed online at: 

T TE AW O FTLA T TR TLE AT OO T T 
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PRESS ID 
Carle de Presse / Pase de Prensa / Presseausweis 

Credentialed Reporter / Photographer 

Matthew Reardon 

Is a Reporter / Photographer and a 

member in good standing with the 

Constitution First Amendment 

Press Association (CFAPA.org) 

Issue Date: 

July 01, 2021
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Do not hinder, exclude, or block the view of this journalist in the 

exercise of the long-established and court-recognized 1st 

Amendment right to be present at and to photograph or film 
any event in any public place. See: Perry Education 

Association v, Perry Local Educators” Association. (1983) 

1st Amendment: “Congress shall make no law respecting an 

establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise 

thereof: or abridging the freedom of speech, or of the press; or 

the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition 

the Government for a redress of grievances.” (Enacted by 

Congress on December 15, 1791.) 

Any officer or public official who deprives another of their 1st 

Amendment rights is personally and departmentally subject to 

suit for civil damages for deprivation of rights. Per 42 U.S.C. § 

1983, "every person” who under color of law deprives another 

person of his civil rights is liable for civil damages.) See: 

Piarson v. Ray, 386 U.S. 547 (1967) — a U.S. Supreme Court 
case. Also see: Monell v. Department of Social Services, 

wherein the U.S. Supreme Court held that municipalities and 

local governments can be sued if the action was attributable to 
an official policy. 

Law enforcement officers, public officials, and public 

employees do not enjoy absolute immunity. 

Copyright 2014, Constitution First Amendment Press 

Association. (CFAPA.org) - All Rights Reserved. 

CFAPA is not liable or responsible for the actions of its 
' independent members. 
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e AI) 
(FILED CERTIFICATE OF EXAMMING PHYSICIN/PSYCHOLOGIST 

E} H *’Dk ‘11"'&'“':33 and Sjfl.llrufl _LP t!ii:"_'h do hereby 

WBiabofe 2 B ot DRUEM 1T 202 we conducted a 

T} 

F}E(:zwlTa,ra!,phwm examination of fii.b} Hytw E'gg [dg,y_f 

L;%‘ € County, Mistspgl, and that It s our oginion that said m@ not) 

t“mwmmmflhlnm. mnmpmnulul\rdm.ribedn B PoS (o5 de__rlm_j [‘.r,,n[[ 

mantifested by: 

Y oy disturbed bnasioe(aulcy parceptions. and poses 2 substantial lkelthaed o 

phytical parrm: 

1] 

if! by ricent Thiwats or atlempts ko haom self o gthers. 

{'7{ by Taifare 10 provide necesary care for sel! 

< andl 

N 
. - 

g\ regUkTy (reatment ta prevent furiher disabiiey or detarloration. 

] 

Sald me \91" nothIn need of obsarvation, dhgnosis, and treatment through: 

flh\ml.m Treatment/Hosphtalration (JCourt Ordered Cutpationt Services at Communicare 

Facty supparting these findings indude: fli an) A3 
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