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PLAINTIFF MATTHEW OLIVER REARDON, HEREAFTER SHALL B
REFERENCED TO AS “PLAINTIFF* BRINGS THIS ACTION ALLEGING:

INTRODUCTION

The basis of this lawsuit is founded in principle and already setded case law surmunduig
deprivation of Bbery and the consttuticonality of contraversial state mental health laws.
This complaing alleges numerous constiutional aghts viplations under the 1" amendment,
the 4" amendment, the 5™ amendment, and the 14% amendment’s substantive sght
liberry other than by Due Process of Law. Plantil suffered wreparable anpory fom bwvo
separate incidents in which the State of Mississippi's Mental Health Laws were exploited
by state actors in order 1o depove the plaintiff of his fest amendment rght to pettien the
government for eedress of grievances among other nghts mcludrg b substntive vight m
he feve from continwed confinement as well as his dght o hberty. This complamt detaids
out numersws constitutional rights violaons s well as it wcorpozates well setthed case kaw
on this similar set of cvents, As such it requires a trial o be Geiliated and for the oer of
fact, the jury, w hear the case. Although ot currently raised, in anticipation of any LT
fior cisrnassal which my be aised by any Defendant and presented o this honomble court,
MaisitEE caises the followinge ser of facts The Ninth Cireuit has nuled, that when reviewing
a Hule 12{b)(6) motion, a federal court mist “rake as troe all allogations of maeral et
<iated in the complaint and construe them in the light most Bvorable o the MATTIOY
party” Wirshaw v, Xoma Corp., T4 193d 935, 987 (ih Cie. 1996). As the Supreme Court
has stated, "[rhe ssue is not whether a plaina (T will ultimately prevail but whether the
clairmsnt i entithed o offer evidence in suppoct of the chaims. Indeod, it may appear on the

face of the pleadings that a recovery is very remote and unlikely bt ehiat 15 not the wese”
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Schewer v, Rhodes, 416 U5 232, 236 (1974). Rather, "a complunt shoald not be dismissed
for Failure to stare & chiim unlbess it appears beyond doubt that the planatl ean prove no
set of fges m support of s chom which worald entitke him m relich” Conley v Gibrson,
355 115, 41, 45-46 (1957, The: teial court must view the evidence and all inferences drawn
in the light most frvorable to the pluntff, Any Reasonabile doubsas o whethee the plainnff
produced sufficient evidence of the wrong(s) alleged must be resolved i the plunuft's
fivor and the maotion to dismiss denied. As this honomble eourt i3 aware, Heview of a
dismissal in the onset is a de novo review., In this ease the eourt accepts all allegations of
the complaint as truc and construes the faces in the bight most favorable o the
plantff. Harey v. Marchant, Z37 I.3d 1315, 1317 (Fth Cin 2000, Plainaff capresses his
Full intent 1 appeal any such dismissal of hie complamt i the il Circwe Court of

Appeils.

REFERENCED CASE LAW ESTABLISHING BASIS OF LAWSUIT

Many Facts alleged comeide and align with the faets alleged an O Conner v Donaldson, In
Kenneth Donaldsan, was enilly committed t0 confmermient 28 1 mental pagent in the Flonda
State Hespital az Chatahoochee m January 1957, He was kept in custody there aganst bis will
for nearly 15 years. Donaldson's commitment wis initmted by hus Father, whe thought that his
som was sulfering From “delusions." After hearings befone a county judge of Pmellas County,
Pl Donabdson was found to be suffering from ®parnoad schimophrensa™ and was comimattid
for "eary, maintenance, and tcatment® [422 LS, 563, 366] pursuant o Florxla stmtory
peovasions that have sinee been repealed. The st o was less thvan clear in specifyng growds

necessary for commitment [422 LS, 563, 567]. This remains to be the same case for the State
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of Mississipps, combined with acts of malice, neglyganes, and blagnt diseagracd for the rughts of

another by rhe Defendants hsied i this cromplaint

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

L. The fact that state bw may have authoried confinement of the karmless mentally ol docs
ot itself establish a eonstitutonlly adequate pumpose for confinement. See fackor ¢

Twelicemn, sapres, ot 720723 el v, Dhirvitor, Patiexent Tusiiiibos, #17 UL 243, 248 250,

2. A finding of "menmal illness” alone cannot justify a Stte's loclang a perion up against
will and keeping him indefmirely m simple cus wchial confinement. Assarming that that werm
can be given a reasomably precise content and that the "menally il can he identificd wirh
reasomable accoracy, there is stll no constitional basis for confining such persons

involuntanly if they are dlangemus o ne one and cun hive safely i freedom.

3, May the State confine the mentally ill mercly © ensure them @ living arandard supesoe o
that they enjey in the private communing? That the Seae has 2 proper inferest i prviching
care and assistance to the unforunate gocs without saying, But the mere presence of mental
iness does not disqualify a person from preferrmg his home o the comifoets of an
st mution. Moreover, while the State may arguably confine a person to save him frenm
Tarm, incarcerition is sarely if ever a necessacy condigion for rsng the living standards of
thise capible of surviving safely m freedom, on their ownor with the help of Famaly or

frencs. Nee Siefor o Thoker, 364 DL 479, 488 442

4. May the State fence in the menmally ill sokly @ save its citizens from exposure to those

wheese ways are differene? One might a well ask if the Stare, to avesd pubhe unease, could
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5.

ineareerate all who are physically unattractive o socally ceeentnc. Mere public mialermnce
or animeosity cannot constitutionally ustify the deprvation of a person's physical hberty.

See, e gy Condiew v Canliforntun, 403 ULS, 15, 24 <267 Caaves v, CHiy of A2 LY 363, 5FA]  Cinvimnel,

I TN GH, 615 Sreet r, New York, 304 U5, 576, $92:of ULE. Dghi, of Agravaettire o, Morews,

JrILLS 328, i3

In short, a State cannot eonstitutionally confme witheut more a non-damgrerous individual
whio 15 capable of surviving safcly n Frecdom by himsel [ or with the help of willing and

I.‘E:%.;H:ln:-ii]:ll-:_' ri||T|1|'_'|' mcmbers or Frcrud s,

The juey found, upor ample evidence, that O'Connoe, as an agent of the State, knnwingly
did so confine Donaldson, it properdy ennchuded that O'Connor vinlaed Dinnaldsen's
constinutional right W freedom and awanded compensatory and pumitive damages to

onaldson

PRELIMINARY STATEMENTS

Phaicttiff brings this action to vindicate his Firss, Fourth, and Fifth Ammeidment rgrhbs made
applicable o the States through the cqual protections of the law guaranteed under the
lourteenth Amendment and farther protected under 42 LIS § 1983, 42 LS. § 1985,
42 U8, § 1986, and 42 U .S.C § 1983, which all wgether establish this court as having the

prrimary junshician.

Infarmation and Evidence demonstrates thar the conduct by the mmed Defendants fae
exceeds negligence, and in fact shows mrent through 3 debiberate mdifTerence o MaintilFs

consitutional rights, in particular as an independent journalist and reporter.
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L

1]

11,

The injusies peimanky sustained by Plinff produce vanous causes of acoon, buth cval and
criminal, which include but not Bmired t0o; 42 USC 1983 Denial of Righs Under Color of
|aw, 18 USC 242, denml of due process of kaw under the Sth 8 14th Amendments, 42 LIS0C
1985 Conspiecy to femove avil righs, |:-c||1:»:pim|_-_|,-j-:u!|r.|.-mm, Eravd S mmsecpresentaion,
abstruction of jusiice, intentonal inficoen of cmobonal disteess (fore of outrage), ncglgent
inflietion oof emitional distress {mort of putrage), mrtioos ntederence mio busingss, familial

interforence, and ks of comgortiim

While this complaimt primarily addeesses events that took plice in December of 2021
through March of 2021, it s the continued immaoral, unliwol, anel unconstibutional aces
eommitted and repeated by Lafayerte County Cfcrls dating back m May of 2017 which
o unchecked and unpunished that are attriburable w the massive Civil Rights Viokasons
and consegquently the irreparable injury thar the Phintff has meurred and suffered as a

result

The named Defendants through ways of collusion and exploitaton have moueht o cover
wp gcrious diserepancies and shockng criminal acis committed by way of intentionally
suppressig, Plaintiff and unliang methods equating o Human Trafficking w0 compleicly
depeive the Plhaintff of hs substantive due process vight o liberty erther than by due process

of law guaraniced through the Fourteenth Amendment.

12. Defendants willfully and maliciously conspired, planned, and agreed w0 seck juslacial

commitment theough full exploitation of the State of Mississipps's outdated mental health

laws foor an extended period of time while no act of plunnft was ever considered cominal.



Case: 3:22-cv-00050-SA-JMV Doc #: 16-1 Filed: 06/13/22 7 of 74 PagelD #: 152

13.

Defendants sought compler suppression of dhe maters through foree, mtsdanon, and
dilution of Plamtifs discovery theowgh applying unfair and unficing allegations of mental

llness on PlantaE

14, The Lsted Defendants have pumposely, foreefully, and mahcisusly violated phunnfPs rght

15.

([

18.

ty frecdom of speech, his vight to peaceful assembly; Tus right to petition the govemment
fist redress of his prievances, his sight i be secure inchis person ancd his home and his oghit
not to b enslaved nor deprived of bfe and liberty other than by due process of law, and
his rigzhe o reccive cqual protectons through the laws of the United Stans of Amencs sl

the State of Missssppi

Trn denngs, w0 Diefendants have knowingly and willfully hindered the due course of ustice by
acts of conspiracy in a msgh atempt o cover up the serious discrepancees Plamtiff
discovered stermming From the Circuit Court Clerk's office involvang records bemg

“mysterously” ehanged on two currently filed and open civil matters of the phuntff.

Mainsiff states that the mapmiude of the atticks by Defendants, allowed o go unchecked
and unscathed, now chills the constirutional righes of all citzens, n particular meambers of

the presis such as pousnalises and meporters.

. ‘I'hat the muliple named Defendants, though both negligence and inentinnal violatons

of muliiple dghts retined and stated by the Phinuff, have demonstraed a delibesie

wmdifference to phintff's dghis inan act o publicly deceive.

In s doing the Defendants have viokited boh seane and federal law while acting ander

color of kw throngh neglecting o uphohd the duties of theie respective offiees and thear
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maths they swore oouaphall

19, Through the wanton acts detaileed out in this complaing, each defendan shall be considered
by have waived sway any and all qualified or special immunity which they may have been

entitled

20. All citizens are guaranteed the inberent right under the Firsa Amendment to the Umied
States Constitution 1© peacefolly assemble and w pention the Govenment for a Redress

of Gripvances.

21, Mot only are these Fedeeally Progected nghts guaranteed o all citizens but Enhanced special
proections under the First Amendment are addinonally put n place guamnteeng freedom
of th press, to help ensuec that entlying members (Le., joumalists and soporeees) are oot
hindered, megered, or remliared upon simply for performing the basic functions and duties

ol e jobs.

22, I'he named Defendants have an::tc:-iqurly viokued the Fisr Amendment to the UL
(Zonstitution thmuegh hindering and obstroctng the Plamnffs Guaranneed  Right o
assemble pescefully and to Pention the Goyvernment for @ redvess nf gricvances both asa
concemed private citeen and an wlennified member of the press as an independent

pournalis fmvestgEative repoarier,

23, Both thig Complaint and the actions of the defendants in thig complant will demonstrate
that the Stite of Mississippi's Mental Health Laws  arc casaly exploiable and
uneonstitutional on their present fce due 0 being in direct viokion of the Substantive

Due Process Rights of a citizen. Thus, the current kegislaton should be stiuck down as
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Unconstinatonal and overhauled w mect the standasds of Federal Law that was decaded

O'Connor v. Donaldson 422 15, 563 (1975)!

24, In the mterest of safery due to a continoaton of injery sustamed, plantff prays that thas
court enpin the Deferwdants min a stipulted protecion onder regasding all matters
wvolving the Plainuff, further prohibiting any employee or authonieed agent iaf the
Lafayerte County SherifPs Department from intruding upon any property of the plamff

o his Family,

25, This complunt alloges multiple Stae Clams which comcade with the Federal vinlations

detailod herein: such cliams are lsted out and stated inthas eomplung

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

26. ‘I'his action i brovght under 42 UL S.0. § 1983, 42 LA, § 19685, 42 LLS.CL§ 1986, 42 U540
§ 1988 and arane law to redress the deprivation under eodor of biw of Matthew Reardon’s

vights as secured by the United States Consttution,

27. This Couer has junisdiction of this action under 28 ULS.CC 88 1331 and 1367,

28. Venue s proper under 28 VS0 § 1391 {) and (c). On informataon and belief, all paries
reside m the Distnct of Missisipps, and the svents giving nse o the claims asserted hesan

all eccnered wichin this district.

'O Conner v. Donaldson was a Landmark Case on Mental Health Laws decided by the LS Supreme
Court in 1975, Tn it The United States Supreme Court rofed that a state cannot constitutionally
confine a non-dangerous individual who is capable of surviving safely in freedom by themselves or
with the hielp of willing snd responsible Family members or friends
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PARTIES

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

arvd i resadent of the United States cureently residing in Mississappi.

30, Defendant STATE OF MISSISSIPPL i o “public cnrity” within the meaning of the
ADA, 42 USC§ 12131 (1), amd o therefore subject o Title 1T of the ALA, 42 US.C.§
12131 gf sy, and its implementing repelations, 28 CFR. pe 35. The St of Mrazapo
shall be served with process through iis Cffice of The Atormey General at 5340 High Street,

Jackson M5 39201,

31, Defendant LAFAYETTE COUNTY, MISSISSIPPI is a county in MNorth Mississipp
and the residing county for Qe Miss, Lafayerte County i held jomitly responsible for
damapes oecurred and mamed in this bawsuie Lafayeie County shall be servied with process
through its Boand Secrctary Sherry Wall whom may be found st 300 North Lamar Bhd,

Chefeard WIS 3RASS.

32. Defendant LAFAYETTE COUNTY CHANCERY COURT is a court of equity m
Lafayeete County, Mississippi. Lafayene County shall be served with process a1 300 Morth

L Blhvd, Orefoord MS 38655

33, Defendant COMMUNICARE 1 o quasi-government corporation ceetified through the
Misstssippi Depariment of Mental Health o offer mental health services o citizons of
Lafayerte County, Mississippt. Tts Fsegutive Dircetor is Doctor Sandy Rogers. 1t s lpeated

and may be served with process at 152 Highway 7 South; Oxsfond, M3 38635,

[}
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34, Defendant M5 DEPARTMENT OF MENTAL HEALTH s the ageney/dwsion

respongible for providing mentl bealth services o the publie, with that eomes the
responsibility of minganng liability theough proviling proper education and rning
surrounding the Mental Health Laws in effect whach are contaumned in M5 { ade § 41-21-61
through § 41-20-107. Tt is docared at 239 N Lamar St Jackson M3 32200 and may be served

with process at that address,

35, Defendant LAFAYETTE COUNTY SHERIFFS DEPARTMENT is located af 711

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

e

36. Defendant JOSEPH B EAST is an indwvadual over the age of eghteen (1 #) years aml o

aT.

resident of the United States. At all fimes relevant to this Complaing, Defendant Fast held
the position of Lafayerie County Shenff, an chected offical of Lafayetn: County arxd the
Seate of Misssgippt A all nmwes relevant to this Complaing, Defondant Bast was & Ling
under color of state law and in the eourse and seope of his employment as Lafayette County
Sheniff. Defendant Rast is sucd in both his official and mdividusl eapacity. Defendant Fast

miay be served process at TL1 West Jackson Avenue, Oxford NS 38655

Defendant SHERRY WALL i an individual over the age of ughteen (18) years and a
resiclent of the United States. At all times selevant (o this Comphaing, Defendant Wall held
the: position of Lafayeric County Chaneery Clerk, an elected official of Lafayetre County
and the State of Missssipp At all oomes relevant to tha Complunt, Drefendant Whall was
acting under color of state liw and in the course and scope of her employment as | afayetic

€ty Chaneery Clerk Defendant Wall is sued m both her offical and mdividual capaciy.

i
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39,

11

Defiendant Wall shall be served with process az 300 N, Lamar Blvd Oxford, M 38655

. Defendant JEFF BUSBY 1 an mdrvidual over the age of eighteen {18} years and a reswdent

af the United States. At all times relevant o this Complamt, Defendant Busby held the
position of Lafayerte County Ciecuit Clerk, an clocted officnl of Lafayette County and the
State of Mississippi, At all tmes relevant fo this Complaint, Deferdant Pusby was sctong
wrwler color ol siate v and in the course amd scope of his coployment as Lafayete County
Cirewit Clerk, Defendant Bushy i sued in both his official and indwidual capacity.
Defendant Bushy may be served with process at 1 Courthowse Squarc, Suite 101, Oxford

M3 38655

Defendant DR SANDY ROGERS i an indivichial over the age of cightecn (18) years and
- pesident of the United States currently residing in Mississippi. Dir. Rogers i the Executive
Dircctor of Communicars, a Quasi-Governmental Coeporation o ffenng mental health cave
Communicane is certifiad by the M5 Department of Mental Health, and the primary lsned

addvoss for Communicare i 152 Tighway 7 South; Oxfond, MS 38635,

_ Defendant RACHEL ALCORN is an individual over the age of cighieen (18] years and

a tesdent of the Unied States currently residing m Mississapp, Upon mformmtion and
belief, Defendant Alenrn 15 the SUHTVISCE  OVEr LELE i Cornanumcice, o Quad-
Gowernmental Corpomtion offering mental healih care, Commundcarne 15 vertified by the
M5 Depanment of Mental Health, and the primary listed addiress for Communicare is 152

Highway 7 Southy Oxford, MS 38635,

Defendant SUSAN BEARD is an ndivicdual erver the age of cighteen (18) yoars and a
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sesident of the United States cunrently residing in Mississipp. Upon micemation and belact,
Defendant Beard 15 g counsclor at Communieare, a Quasi-Governmental Corporation
offering mental health care. Communicare is certified by the MS Deparement of Mentl
Iealth, and the primary listed addeess for Commuomearn: is 152 Highway 7 South; Oxford,

M 38655

STATUTORY BACKGROUND

42, The 4th Amendment ineorpoeated o apply to the Staes theough the 14th Amendmient
protects ndividuals from unreasomable sagures, Peeawse they mvolve uneeas mabbe
sereures, consntutomal cliims for false amrest agamest state and pubhbe offcrils arise woder

e 4t arendment. Cenbr v, Beiyn Conmey, K27 F0g LIPS

4. Any officer or official asserting entitlement to qualified immunty "must st prove that he
was acting within the scope of Mg dwcretonary  authoriy” Lee, 284 30 o

{154 fquoting Cowrsen v, MeMillian, 30 P2 1470, 57 (1 File € 109T))

44 1F the afficer estmablishes that his actons were within the scope o his disceetionary authosrity,
then the burden shifts to the planifT o establish thar the officer violated a constinatenal
Figght and that the right was cleardy established ar che time of the alleged vinkation, Ser Carer

v Batis, 820 1 3 iat 1 319 Le 1o Fervnrn, 284 1 39 it T LM,

4%, ‘Tor state a claim under secton 1983, a plainnfT mustallege Facts tending o show (1) that he
has been “deprived of a nght ‘secured by the Constitution and the lws' of the United
States” and (2) that the deprivation was cavsed by 2 person or persons actng “under gl

ol state I, See Flpo Bros r Brooks, 436 [0S 149, D8 S.CL 1729, 1713, 50 L.Gd2d 185
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(1 97H)

46 Pecause the Fourteenth Amendment proteers liberty and property interests only agunse
snvagion by the stte, a secoon 1983 plindff alleging the deprivation of Due Process under
the Hourteenth Amcesdment must akso show thas state action cauged his inury,  See Lasdiy

o A=Al Powlie, T, 73 F 3l 200, 203 (i Car | X0,

47. Private action may be deemed state action, for purposcs of section 1983, onaly whene the

challenged conduct may be “Fely atreiburable w the Stace.”  Lagar, 102 3,04 af 2731,

48, T'hwe Fair attributeon test bas pao parts:

a) The deprivation must be cansed by exercise of some nght or privilege created by
the State or by sule of conduct imposed by the stare or by peson for whom the

State 1 responzble.

b The party charged with the deprivagon must be a person who may Faicly be said 10
be g state actor.  This may be breause he w a state offical, because he has acted
topether with or haa obtained sygnificant wd from st affictals, or because his

conduct 18 ntherwise changseable m the stare™  Lagar, 102 5,08 wf 275 3-34,

49, The giane compulsion {or coercwon) test holds that ' Seate normally can be held responsible
fioe a private decision only when it has esercised coereive power or has provaded such
sigmificant cneouragement, either overt or covert, that the choce mase in law be decmed
it b that of the Sate®  Bduw r. Yivercky, 437 ULY, 991, 102 5.C0 2777, 2766, 73 Ll &d

534 (1982)

14
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80, In (FConnor vs Donaldson, a lndmack Suprome Coert Ruling on mental health law,
Dieinaldson's commitment was initiated by his father, who thouaght that hus s wad
sufferng from "delussons" Afier hearings before 4 counry judge of Pincllis County, Fla,
Donaldson was found o be saffering from *paranoid schizophrenia® and was committed
for "care, mntenance, [422 U.S. 563, 566] and treatment™ pursuant to Florida saatutory

provisons that have since been repealed.

51

In it the Suprenie Court decided that A Seate cannnot comsnttionally confioe, without more,

a non-dangerons indrvidual wh is capable of surviving safely in freedom by himselfor warh
the help of willing and responsible fumly members or friends, and sinee the juey Fomnd,
upnn ample evidence, that petitoner did so confine respondent, i properly conchaded thae
petitioner kad vioked respondent's rght oo liberty, EPConnor vs Cranaldson 422 U5 573

576,

52, ‘I'o nitiate civil comnutment proceedings, any “interesied person’” may file an affidavit with
the clerk of the state chancery eourr. This affidavit must contain specific facual descriptions
of the behavior of the proposed patient (or proposed resprndent), and MUST be supported
by ohservations of named wimesses, “Alfidavits shall be stated m behavioml wors and

yhall not contain judgmental or eonelsory statements,” M5 Code Scction 41-21-65.

53, “To deprve any citizens of his or hee liberty upon the altruistc theory thit the confinement
is for humane therapewtic reasons and then fil w provide adeguare treatment viekates the

very fundamentals of due process.” Wyatt v, Stickney, 325 I, Supp. 785

4. MY § 41-21-67 (1) stmies " The order may provide wherne the penson shall be held before

15
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bicing taken fise pre-evaluation serening and trearment. However, when the athdavie Faails
o set forth Facounl allsations and witnesses sufficient to support the need for treatment,
the chanceller shall refuse o direer ssumnce of the wiit. Reapplication nay be oade o the

chancellor”

55. NS § 41-21-71 states “Lf the chancellor o chancery cleck finds, based upon the appoin ted
exarminers’ cortificates and any other relevant evidence, that the respendent 1 0 need of
treatment and the cestificates ave Aled with the chancery elerk within forty-eight (48) hours
aFter the order For examination, or extension of that tme as proy whed i Section 41-21-69,
the check shall immediately setthe pmrter fora heanng, The hearmg shall be set withun seven
(7) dhays o the fling of the cerificates unless an extension 15 requested by the respondent’s

autoency. In no event shall hearing be more than fen- days after the filingz of ccrnheares.™

56, MS § 41-21-73 (2) states “The eespondent must be preseat at the hepring unkess the
chancellor determines that the respondent 15 unable to atrend and makes that determination
and the reasons thercfor part of the reeord. At the tme of the hanng, the respondent
chall not be s under the influcnce o suffering from th effects of drugs, medication or
nther treatment so as to be haspered in participating in the proceedings. The court, ac the
time of the heaning, shall be presented a record of all dregs, medicaton or olher reatmcnt
that the respondent has reccived pending the hearing, unbess the court determines that such

a record would be impractical and documents the reasons for that deserminataon.”

§7. M5 § 41-21-73 (3) sttes “The respondent shall have the nght 1o offer evidence, © be
comfmnted with the witnesses agamst him and to cross-examine them and shall have the

prvilege agamst self-incomination.  The rules of evidence applicable m other judical

i
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proceedings in this state shall be followed. A seprescrmanve from a greatment Facility shall

b prosent ag the hearing w explain posslide treatment aprong 10 the rospondent.”™

58, M5 § 41-21-73  (4) artes “TF the court finds by clear anl convincing svidence that the
proposed pagient 1= a person with mental iliness or a person with an inteHegiual disabiliy
and, if after careful consideration of nesomable aliernative dispositions, nclding, but not
limited w, dismissal of the proceedings, the court finds thar there 33w sitable alternative
wo judicial commitment, the court shall commit the patent for treatment m the keast
restrictive reatment Facility that can meet the pagient’s treatment veeds. Treatment bt frare
admission ta 4 state-operated FBcility shall be Incated as closely as posable to the patents
county of reidence and the eounty of resdence shall be regpongible for fhat cost
Adissions W stre-operted faclites shall be in compliance wath the catchiment areaz

establighed by the State Depastment of Menal Health”

59, M5 § 41-21-T4 (3) states “The respondent may be retumed to the restiment Facility as souen

thercafter as Fucilites are available. The respondent sy request a heanng within en (1)

days of his rewrn t the oeatment ety

G, M5 § 41-21-74 (4) states “The chancery courn of the county where the publc facihty 1=

bocated, or the commtting court shall have umsdictrmn over ooatters comcerning ouatpaticnt
commitments when such an order 15 sought subscguent (o an IPARENT COUrse el Eresiment
pursusnt o Secoons 41-21-61 through 41-21-107, 43-21-611, 99-15-7 and 2139 An
outpatient shall not lave or be chagged for a recommibment process within g period of

twehe (12} months ol thi: mitial outpatent osder”™

7
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6L MS 8 41-21-MM states “The court shall have compbnuing umsdictson over & peson
commutied (o an inpatent or outpaticnt eatment progrLm under this chapter for one (1)
vear after completion of the treatment program, During that time, the court, upon alfudvit
in the same cause of acton, may conduct a hearing consstent with this chapier or Title 41,
Chapter 31, Mississippt Code of 1972, to determine whether the person needs o be
recenmimitted T farther mental health reamment or o detesmine whether the person is
need of aleobol and drog treatment. Upren a finding by the court thit the peeson i in need
of further reatment, the court may commt the persen o an appeopriate treamment Facility.
The person sulject to commatment must be afforded the due process o which he or she
i entitled under Chapters 21 and 31 of Title 41, Mississip Cnde of 1972, This secoon

may not be comstrued so as o confher with the provisons of Section 41-21-#7 ™

62 Pugsuant to Mississippi Smte Law, any person who conspires onlawfully o case, o
unlawiully causes, any person to be adjudicated m need of eatmient o0 a8 INCOmQeIent nr
s e detained at, or admitted to, or hospitalized in a treatment facility, ar any person who

pecirver o detuing any persan an nmeed of mweatment, contrary o secnons 41-31

fil through 41-21-107 , or any person whea ralireats any prersom in need of rearment, or
any person who knawingly aids, abets or assists and encouriges any peeson in need of
treatment, e be absent without permission fome any reatment facibity or custodan

which or by whom such person 13 lawfully desmed, or any pecson who violtes any

Qo ision conitainEd 0 Seedons 41-21:61 throogh 41-21:107 shall be pailty of @
misdermeanor and upon conviction be fined not less than Five Hondred Daolkars (S5060.00)
nor more than One Thousand Dollacs ($1,000,00), or imprsoned in the county gl fof

exceedmg onc (1) year, or both,

18
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FACTS

63. In July 2021 plaindff had obtmised pooss credentials, further providing efficial neoce that
he was a credentialed Repostery Photoprapher,/]oumealist as a member in good standing
with the Constition lirst Amendment Press Associaton for independent work m

pourralism and reporning.

64, On MNovember 4%, 2021 Plaintiff went to trial i Lafayetse County Justice Court for 9
sepaente charpes placed aganst him by Lafayere County ShenfPs Department and hi e,
Phyllis *Liz™ Crowder on 3 separate events. 2 of the 9 charges came from 2 sifuatson
resulting in an alleged Disorderly Conduct and Resisting Arvest. December 27, 2040 an
ermail was sent o Sherff East with “Crminal Conspiracy™ i the subject e deporting
alleged crimes mvolving the harbonng amd perccvable exploitaton of PlaintfFs fiestborn
child which was penid approximately 2-hous later by the Shenlf, An amvestgeation and
Assistance in swpping it was requested. Vet no sesponse came from Shesiff East and this
is the sole regson that brought plint (€ w the ShenfPs Depacment on December 23, 2020
seeking assistance of the shenff due the alleged crimes continuing to be comemittd, Plunnit
chaims the somphinis alkgged were ill-beoughe, retalitory, amd reded vpon mob-domimation
and the knowing use and introduction of penured testimony by Lafayette County Shenils
Drepartment; o pacticule Deputies: Dicon amd Tidwell; and that both perjured and

de Frventoey statements were piven under oath by the Lafayete County Shenft. Jocy Bast.

65. Plaintiff attests that a sloppy, inconsstent nvestigation attrbuted o the event keading w
three of the nine charges alleped by Deputies Beavers and Willifond at wial, and that

evidence was never properly preserved by Lafayette County Sheeiff's Department for the

19
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6,

purposes of trial despite it being requested and dermnded on numerous socasons,

Further PlainelF was denied a trial by jury m hear and view all facts and evidence in the
matter despite the matter bring highly contested and multiple judges recusing themselves

frawm the matre.

67, Meary Joweoks later the verdict 15 remumed that Plantiff was found guilty of all charges by

all charses by Dion, Trlwell, Beavers, and Williford ina el that utileed b domination,
the introducron and use of perpured wstimony which evidenee fully contradicil, and the
spoliation of key evidence that would go o proving Plainaff's complete mnocenee in the

TMALECE,

68, (n December 3, 2021 Affiant filed a cover page and mistion seeking complei: dismessal of

09,

T0.

comviction rendered and citing well cited and establiahed federl and state law supperting
his position that his Due Process Rights had again been viokited by the county ancl that the
few comvictons miust be set aside. The new eivil case was fled in Lafayere County Ciecun
Court under casse L2049, This Gled motion may be viewed by visiong

BANISH.ME /L21-494

At the tme of filmg, Clerk Chyna Sinervo advised phindff that his newly fiked case had
been assiied to Judge Kent Seith and that the system uses a mindom algonthim o sclect

the presiding judge i the inteaest of fismess and o avoud s pricky.

i that same day, December 3%, 2021, Plainnfbf received an email [rom Labayeite County
Bourd Attomey David (FDonnell in which ©'Donnell would appear o be giving a

premonition warnng about what would undoubredly end up happening, The email, which

20
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will be attached as an Exhibit A sted in conclusion:
iy, e clevks repent that yoe fuave beedl verbally atnastive toveard teem and
the beheviar seerns to be increasing b frequency anl Guensite, There i ne need for
belyarvicr it disraps court business e decorn and, if i continues, the fidges of

thee ot pray pariie dheir opiions je acedress ihe barlrgevienr. 1 therafore Befiere dar
vorn use of the public comprer termminal will work for cveryone.

M. Defendants Lafayete County and Mr. ('Donnell should be compelied by this court to
show cause and evidence they possessed at the time chams/complaints were levied against

the Pl

72 Lafayette County Board Atwmey David CFDonnell states i his email “Clerks”, msinuating
multiple. However, Plunstt demes any and all allegtions oof this and labels this as xang
carcgorscally false. Mot fo meition, Mr, ¥Donnell failed o specify any partcukr

1 . 1 =
OCELUITETnCe in |'IJ.E L"['l'l:all1 o eeberence,

73, On December 6, 2021 Plaintff discovered 3 “mystenous™ alicring of court records
reprding assipnment of judge i both of b filed anl active matters in Lafayette County
Chrcuie Court, liacts surrounsding the matter show that this alieration of reeond was not
s accident or mistake that open begal matters were: mientionally manipulated, the
particular records were fraudulently altered, in fum has tainting the partcalar maitens ursder
contest and mfesting them with prgudice and bias. Fvidence of ehanped court records can

¢ viewed at BANISELME/EXHIBUT-A

T4, This just so happencd w be the seennd nme m sxteen months” tme, on o cumenily sall
pen cirewit court matters, that this same record was mysteriously altered from (he mitial

assiened Circuit Court Judge Kent Smich s Circuit Court Judge John Koelly Luther aathou

2
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any caeplanauon given,

75. Plantiff procecded w the Lafayetie County Cirewit Court Cirouit Cherks € ¥fice and began
asking guestions in to how this could have happened and who sould have been ible b
chanye it, normal guestions that should be expeeted of any concermed citten. Plasmtiff feecls
e exhilsited a calm, son-confrontational approach o the guestions he was askeng, fully

documenting his interacton,

76, Circuit Court Clerk, Jeff Busby got highly defenaive when plindft began asking YUESEEINS

and advised the other clegks m not snswer any of plannffs goestions,

T7. After admitting he had never seen or heard of the such happening, Bushy gers on his
cellphone and preswrmably calls the Lafayerte County Sheriff, Joey Fast w report Mlamtffs

presence af Lafayete County Cirout Court,

78. At that point Plaintlf leaves the Ciweut Clecks Cffiee and cnntinues oubside towands b
vehicke.  Around the same time that Plainafl got sinated in s vehicke, Defendant ast
pulls up initially blocking Plantiff from reversing, Then East parks next wo plamnff, aned

thor comy crsame cnsues

79, Defenchnt Fast orders Plantff not o go back nto Crewt Court unless be has something

tea file becaise he was “Disroping thew business".

0. Defendant Easr and the Circuie Clerk’s Office should be compelled by this court o show
cause g% o his sccusation of such a5 stated above due o the nteraction being fully

deeumented and reeneded by the Mhinnft

a2
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81, This major gricvinee was exacerbated w even higher levels on December 7 W2 when
the Defendanis, i partcular Sheaff East, devised a plan wo suppress and get rid of ther

profbdem after the plannft started asking guestions into the smtier af hand,

2. On December 7% 2021, Pluntff, his spouse, amd mmos chibd atend a ke day doctors
appoinement for the minor child. Upon retuening home at approximately Spim, Fatayete
County Sheriffs Deputics pull up and proceed w mforming plainaff and s spouse that

Communicare had filed an affdavie claming Plantiff was in need of mental health services.

83, ‘'l fled affidavir seated the Following reasons PlamifT shoulkd be involmiarily committed:

Cines inte poblic places recording people
o Parannid and Delusional

s  Provoking people with his minor child

» Mot aking meds

& And nod getling medical help
84, PlaintifT was sent to the Tupelo Crisss Center just up the hill from che Nocth Mississapm
State Hogpinal where hi st |:I|:|'Jri1.1-rJ off his liberty from December it 21 anbl December

294 2021,

85, IMlunoff woulkd fnd out va phone eall with Communesee on December 319, 2021 thae

Defendant Alcom was approached by Law FEnforcement (Lafayerte County Sheriffs
Deparement and Fast) and cven makes eeference 0 saiements. from 1 camimunity
Members™ though none of these winesses were ever identified. “This establishes the
frameork of this being a Conspiracy berween state actors and privaie citizens o deprive

acitizen of his constitutional nghts, in partcale his 17 4 5% angd 14" Amendment Rights,

23
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a violiton of 42 USC 1985 Conspiracy 10 Deprve Rights chiagged o Defondants Last,
Alcorn, amad Commuomicare. Admession o :.-nn-q‘r]:l.;nl:!! rf.'l.md o Defemdant Abtomy Ly

Lafayetic County  Shenffs  Departmuent and Defendant Hast cam be heard o

RANISH.ME/EXHIBIT-B

86. ‘The fiest staved reagon for commitment on the Affidavit stated PhantlF *Goes into publhc
places recording people”, This staement ameuwnts by a blamat violon of PlanufPs 17
Amendment Right which protects reeovding in public spaccs, Plaintifl never went it
public plages o mvade privacy of others or with the sole purpos of “recording pooplc”.
As a1 crodentialed member of the press being an  independent  investigagive
reporter/joumalist, plintff would gather content for stosics hrough  accunitely
documenting his encounters through video or audio teconding. More impitantly,
documenting intersction ali doubled as 3 way for plntff o prower himself from the
absorminable lics, untrue msnuations, and complete charaeter assnasnations such as wiat
transpired here, Thes statement alone amounts to 3 vinltion of Phinnif®s 1% Amendment
Right charged t Defendant Aleom, Hast, Lafayene County ShenfPs Deparment,

Communicaze, Lafayetre County MS, and the Smue of M3.

87, The claim “gocs into public places recording people™ eonsniuies a sepamb chm agtinst
all narmed Defendants for Tortous Interferonee it Business based upon the intentional
interference for a moton protore prodocton company Phinniff Founded n 2020 called
“Cutliwed Productions L1 i order to prodece his personal story. Gluarangoes are macke
theough the 1% Amendiment o protect frec speech and this extonds o recording in public

phaces,

24
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B8,

&Y.

"I'he second stated reason for commitiment on the Affidavit “Pasanod and Dielusional” are
nvorn- Factual, conchusorny teema used which ave defamatory in natore and untrue, s vinktion
of M3 Code Sectiom 41-21-65 due 0 not conminmg specific honal deseriptions of the
behavier of the proposed patient, not being supported by obseovations of named witnesses,
and not bemng stared i behavioral wems by it contaming jedgmental or conclusory
statcments. PlinGil has never once seen or heard things which would make han be
“Jelugimal” as was reported o Defendant Alcom by Defendant East, nnr has Plamoll
ever been accused or told that he was “delusional™ or *“pasanoid” prioe o this set of evenis.
MainofT stays on guard and protecoye doe in g fundamental niscareage of justice which
pecurred in 2017 which Defendant East s alleged to have had dircct mvolvement in. These
chaimes condtimte a cluimof Defimation of Characier on Defenadant Abcom, Hast, Lafayene

County Sherffs Deparrment, Communicare, Lafapetoe County ME, and the Smre of M5,

The third stated reason for consitment stated Plamtfl was “Trovoking poople with bis
minor child® but this was entarely fabricared by Alcorn and Fast. Plaintfl never once
provoked anybody with his mwor child, Un one occasion Plasniiff had a meshap while
Mying o small acial drone which spared 4 mjor overneachon feom Lafayere County
SherifFs Department while one of PEinnffs minor children was with bim observing, Duee
o the obnogiows tvermeacuon, Plingff submatted @ Freedom of Informaton Act request
the very nest day, September 29, 2021, asking for the body camer of Deputy Dison anmd
all officer reports From all loy enforcement officers present. Footage From phunnfPs pont
of view i viewable at BANISHLME/EXHIBIT-D. This would amount to o sepiraie
Defamanon of Character chim on Defendant Aloom, Fast, Defendant Lalayette County

Sheriffs Department, Communicare, Lafayerte County, M3, and the: Seare of Ma.
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O, PlainlT states more than B-months have elapsed and PMlanbffs request sall hasn't been

91

fulfilled due to Defersdant East chiming the incident is *Under Active Investigation™ by
the US Attarney’s Office for the Morthern Disoice of Mississipp reganding whether or not
plamtiff would be neuied o hold a commerenl lbeense to fy @ deone for
personal/hobbyist reasons with his minoe child present due to the fact that Plantff had
previously identificd himsell as an independent imvesagative journabse. Theron les a
parics beeause o even consider Plaino F commercial and needlessly harass in such a way
dlue t1r Phuintff having Press Credennals, Defendant Lafagerte County SherifPs Department
in turn fully acknowledges that Planoff 1 o credentialed member of the press which they
liad knowledge of beforchand. “This i tum cecates sdditional vielations of PlantfFs Fiese
Amendment Rights when factoring in the alleged seasons listed on the affidavit for
coumanitment by abrdging the vights of the press in an obnoxous atempt bk suppress
independent nvestgative joumnalism, Ths ceeates a parados in that Defendant East and
the Shetiffs Department acknowledge that Plantff is mdeed a coedentialed member of the
press amounting foa 42 USC 1983 Claim based on a violtion of PlantiPs 1 Amendment
Right tt record m a public place whale gathoring content for @ story as an mdependent

Journati= Repoctes.

Phinnff secks an onder from this court compelling the production of such infommtion
reguested.  Ths request is relevant to this comphine in that ene of the fale statements
passed to Defendant Aleom from Defendant East involved Plannff allepedly "provoking
people with hus manor child” which the requestid body camiera will show was a completcly
fabie stasement made This along with the additional fake clams mentioned & this

complaint amount f violatons of the Fabse Chims Ace charged to Diefendant Fase, Alcom,
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Lafayetre County Sheriffs Department, Lafayetie County M, and Srate of Missssippi,

02, The fourth smwed reason for commitment was *Not taking meds™. Thes smtement was

a3,

anknian at the time and pueeely specalanon, as Defendant Aleorn and Defendant Bast had
ner chue ag 10 what medication, i any, Phuniff was prescribed and had oo way of knowing
prioe a5 to whether or pot planafl was or was not mking any medication he may have been
prescribed. A violation of M3 § 41-21-73 (2) in thai the Lafayette County Chaneery Cout,
at the time of the hering, never was presented nor asked for 2 recond of all drogs,
medication or ather reatment thar the nespondent has received pending the heanng and
simply accepred the allegations. made vin affidavit on ther fice without any evidence
presented. Tt 3 important  note for thes matier Plamuff was advised an Febuary of 2022
theat it seemed he was misdmgnosed and in fact was oon regqainng of any medicatson Ly a

Droctor at the Fasr Massissippa Seate Hospial.

The fifth reason for commitment " And not peeting medical help™ is purcly speculinon,
opinemated, conclusory, and completely juclzmental i nanee as it is not supponed by any
miccdical evidence that Plainnff ever once needed medical help g0 began with,  PlandfT in
the course of his business and civil duties never cogaged in any coiminal acovity, and the
acts of plintff were constutionally protected from hinderance o interference by the

{rovrarmrmann

Defendants Lafayette County, East, Alcorn, and Commumeare should be compelled by
this court o show canse and evidence they possessed at the ome of thesr chums kevied
agramnst the Plaintiff a4 well ag Idennfy any and all “community members™ whom Drefendant

Aleom gpecifically made mention of

i
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95, ‘The affidavic did not meet the prercquisiies ander State Law o that it dida’t List ot any
named witnesses o the attnbatable canges for acton. Nonetheless m the eary alternoon
o Diecembier 7, 2021 thee alfidavit s fled i Lafayette County Chancery Court and a wat
tes ke prlainnifl into custody was immediately signed off on by Chancellor Laswrence Livtle,
This 13 a violauon of M3 § 41-21-67 which stes that when the affidaar fails to sce forth
Facrual allcgations and witnesses sufficient o support the seed for treatment, the chaelior
shill vefuse o divect issuance of the writ. “This is not a choice of the court, rather 1t 5 an
obligation af the eourt. The Mon-Typical affidavit for comenitment filed is atached hereto

as an exhibit and alse viewsbl online at BANISH.ME/EXHIBIT-C. This valison

shall count as separte counts of neglent infliction of emonional disteess (et of outrage),
tortious intecference it business, and Famibal merleence charged w0 all named

Dicfendants.

06, O Januaey 4, 2022, just fve days aftier speaking with Defendant Alcom segarding the
source of the information given o her, plainaf fled an A fRdavit of Trath™ against Shenff
Tiast incan atempt o add clany w the events plantfF el the Lafayerte County Shenff
has played a part it or had dicect knowledge of. This affidavit requered o wren rebutal
fenm the Shenff on any part he disagreed with and dearly esmblished the e frame ael
repercussions for Giluse o acbae. However, the Lafiweie Couwnty Shenff chose not to rebut
the affidavit of twuth in twm ety admittmg o all claims spelled pur withing Affidavit of

truth with proof of service attached and cap be read at BANISEHLME /EXHTBIT-E

7. PlanfT had w0 reschedule his originally scheduled appontment at Communicare on the
first week of January duee oo scheduling error associaed with his spause just siarcnag 2 new

full-rine: job, having one vehiche w shaee an e tme, and plhinoff beving 3 oo childeen

2%
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in hi= cane,

98, On fanuary 317, 2022, Plaintll voiced complete disgust reganding the exploitation of the
State of Missessippis mental health laiws o a Communicare employec by the name of Susan
Beard. Beard then calls back leaving a voicemail statmg phinoff would need w submr any
comphint i writing to the discctor of the Facality, Dr. Sandy Rogers, and go mchade m thac

any demand for preservaton of evadence.

99, On February 2, 2021 Plainff sent a detailed fmal demand via email to Lafiyene County
Board Amomey David O'Donnell in hopes of eompelling compliancs on public recond act
requests for body camera footage and officer statements from Seprember 2021 LESCR

intieraction cutside of Lafayette Counry Justice Court over the Oying of a deone for hobbyst

puarposes:

100, O Febary 4%, 2021 PhinifT called Lafayette County ShenfPs Office for Scott
Mills tr inform him thae aceording o the FAA " website, he was considered a hobbyist

there: fore ot reguisng & Part 107 Commerel License.

101 Early on in the afternoon on February Toh, 2022 ar the conchison of speakmg with
chancery crart cherk Shorry Wall, Plainnff Gled and served an 8-page formal gricvance letter
with Chancery Judge Lawrence Little’s ehimbers and Communicare’s executive disector
[3e. Sandy Rogers S-page formal complaing lsed as Exhibic Foand vicwable online o

BAMNISHME/EXHIBIT-E.

102, On multple poor occasons Plhuntff requested a bearing before the preswding

Chancelkor, Judge Lawrence Little, attemping to eaise the erroncous errors and retalatory

29
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measures taken tooards Plannff by Defendants. However on a0 occasion wag Plannft
pranted a heasing o mise his grievances. As such Lafayeste County Chancesy Court shall
be charged with Megligent nfliction of emotional disiess, Intentional Infliction of
ernetinnal disiress, along with vioktion of 42 USC 1985 undee the 14" amendment bascd

upin . refusal to afford the equal peotections of the k.

03, On Febmeary 9%, 2022, PlainafT had requesied a fmancial disclosure on a 500{c)?
urganaton co-founded by Defendant Tast and Chief Depury Seott Mills (Lafayeue
County Low BEnforcement Officers. Associntion). The purpose was o screen such
dischosure for any cooneous findings, defects, or conributions by select individuals.
Plaintiff was advised he should receive 4 copy by the maddle of the nest week and this never

happened.

104. 1t just so happened m be that same day, February 9th, 2022, thar Communicare
Employee Susan Beacd proceeded o file another affidavat for commitmoent of planaff
claiming Plamnlf had sefused o attend a1 seheduled appombtment. Howeyer, recnnded
phone calls with Commenicare paint an enoecly different picture, as Pt smoply wanted
the vilasong of Stce Law addressed prior o “refurning o the den of the same bion char

just maimed him®.

105, Cn February 10th, 2022, upon retuning bome close wo madnight from hes spouse,
Madelyn, being hospitalized due o pregnancy complications, Lafayette County Shenfl's
[eputics light up the yard with blue lghes and take the Phinaff once agan nio custody for

the newest affdavit for commitment filed by Communican: empbopee Susan Beard.

30
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1046. Plamiff was held at the Lafayette County Detention Center eonfined oo gl ecll
for Z4-hours a day for acary 6-dayvs without any nghts afforded i him amd then shipped
2.5 howurs acmss the stawe o the Fast Mississippi State Hosprial in Mendian, M5 on

Febroary 16ch, 2022,

107. That Lafayette County, Mssssippi falls ino the Carchment Anca of the North
Mississippi State Hospital in ‘Topehy, Mississippi. Noncthebess Plun ol would st diprived
ol his libserty and basic freedams Foe the nest 30-day® time ar the [ast Mississippe State

Hespital in Meridian, M3, a violation of M5 § 41 21-T3.

T8, Hespondent requested a hearng since the moment he was taken mio custody for
the writ of commitment exccuted an Febeary 107, 2022, Each time le agkesd fora heaving
Respondent was advized thar he was not entitded o receive a heavingg, although a sangle
page had already been marked tha sespondent did recerve an in-person hearing, and thi=
sirnply was never the ease, This amounts g separate viokations of M5 § 41-21-73, M5 § 41-
2174, and MS § 41-21-104 by Defombants Lafayette County Chancery Court,

{omimunicare, MS Deparoment of Mental Health, and Defendang sherry Wall,

109, All thar poeurred sent Mannffs Spouse into precerm labor and she gave barth tooa
son via emergency {-section on February 17, 2022 at just 28-wecks gestabonal age and

ﬂ'ﬂ:ii.',"iﬂg 2l 11 oss

1o, PhuntfF tricd on mubiple attempts o compel Cooperanon o see and cane over hig
spouse and highly premanre newbom chikd but was densed the abality to leave for

emergency purposes due to being confined at The Fast M3 State Hospial.
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11 Plaintiff wax advised on arval by the Doctor and Seaff of the Ease Missssippt Seate
Hospital that be was nor entitled o any type of hearng which would go o hes rebease it

her bad heen hogpirabized for 21-days” ome,

12, During the first 27 days of the 30-Day Tnvoluntay Commitment, Phinoff was
mchviged by the primary Physician/Tsyehologst that he was of the medical impressson
Plainuil was in no need of mediction and that the previous diagaosis had Iikely been

imisdiagnosed.

113. It wasn't ontil appeosimatcly 3-days prior o dechage that  Plannlf was
recommended a medication o serve as o makl mood stabilier, PlaingiT stands of the belcf
that this was wsed as o prop ot the very end attempting o justfy thes pacticolar 30-day

confinement/loss of lderry.

4. It iz alleged that [l-will and resabiation for fling the -page complaunt served on the
court and Communicane on Febroary 7, 2022 sourcad the hitest affidavat for involungacy

commitment being ed on Febmeary 9%, 2022

115. Lafayerte County Chancery Couwrt theough s Chancery Clerk Sheory Wall
proceeded to pack and choose who the “Special Master™ would be, who the “Respondent’s
attorney™ woukd be, as well as who the Ducier and Nunse Pracotioner would be to conduct
a "Viroual” examinaton. This tilts the mbles flly m Lafayete County's discretion and call
on selecting ther own staff and their vwn prefersed outcome on o bughly contestod miatter

myvolving the berty of o citeeen.

116, After unfaigly denying, without reason, an application to proceed in forma paupens

32



Case: 3:22-cv-00050-SA-JMV Doc #: 16-1 Filed: 06/13/22 33 of 74 PagelD #: 178

for a separate maties ks than twn months paoe due to plingffs inancial simaoon
rendering him indigent, Chancery Clerk Sherry Wall dechires on this caose that Plamnf
Indigent and proceeds w choosing the mcwvadisls o mterview plantifl at the jaeil,
subsequently authorising payment m cach out of the county funds, This demonstrates an
indifference shown wwards plaintifPs rights at the expense of tac-payer dolkass and the
Plainnff by selectively applying or denyangg indigent status in ways that solely benefit it

present sk at hand.

117, M § 41-21-T ) ey i the respondent is determined wo be m necd of mental health
treatment, the cleck shall immediately set the matter for bearing, The hearing shall be set
within seven (7 days of the ffing of the certificares unkess an extension s requested by the
respondent’s atomey. In no cvent shall the heanng be more than ten (10) days alter the
filing of the cemificates. Affording the Respondent a hoanmyg i not dscretiomary, [tasa
reguirement of Due Process to all omigens prine m the deprivation of their liberty.

However, this was overlooked snd grored.

118, Further chborating on this wpic, M3 § 41-21-73 (2) sates “The respondent muse
b present at the hearing unless the chancellor determines thae the respondent i unable o
attenid aned woakes dhar deteominaton and the veasons cheecfor part of the record” Further,
thie court, at the time of the heirig, shall be presenied o recond of all drugs, medication or
other treatment thar the respondent has recewed pending the heanng, oniless the ot
determines that such a record would be impeactical and documenes the reasons for that
determination, “The cowrt was pever presented a recond of all dougs, mwedcaticon, or ither
treatment for the frst commmioment procecding in December of 2021, and Plamnll wis

denied a hearing all mogether for second commimment proceeding i Febmuary of 2022

3
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19, MS § 41-21-73 (3) states “The respondent shall have the right o affer evidence, o
ber confronted with the wimnesses srainst him and o cross-examine them and shall have the
privikepe aganst self-incnmination, The riles of evidence applicable i other judicel
proceedimgs in this state shall be followed. A represeniative from a reatment Facatiny shyall
be presenr at the hearing o explun possible treamment options W the cespondent™, Yer
none of M3 § 41-21-73 (3) held apphcable w these proceedings as Respondent was never
piven the sght o offer evidence, be confronted with witnesses agaimnst [tiam, and cross-
examine them. Further no representative from a teaoment Bicility was present at hearing

s explin possible treatment options o sespondent™

120, MS § 41-21-73 (4} Treatment before ssdmssion 1o a stae-operated faciliy shall be
loeared as closcly as possible to the patient's county of resdence and the county of residence
shall be responsible for that cost. Admissions to state-operated Facilines shall be m
cotnplianes with the catehment areay esmablished by the Stare Deparcment of Menel
Health, The Carchment area for Lalayerte Cosity, M5 would have been the North MS

State [Hospital in Tupelo, MS, NOT the Fast MS State Hospital m Mesidian, MG,

121, M § 41-21-T4 (3) states “The sespondent may be retumed to the tetment fcility
as soom thereafter as faeilites are availible. The respondent may request a beanng withm
ten (101 days of his remen o the treament Brcality,” At the facility, Plaintiff was advised M
Department of Menml Health policses and atate b afforded a hearmg after 21 -days,

however according to Staoe Law this was incorrect.

122, MR § 41-21-74 (4) states “An outpatient shafl nor have ar be chanped for 2

recommitment process within 9 peniod of twedve (12) months of the intial cutpatient
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ardec”. Respondent understands this for the way it reads, There may not be another
reenmmitment process within 12 months of initial commament, however back o back

cormmntinents ecourred withim 63 days,

123, The fact that hsted D fendants unlized involunzrny commitment TWICE over a
span of approximarcly two months’ tme when he never posed as a dhngres o theat fo
himsell or others further demonstrates an intenbonal, debberte mdifference shown
Platnnifis Constinstional Rights fae above and beyond that of plain negligence. Parbculary
when fuctorng in the false statrements made which bed o Phentff being restrained of s
libertses and other rights on two separtte occasns forcing him o miss the baeth of his
child whom was bom extremely premature due oo the events which ook place hospitalizing

the phiintiffs wife.

124, Finably, MS g 41-21-104 states amongz others fiated below that *“The person subject
s eommitment must be afforded the doe process o which he or she s anotled wnder
{hapters 21 and 31 of Tithe 41, Mississippi Code of 19727, Mainff reasserts a debberan

malifference o his dug process vights was shown and demorsteared by the Defendants,

25. Mainafs newbormn child was considered a Miceo-Preemie when boen, faced
nureous medical msues o date with more undoubtedly on the horizon. Notime aken
can be given back, however, a proper ruling and judgement by dhis count can help ensune
no oiber potential pregnancy comphicitions result in any more newborms beany, born so

premature and fagile,

126. Ax a result of all lsted viokhoons by the Tsted Defendants, Plamnfl bas meuareed
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substangi] frencial burden, and PlhinbfFs newl-om child g been ailing m heabth oo
recently being transferred 1w 1eBonheur Children's Hospital in Mr_-:nphiﬁ TH due v his

tungs not developing from being bom as prematun: as he wnlortunately was

CLAIMS

COUNT ONE - DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW
Viewlaticn of te Foirrth end Fourteenth Anrendnients - FALSE ARREST pursuent o 42 LG §1963
Against Delendants Lafavette County Sherifl's Departrment and East

127. The Phuntiff ce-alleges and meorposates by reference the above paengraphs with

the sams force and eFfier s i Rally ser out in specifec detal berein.

128, Plamntiff suffered a loss of hberty, embareassment, hormiliabon, pain and suffering,

miental and emotinnal distress, among other myunes o dirmagees.

129, WHERLFORE, Planiff secks such compensatory and punitive damiges as 2 jury
may reward, attorneys' fees, and any such ather, different, and further ehic which this Coun

fendla he 2 envithed,

COUNT TWO - DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW
Viedattom of the Firse and Fourteesth Sremdments =ONLAWFRL 0ETENTTON-
Piirsuante to 42 L5 S196T
Against Lafayette County Sheriff's Department and State of Mississippi

130. The Plintff pe-alleges and incoeporates by reference the above pasagraphs with

the same Force and effect as i fally set owt in specific detail heren,

131 Plamaff suffered a loss of ibery, embanassment, hurmiliagon, pain and suffeeing,

mental and emotional distress, among other imucics and damages.

i6
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132. WHEREFOHRE, Plantfl seeks sueh eompensatoey and pomitive damayges as 2 jury

may seward, attoemeys’ fee, and any such other, different, and furtheer rebief which this Conire

gy s

COUNT THREE - DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW
Violation of the First and Fourteenth Amencdments - FREEDOM 0F SPERCH
Pursiant fo 42 (L5C ST
Against Defendants East, Lafayette County Sherilfs Department, Lafayette County M5, the State of
Mississippis and Lafayete County Chancery Court

133. The Plaintfl ce-alleges am] weoeporstes by ceference the above pampeaphs with

the same Foree and effeet as if fully set our in spealic detal beren.

134, Plamnfl suffered a loss of Bberty, embacmssment, huobiznon, pan and suffering,

men il and emotional distress, among other injurics and damages.

135, WIHEREFORE, Maintiff sceks such compensatory and punitne damages as a jury
may reward, attorneys” fees, and any such other, different, and Turther reliefwhich this Court

ey award

COUNT FOUR - DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF LAW
Vintation of e First ond Fourteenth Arendmen s - FREEDOM (F SPEELTT

Pursant to 42 WLEC, §i983
Apainst all namad parties

136, The Plaintiff r-alleges and mcorporates by reference the above paragraphs waith

the samie Force and effect az if fully sct our in specthic derail herrim.

137. Plaintiff suffercd a logs of Lberty, embareagsment, humilsaton, pan and sulTecig,

mental and emononal distress, among other mjunes and damages.
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138, WHEREFORE, Phuntff secks such eompensamey and punitve damiges a8 3 jury
may rewaed, attorneys” fees, and any such other, different, wnd further schict which this Count

may wward

COUNT FIVE - DENIAL OF DUE PROCESS OF LAW
Vinletion of the Fifth and Fourteanth Amendment pursitont to 18 IERE § 242
Against all excapt for Communicare and their listed employees

139. The Plaintiff re-allepes and ncorporates by reference the above paragraphs with

the same force and effect as if fully set out in specihe detil heran

140, Phainefl suffered a boss of lbeny, embairassnent, humiliation, pam and sulffering,

mental and emotonal distress, among other injucies amd damages.

141, WHEREFORE, Pluntff secks such compensatory and punitive damiges 48 a jury
may revard, attornevs” fees, and any such other, different, and further reliefwhech this Cour

firecd: b 15 ecnofled,

COUNT SIX - CONSPIRACY TO DEFRIVE RIGHTS
Vialatian af the Fourteenth Amendment pursuant o2 iL5C §19E5

Against Delendants East, Alcorn, Lafavette County Sheriffs Department, Comtnutibcare, and
Lafayette Couniy Chancery Court

142 The Plainnff re-alleges and meorporates by reference the above pamgraphs with

the same foree and effect as if fully set out in specific detail hercin,

143, PMaimtff suffered a boss of Bberty, embarmssment, husnlsaton, pam and sufferang,

mental and emotional distress, among other injuries and damages a5 a resull of such

conduct,

I
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144, WHEREFORE, Mustff secks such compensatory and punitive damages as a jury
may rowared, attoeneys® fees, and any such orher, di fierene, and Recthes relwe Codue s ot

Fireds hie 15 entitled,

COUNT SEVEN - DEPRIVATION OF DUE PROCESS
Viotation af the Fourteenth Amendment prrswant o 42 X QTHHT
Against all named partias

145, The Plaintfl re-allepes and incorporates by reference the above paraggraphs with

the same force and effect as if fully set out in specific detal herein.

146, Plamnnff suffered a loss of Bberty, embasrassment, humilmtion, pam and suffeing,

mcntal and emotional distress, among other imorics amd dameages.

7. WHEREFORE, Phaintiff seeks such compensatory and punitive damiges a3 a jucy
may sevearel, atborneys” foes, anel any such other, different, and further rehe Fahech this Ot

Fiewls b 18 enbitled

COUNT EIGHT - VIOLATION OF FALSE CLAIMS ACT
31 LS G 3729 - 3733
Amainst Defendant East, Alcorn, Lafayette County Sheriffs Department, Lafapeiie Counly M5,
Conprmunicore oo Sole af MissEsipi

148, The Pluntfl ee-alloges and ingormporates by reference the above pargraphs with

the same forge and effect as i fully set out in speafic chetsnl heeein,

149. Plamntiff suffered a loss of Bherty, embarssment, humiliation, pain and suffering,

mental and emotional disteess, among other myures and damages.

150, WHEREFORE, Plauntff secks such compensatery and punitive damages as a jocy

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

COUNT NINE - FALSE IMPRISONMENT
Viofation of the Feurth and Fourteanth Amendments Pursuont to 42 UEC §T1983

Against Dafendants Enst, Lafiyette County Sherfffs Department, Communicare, MY Departaent af
Mewierl Hewalth

151, The Plaintff re-alleges and ineorporates by reference the above pargeoaphs wath

the same force and effect as i fully set our m specific detail boren,

152, Manaff suffered a boss of hberty, embarrassment, humiliation, pain aned suffecing,

miental and emobonal distress, among orher injucies amd dameages.

153, WIHEREFORE, MuntilT seeks such compensitosy and punitive damages as 4 jury
may reward, attorneys” fees, aned any such other, different, and Turther rehie Mwhich this Court

Fimcds bue i enitled

COUNT TEN - FALSE IMPRISONMENT
Mississipi State Lasw Clatm

Against Deferdants Eost, Lafayette Cowity Sherifi"s Depariment, Communicare, My Department af
Mentol Health, and Lofopatte Copndy Choencery Lot

154, The Plaintif re-allepes aml ncorporates by reforence the above patigraphs wath

the same force and cffect as if fully set out n speafie detul herein,

155, Main st suffered a loss of Bherty, embarrasseent, humiliaoon, pan and suffenng,

mental and emnotsial disteess, among other injueies and damages,

156, WHEREFORE, PlamafT seeks such compensatory and puninve damages as a jury
meary. reward, atoeeys” fees, and any such other, different, and hurther relicPwhich this Court

firwds hic 15 entithed,
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COUNT ELEVEN - WRONGFUL INTERFERENCE WITH FAMILIAL
RELATIONSHIFPS

Aissrssipm Stode Loy g
{Against All Momed Defendants)

157. The Plainaff re-alleges and incorporeates by roference the above pamagraphs wath

the samwe froce and cffect as iF fally st out i specifie detul heecan,

158. PlamifT suffered a losg of hberry, embarcassment, hurmiliaoon, pan and suffermg,

mental and emotional distress, amone other mpurses and damages.

159. WHIEEREFORE, Plantff secks such compensatory and pundtive danmmges as o jury
ray reward, attomeys” fees, and any other, different, and focther relef which thas Coure fads

bz 15 enntanhix].

COUNT TWELVE - TORTIOUS INTERFERENCE INTO BUSINESS
Migsissippl State Low Clalm
Agninst Defendants Lafayette County Sheris Bepartiment, Bast, Alcorn, and Communicare

160, The Plintff re-alleges and mecmporates by reference the above pargraphs wath

the same: Force and effeer as i fully set out in specific detail heeein,

161, Planaff suffored o lnss af Tbersy, embaressment, humilsanion, pan and sufferng,

menital and emotional disrress, among other mpures and damages.

162, WHEREFORE, Plantiff secks such compensatory and punatve damages s 9 jury
ry rewsined, avomceys” fees, and any such other, different, and forther rebefwhich this Goun

finds he s enotled.
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COUNT THIRTEEN - DEFAMATION OF CHARACTER

Mizzissipm Stote Law Clafm
{ Agalinst All Named Delendants)

163, e Plaintiff re-allepes and incorporates by reference the above paragraphs with

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

164. Plaintiff suffered a ks of hheery, embarmssment, bumiliation, pam and suffenng,

mental and emotional distress, among other injurics amd damiges,

165. WHEREFORE, Maintff secks such compensatory and punitive damapes as 3 juey
ey reward, attormcys” fees, and any such other, different, and further relbefwlich this Count

fimls he g enotbed,

COUNT FOURTEEN - DEFAMATION OF CHARACTER

Miwsissippd Stale Law Cloim
[Apainst All Named Defendants)

166, The Plamtiff re-alleges and incorpoates by reference the above pangraphs with

the game force and effoct as iF folly set out i specific detail herem.

167. Plaintiff suffered a boss of Therty, embarrassment, humibapon, pam ancd suffermg,

it tal e cmotional distress, among ofher njunes and damages,

168. WHEREFORE, Plamntff scchks such compensatry and punitve damezes as a jury
ey revvard, ﬂtmmc'fs' Fras, s any such other, different, and furthere eebef which this Court

finds he 1z ennred.
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COUNT FIFTEEN - INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
PORT GF UTRAGE: STATE LAW CLAIM
Against Defendants East, Beard, Alcormn, Rogers, Lafayette County SherilTs Department,
Communicare, and Lafayette County Chancery Lourt

169, The Plantiff re-allepes and imcorporates by reference the above pargriphs wath

the same foree sl effect as of fully set out 0 specific detal beremn.

170, Plamuff suffered a loss of berty, cmbarcassment, humiliation, paim and sulferng,

mental and emationil disiress, among other mjunes and damages

171 WHEREFORE, Plaintff seeks such eompensatorny and punitive damagses 25 9 juey
meay reward, attorneys’ fees, and any such other, different, aod further selee Cwhich this Court

fimds he i ennmbed.

COUNT SIXTEEN = NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
TORT OF OUTRANGE- STATE AW CLAIM
Apainst Defendants East, Beard, Alcorn, Bogers, Lafayelte Lounty Sherl s Department,
Communicare, M5 Dept of Mental Health, and Lalayette County Chancery Court

172, The PlamtifT w-allepes and incorpomtes by reference the above pamgraphs with

the same force and e ffect s 1f fully sctout in specific detail heren.

173, Maintff sulfered a boss of lberty, embarrassment, bumsbanon, pam and suffering,

mierital and cmononal distress, among other injurics and damages

174. WHEREFORE, Mainnff sceks such compensatory and pumitive damages as a jury
may reward, attomeys’ fees, and any such other, diffesent, and further reliefwneh this Court

finels he 15 cnnthed,
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COUNT SIXTEEN - NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS
TORT OF GUTRAGE- STATE LAW CLAIM
Against Defendants East, Beard, Alcom, Rogers, Lafiyette County Sherlfs Department,
Communicars, and Lafavette County Chancery Lodrt

175. The Phaintifl re-allepes and incorporates by reference the above paragraphs with

thie game foree and cfect ag of folle set oue i specific detml Berem.

174, Plaintff suffered a loss of Bberty, embarmassoent, humiliation, paim and sulfeang,

micntal aned emotinal disiress, among other impurics and dammges.

577, WHERERFORE, MannfiT secks such compensatory and punitvee damiges as o ury
iy reward, atoemeys” fees, and any swch other, different, and furether sebePwhich this Conrt

lindds be 5 enntled.

COUNT SEVENTEEN - ACTION FOR NEGLECT TO PREYENT
i 2 UISE THHR
Against Defendants O Dannell, Wall, Bushy, State of Missizsippl

178, The Phainniff re-alleges and ncomporates by reference all above paragraphs with the

same force and effec as if fully set out i specific detad herein

170, Pl suffered a loss of Tberty, embarrassment, humilsition, pain and suffering,

mental and emotional distress, among other igures and damages.

1%0. WHEREFORL, Plamtff secls such compensamry and punitive damages as a jury
may reward, attoeneys' fees, and any such other, different, and Rurther rebef which iz Coun

Findks he 2 ertited.
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PRAYER FOR INJUNCTION AND RELIEF

151. Based on tw legal and facoual alkgaoons sted heremn, the Plantff respectfully
prays that this Court will ssswme junsdiction of this action and afer ey eoal, provide relsed

4 froblomes:

152, Render a judgment finding the Defendants jointdy and/or severally labl: for e
aforementioned causes of action and And Ffor the plainoff an award of compensatory
damapes in the amoant TWO MILLICN FIVE HUNDRED THOUSAND DOLLARS
(52, 300,000 due to the past, present, and furce damages incurred along with the long-term

effects coused by Defedants actions,

183, Rendier a judgment finding the Defendents jontly andfor severally lable for the
afmementioned causes of action and award Plantff Pumtve Damages in the amount of
TWENTY-FIVE MILLION DOLLARS (325,008,000 o an adjusted amount that a jury
ey Bl to serve 23 punshment for the actions of Dufendant’s as well as serving a future
dereerent o curb and prevene foee unkawful and uneonsounonal acoons detnmental o

the Cormtitutsn wd the Civill Rights of all cikrsens,

184, Render a judpmest permanently apmning Defendants . from enforang ther
customs, pelicics, patiems, and practices as described heron that vinlate consnpanonal

nphts.

185. Retmining jurisdicaon over this acton and ordering the Defendants to implement
and enforce proper policies and prchces ncludmg approprate taming arsd supervason o

protect mdivlsals from infangement of their consttutonal righs.

45



Case: 3:22-cv-00050-SA-JMV Doc #: 16-1 Filed: 06/13/22 46 of 74 PagelD #: 191

186. Pugsoane b 42 LS, § 1988, weue an order requiring Defendants w pay for all
hitiganoen coses, expenses and reasonable attorney's fees assocmted with the filing of ths

HES T3]

187. CGreant Plamnaff Declarawsy Relief i the matter regarding the uncomstitu tenakity
of the State of Missssippi's Men @l Health Laws, declrmy; them unconstinuts wial on theo

present face.

184, Cirant o the Plamulf any such and all other, furher, diftenent, general, or speceal

relef as mooguity the Plamal may be enttlel,

WHEREFORE ALL PREMISES CONSIDERED

Plainoff prays this coun issue an onder of prodection stpulaomg; condhibons that will provent Tuether
ijury o harassment by any of the nammed Defemdants wie thes ongomg, kpal matter yet i be decided.
Plaangiff agks thag court oy band all other maress at hand over wo a juey o hear the et and deeade all

ek of this cavse afaction brought foeth.

Respeoiltully Amended and Saboniited ihis 13" Day of June 2022

Matthew Reardon
Plainiil¥ {Fro Se)
117 CR 401
Diaferd, M5 38655
Gif2-230- 1 460
Il @ mmtneardom, oo
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Justice Court Records

dodonnaliclaytonodonnel.com
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T "Matt Reardon" <matt@ridingwiththeoutlaw.coms

ce "3l Carwyla" <ICarwyle@ialfayettecoms com=,
"Lisa Carwyle" <LCarwyle@lafayettecoms.com>, "Joey East” <jeast@iafayettesheri. net=>

Tags &
Sacurty = TLS Leam more

btk

| have been made aware of your unsuccessful efforts teday to retrieve a copy of bail bond records in a Justice Court
criminal case involving another individual. 1am told that you had misspelled the name of the individusl and that is
why the clerk could ot locate the recond.

The derl's office has now found the record amd it is avallable for pick up. Forfuture reference, there ks apoblicly
aceessible computer terminal at the Justice Court clerk’s affice wehich you cen use o search court records. I you
want coples of any record, the clerk will change 15 cents per page which i3 the default rate undar the Public Reconds
Act,

Finally, the cherks report that you have been verbally abusive toward them and that the behavior seems to b=
Increasing in frequency and intensity, There is no necd for behavior that disnupts court business and decorum and,
if it continues, the judges of the court may pursue their options to address the behavior., | therefare beliove that
your use of the public computer terminal will work for everyone.

David D, 0" Donnell

Clayton O'Donnell PLLC

14803 Vamn Bureén Avante

Suite 103

Oford, Ms, 38655
dedennell@cdvytonod ennael.oom
1{ 662} 234-0600
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PLEASE SERVE THE FOLLOWING BY CERTIFIED MAIL:

43
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£ La-49Y

AFFIDAVEIDECLARATION OF TRUTH
Wl'll B EASTSHERIFF OF LAFAYETTE COUNTY T11 JACKSON AVE E, OXFORD, MS 38655

[, MATTHEW OLLY ER REARDON the undersigned, make this AffidavitDechwration of Trath
of my own free will, and T herely affirm, declare and swear, under my oath and under tha patns and
penalties of perjury under tho laws of the United States of America and of this state, that I am of legal
spe and hereby attest that the statements, avenments and information comfpined i this

AffdavitDeclaration are troe and correct to the best of my knowledge.

This AffickvitDeclneation of Truth is lawiful notification you, and is hereby made and sent to you
pursuant to the Federal Constitution, specifically the Bill of Rights, in particular, Amendments 1, IV, V,
V1, VIL IX, X, X1V; and The Bill of Rights detsiled in Article 3 of the Mississippi Constifution
specifically sections 11, 12, 13, 14, 17, 23, 24, 25, 26, and 26-A. This AffidavitTeclaration of Truth
requires your written rebutial to me, in kind, specific to sach and every point of the subject matler stated
herein, within 15 days, via your own sworn and notarkzed affidavit, uxing troe fact, valid law and evidence
supporting your rebuttal of the specific subject matter stated in this Affidavit/Declaration, You are hereby
neticed that your failure to respond, as stipulated, and rebut, with partics ity and specificity, anything
with which you disagres in this AffidaviyDeclaration, is your lawfitl, legal and binding tacit agreetnent
with and admission 1o the fact that everything in this AffidavitDeclaration is true, comect, legal, lawful,
and fully binding upon you in any court in America, without your protest or objection and (hat of thoge

wiha represent il

1. Asts committed by vou, JOSEPH EAST, acting as SHERTFF OF LAFAYETTE COUNTY, MBS

either supports and upholds the Constitutions, national and state, or oppase and violates them,

9. You have taken an cath to support and uphold the national and state Constitutions and are

constitutionally mandated 1o sbide by that oath in the performvance of your official diuties.
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3. You have no constitutional anthority, or any other form of valid, lawful suthority, to opposs and
violate the very docurnents to which voo swore or affirmed your oath and under which you were

dalsagsated by the peopla the limited suthority to conduct the duties of your office,
4. The shove three posilions are true, Gwetoal, lawiul and constitutionally ordained.

5. Through this AffidavitDeclaration of Truth, you are hereby noticed of your alleged violations of
the below menlioned sections of the Mississippi Constitution along with supporting facts to

cortoborate the claims that are baing made

You, Joseph B East, acting as SherfT, swore an oath to uphold snd support the Constitution of the United
States of America and the Your State Constitotion, and pursuant to your oath, you are required to abide
by that onth in the performance of your official duties. You have no Constitutional or other wnlid suthority
{o defy the Constilations, o which you owe your limited suthorily, delegated 1o you by and theough the
Peaple, and to which you swore your oath; yet, by your sctions against the People you have viokued those
paths and engaged in myriad instances of incompetence, negligence, dereliction of duly, malfeasance,
sedition, insurrection, treason and criminal, ynconstitutional behavior rendering you wnfit to hold public

fTrce,

However, despite the above-stated factual, lawful positions, your unconstitwtional actions, as described
throughout this AflfdavitDeclatation of Truth, clearly demonstrate how you have vioksted all of the above
laweful positions, the Constitutions, your oath of office, acted against the poblic good by knowingly and
willfally violating the public trust and committing sedition and Insurrection. Pursuant #o your unlawiul
and unconstittional actions, vou heve invoked the self-executing Sections 3 & 4 of the 14th Amendment
to the National Constitution, thereby have lawfully vacated your office and forfeited all benefits thereot,
including salary and pension. Please note that, a5 stated above and below, if you fail to specifically rebut,
in kind, any of the charpes, claims and positions set forth in this AffidavitDeclaration, then, you facitly
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admit 1o them, and these admissions will by lawfully used against you. The following paragraphs and
others theoughout this Afidaviteclaration describe some of your unfuwfinl, unconstitetional actions,

which have humed myself and others:

Based upon 3 report creafed on May 30, 2017, it was stated that on May 24, 2017 Jarrett
Bundren, an investipator with Lafayette County Sherifls Department recelved via a phone
call stating thai T, Matihew Reavdon, was making threats towards an individual by the name
of Todd Lynch. Affiant has effortlessly made the claim that this entive fasco amonhted
to & crime alleged that was never truly committed in prder to suppress and provent an
ontspoken conservative, a0 amendment activist from speaking at a public forum which
ha was slotted in advance 1o speak at on June 6, 2017; the day that just so happened to
be election day for Robyn Tannehill, Completely violating the constitutional rights of
another by way of a knowingly Talse charge which led to false imprisonment was nol
enough for Lafayette County Officials, as they deprived nearfy 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 in the Lafayeite County Detention Center from the time ol his ares,, May 26 2017 until ha
vacaived ai initialhand hearing on May 30 2017, This amounted to nearly 96 hours hefore movant
was bronght before a udge, twice the maximum length aliowable under the Mississippi Rules of
Criminal Procechure which liad recently been updated prior to afliaat’s aprest and imcarceration 1o
follow.

MRECP Rule 5.1{(b)3) states il a person i3 (aken inte custody, the person shall he talien

withoul snnecessary delay, and in no event later than Fordy-elght {48) howrs afler arrest,

before a judge who shall proceed with an initial a ppearance.
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a) If the person arrested is not taken before a judge within forty-eipht (48) hours, the parson
detpined shall ba released on execution of sn appearance bond in the minimnm amount set

pursuant to Rule & and direcied to appear at a specified time and place.

b} Affiant tried to assert his complete innocance throuph a bill of sale proving not only that it was
an impossibility for him to have committed the crime charged, bul that in fact no crime was
commithed, Judgpe Carolyn Bell cut Affiant off from speaking on two separate occasions to
gtating he had *“the right to remain silenl™ just prior 1o sefting a completely outrageous

appearance bosd,

¢} Judge Bell never cared to advise me that 1 had the right to a Preliminary Hearing. MRCrP 8.1

lists a table recently updated approximately & month prior showing ranges for types of crimes.

d) A crime receiving a maximum incarceration of 10-years should receive a 55, 000-8530,000
Appearance Bond. Alfiant's alleged crime received o maximim 5-years incarceration yel was
sel at $150,000, Dne to it alveady going well beyomd 48-Hours before affiant was afforded
an initial hearing, Judge Bell was obligated lo issning an appearance bond of $5,000 or

releasing affiant on his personal recognizance,

u) Affiant makes claims of improper influence being the key factor in what had ocowmed and that

this move had likely been decided upon just prior to the initial hearing commencing

Affiant reasserts his claims of pesding to et his daughter oul of an ill-brought, fraudulant, and
degeptive chancery court matter which just so happened to be ecincidentally piled on at the same
time to further stack the deck. Upon pleading out following extended mental torture, Lafuyelle
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 gigning of a covenant to mol sue
Lafayetts County and Oxford employees and officials, Sheriff's Department, and The
Lynch's. However, exculpalory evidence of innocence existed all alomp, and that a
preliminary hearing was never afforded. Bond was set disproportionately and
unconstitutionally high in s clear violation of the 8" Amendment (0 the Federal
Constitution a5 the bond set at $150,000 was three times higher fhan the established
suidelines stated even for an alleged crime that could see twice the potential length of
incarceration if found guilty. A motion for Habeas Corpus seeking bail reduction Was
filad June 5, 2017 alleging that AfTiant was illegally con fined 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 Lafayeite County on notice of violations of the Eighth and Fourteenth
Amendments to the United States Constitufion and §§ 26 and 29 of the Mississippi
Constitution at that {ime. At the bare minimuwm, this motion commeanded that the
Sheriff produce the affiant and show good cause why he should not be discharged from
auch illepal confinement Immedintely or have his bond reduced to 2 consfitntional amount.
The Habeas Corpus was approved to procesd 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 behalfmuch less approved.
Approximately 2 months after plea was entered, A Psycholegist in Tupelo, whom was
the referring dector for Lafayette County Chancery Court, notated coercion on his
repori as the chief reason for such plea. In the following months and years npon the
discovery of additional facis and evidence, Lafayetie County primarily through its

most Sheriff Joseph East has refused to povide equal protections under its laws
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and stands accused of continued intentional dapeivation of the Alflant’s civil rights in
a continued insistence on covering its tracks and shifting guilt with the belp of
malicious presecution and preferential prosecution through the knowing introduction
and use of perjurions testimony in order to contrive another highly immoral, wnlewiul,
snd unconstitutional conviction. Throagh a plethora of discovered evidence that has
surfaced, it would more than appear that East has had direci involvement in all thal
has transpired dating back to May of 2017 while under his prior command and titie
of Chief of Police lor Oxford Police Department. Affiant states he had no prior run
in’s nor issues with East prior to his retumn to Oxford in 2020, and that evidence now
demonstrates an ill intent and foul play clearly demonsirated by East and directed al
affiant unbeknownst at the time o him. Affiant awaits his guilty plea being declared
involuntary due fo a complete denial of his procednral due process rights, guaranteed by the
United States and State of Missisippi Constiintions. Afffant claims this deprivation of rights
due to all accused in combination with the ¢cosrcion tactics places Lafayette Connty and its
Officials in Direct violntion of Siale and Federal Law, making his ples involuntary and void
and a vielation of Stale Law which the State and Cownty shonld never have been allowed o

be in receipt of in the frsl place.

That on July 7, 2020 Affisnt filed his post-conviction refief in Lafayete County Circuit Court
seeking complete reversal of his plea based oa stated violations he became aware of. The judge
assigned was Judpe Jobn Kelly Luther. On July 30, 2020 Civcuit Court Jiedge Kelly Lather
DENIED affiant's motion for relief which was bronght with merit, in pood timing, and in the
comect court and jurisdiction. Affiant alleges that his posi-comviction relief motion was
prejudicially denied with bissness and fivorability shown to the respondent, as the grounds oo

which post-conviction relief was brought along with the alleged fraud conducted by the State and
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Lafnyetie County not anly warranted but tumned highly prejudicial against the atfient wihion connty
officials contrived a frsudulent conviction in 2017 and beyond negligent and in fact injuricus upon
the affiant when Lafayeiie County Circait Court refused to hold an evidentiary hearing or lesole at
any fact stated when constitutional rights vielations throngh enmplete procedural due process
dalits wers sllaged amoonted to even more deprivation and even whal now is alleged as acomplete
chilling of constitutional rights of all citizens through a complete refuzal of the aqual protections
of the law, Up until $/12/2020, the assigned judge on the post-conviction relwf was Judge Kent
Smith, However, Jodge John Eelly Luther confinucd showing an faterest in affiant’s matlers by
way of coming in to DENY each motion submitted despite the assignment of the case belonging
1o Kent Smith. Affiant filed a motion for recusal on §/12/2020 and npon submission of this motion,
the official record was ALTERED to then reflect Jolm Kelly Luther as the assigned judge. This

was cevtainly a rather larpe canse for concein.

Between July, 2021 and August, 2021, 1, Matthew Cliver Reardon, had obtained press credentials,
fusther providing  official  notice  that I was a recopnized and credentialed
Reporer/Photoprapher/Journalist 55 2 member in good standing with the Constitution Fust
Amendmeant Press Association for independent work in joumalism and reporting. It was around
this time that Lafayelte County officials appeared ag if their apthority had been challenged,
however it begins to become clear thal a clear sbuse of power by Local Government Officials
would be the culprit. A simple, basic understanding and knowledge of our Constitutional rights
yields the fundamesital right o petition the Government for Redress & and always has been
inherantly vested in, and derived from the people. All govemment of vight originates with the
people, is founded upon their will anly, and is mstituted solely for the good of the whaole,

Turthermaore, the people of this state have the inherent, sole, and exclusive right to regulate the



Case: 3:22-cv-00050-SA-JMV Doc #: 16-1 Filed: 06/13/22 56 of 74 PagelD #: 201
Case; 3;22-cv-00050-5A-IMY Do #; 1-1 Filed, 04/06/22 10 of 28 PagelD #; 52

internal government and police thereof, This is a guarantesd right of all cibizens of the state under

Articls 3 Section 6, yot ancther basic vight requiring no credentials

On 11/4/2021 A ffiant went e trial for © separate charpes placed apainst him by Lafayelte County
Sheriff"s Department and his ex, Phyllis “Lix™ Crowder, 2 of the 9 charges came fiom a situation
vesulting in an alleged Disorderly Conduct and Resisting Arrast December 27, 2020 an email was
sent to Sherdff Fast with “Criminal Conspiracy™ in the subjeot like repocting alleged crimes
involving the harboring and exploitation of Affiant’s firstborn child (LER) which was opensd
apprencimately 2-hours later by the Sherifl. An investigation and assistance in stopping it was
requested. et no response cane from Sheriff East and this is the sole reason that brought affiant
to the Sherilf's Department seeking assistance of the sheif¥ due the alleged crimes continuing to
be committed. Affiant clyims the complaints alleged were ill-hrought, retaliatory, and relied upon
mob-domination and the knowing use and introduction of perjured testimony by Ladiyette County
Shariffe Department; in particular Deputies Dixon and Tidwell; and that both perurious and
defamatory statements were given under oath by the Lafayette County Sheriff Joey Fast, Affiant
attests that a sloppy, inconsistent investigation atfributed to three of the nine charges allaped by
Deputics Beavers and Williford, and that evidence was never properly preserved by Lafayelte

County Sherifi"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 and 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 set aside, On Decomber 6, 2021, Affiant had discovered that the a=sipied
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judge (Kent Smith) had once apain hesn changed in the sysiem 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 randomly assipned via algorithm
changing, Circuit court clerk JefT Bushy ot highly defensive and sdvised Chyna Sinervo o nol
answer any of affiant’s questions, when affiant was simply fulfilliog his civil duty in petiticning
the povernment for redress of o major grievance. At this time Busby gets on his cell phone and
presumably contacts Sheriff Jooy Easl who within approximately S-miuntes fime is captured of
video pulling up, getting out of his car, and telling affient to not go back into cirenit court unless
he had something to file bocmse be was “disturhing their business". The fillowing day, December
7. 2021 Fast reported to Communicare employee Rachel Alcom knowingly fulse and dammning
statements in order to get Conmunicare to seek Judicial Commitment of affiant bused on fhe lies
given, The affidavit is approved and signed off by Tudge Lawrence Little and immediately after,
two deplities go on the hunt 1o find and take afffant into custody on the mewly signed writ. This
happens shorily after us Affiant, his wife, and stepdaughier arrive home aind is captared on video,
Afffant siates the Judicial Commitment was froudulent and stemmed from false information
veporbed by Lafayettc County Sheritls Department wrid '8 Sheriff Joey East in order 10 cover up
a matter of concerm which affiant was seeking answess to, sind that this particulurly filed matier in
circuit court is # matter of interest to the Lafayetto County Sheriff adding motive behind the highly
immorsl move involving the communication of lies to Alcom. This was a dangerous attack on the
fieedoms and liberfies of & private citizen and member of the press during the commission
constitutionally protected activity.
Sherill Joseph B, East, you ave alleged to be in violation of your oath of offlice, the national

and state Constitutions, and in clear violation of the following Iawsistalules:

1) Section 802 of the Patriot Act which clearly defines a domestic ferrorist.
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2) Titte 4 U.8.C. 101 - Oath by members of legislafures and officers,

3) Title 18 U.5.C. section 241 - Conspiracy against righte.

4) Titlte 18 1.5.C. section 242 - Deprivation of rights wnder color of law.

5) Tithe 18 U.S.C. 1038 - Fabe information and hoaxes.

6] ‘Tithe 18 U.5.C. 1081 - statcmenis or entries generally.

7) Title 18 U.5.C. - 1503 inflnencing or injuring officer or juror generally.

B) Titbe 18 U.5.0. section 15128 - Engages in misleading conduet.

9) Title 18 1.5.C. section 2871 - conccalment, removal, or matilation geaerally,
10) Titte 26 U.8.C. section 7214 - offenses hy officers and cmployees of the Unbted States.
11) Tithe 42 - 1.8.C. section 1983 - Civil rights action for deprivation of rights.
12) Tifle 42 1.5.C. sectinon 1985 (3) - conspiracy to interfere with civil rights.

13) Tithe 42 T1.8,.C. 200da (a). Civil rights act of 1571,

14) Title 42 1.8, seclion 1986 - Action for negleel 1o prevenl

Beetion 802 of the USA PATRIOT Act (Pub. L, Mo, 107-52) Expandad the definition of terrorism to cover
“domestic,"™ as oppascd to international, ferrnrism. A person engages in domestic lerrorist if they do an
act "dingerous fo luman lifs™ that is a violation of the criminal laws of 8 siate or the Uniied States, if the
not appears 1o be intended to: (i) intimidate or coerce a civilian population; (ii) influence the policy of a

governiment by intimidation or cosrcion;

Lastly. current policing, fiming, arresis and harassment throughout Lafayette County, MS is in violation
of not only First Amendment “sbridging the right of people to peaceably assemble” but more narrowly:
Title 18 U.5.C., Section 242- Deprivation of Rights Under Color of Law: Whoever, under calor of any

law, statute, crdinance, regulation, or custom, willlully subjects any person in any State, Territory,
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Commeiwealth, Possession, or District to the deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured
o protected by the Constitution or luws of the Uniled Stales, or 1o different punishments, pains, or
penaliies, on account of such person being an alien, or by reason of his color, or race, than are prescribed
for the punishment of citizens, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned nol more than one year, or both;
and if bodily injury results from the pets committed in violation of this section or if such acts include (he
nse, sitempled use, or threatened use of a dangerous weapon, sxplozives, or five, shall be fined under this
title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; and ift death resulis from the acts committed in
violation of this section or if such scts include kidnapping or an attempt to kidnap, ageravated sexual
ahuse, or &n attempt to commit agpravated sexual abuse, or an attempl o kill, shall be Foed under this

title, ar imprisoned for any term of years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced to death.

Due lo your unconstitutional actions and draconian  measures as described twoughout  this
AffidavitDeclaration, you bave nvoked the referenced Sections 3 & 4 of the 14h Amendment. Agsuch

veu have lawfully vacated your office and forfeited all benefits thereof, inchuding salary and pension.

Lawful notification has been provided to you stating that i you do not rebut the statements, charges and
averments made in this AfidavitDeclaration, then, you tacitly agree with and admil to thiem. Porsuant o
that lawful notification, if you disagres with anyiiing stated under oath in this AtfidavitDeclaration of
'Truth, then rebut to me that with which you disapres, with particularity, within (15) fifleen days of receipl
thereof, by means of your own written, nolatized affidavit of trofh, based on specific, troe, relevant fact
and valid law to support your disagreement, attesting Lo your rebuttal and suppartive positions, as valid
and lawful, under the pains and penalties of perjury under the laws of the United States of America and
the State of Mississippi. An unrebutted affidovit stands as truth and fact before any courl. Your failure (o
respond, as stipulated, is your tacit agroement with and admission to the fact that everything in this

AFidavitDeclaration of Troth is tree, correct, legal, lawful, and is your inevocable admission attesting to
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this, fully binding upen you in any court of law in Americs, without your protest, objection and that of

those wio fepiesent Yo,

This AfGdavit stands as notice of Pending Litigation and s such will be forwarded to the Office of the
Attorney General to provide such notice of intenl. This AMidavit and your response or lack thereof will

accompany the Federal complaint which will be filed 15-Days from foday

Afhant Turther saveth nouglh

All Riuhis Reserved,
e - - : __,::'j
- — = f-3~ oo g |

T e i S i

Matthew Oliver Reavdon, AlTant/Declaran Dae

Em e e L ST e m————

NOTARY STATEMENT

In the State of Mississippi,

Clounty of Lalwyelle
1 swear that on this 3rd day of January, 2022 the sbove-named AfimtDeclarant, Matthew (Hiver
Reardon, personally appeared before me, and of his own free will, signed and executed this

AffdavivTreclaration of Truth,
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sewEEm ..,_-

tary Public
My Commission Expires

Seal:
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PRODF OF SERVICE

[Caset | Coun County. |
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Plaltall 7 Patitioner; MATTHEW SEAKIHN Nefendant ¢ REsponent

STATEIFF ML“-"IHHH'J_ e =
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R, CAVID T HMELL APPLUANTT COF TR FOL I ROEATE E-EE‘:_:H-b U—*‘-*HEH:E BAST
Te be sarvnd wponc
SHITHARE ONY EAST ) _ i -

LAPAVETT K {FURTY BOARLE DF SUFRRVIAORL

i, Mutthew Reardon, served the AFFIDANIT OF TRUTES FOILIMMEDIATE SRRV ICE TO SHERIFF EAST upan Ehe persnm raamiedd sbave i (he
mannar sef forth beloes

PERSOMAL SERVICE. | pevsonally dslhersd] COpRE 10 Lafysite Casaty uand Ausmey Ravid ODosrell an famusry 4, 3631 n peevee and cuadrmed vis
electsontt comim andcarion filad wih this proal of service, wheee 1 loond i ssiborised ndieidual in Lafayen: Cammiy &l5

Adefress whvere servect 380 Monb Lamar;, Oxford. M5 58605

Persanally sppoared bofore me the undersigned authority in and for the state of County aforesain. the within faTeod Matthew feidue who
et first by roe duly sworn states om oath Ehat the matters and facts set Forth in the feregoing "Prood of Service” are true a0d COMe 25

thorein 2tated.
Acopied offettive March 1, 195 amended affecthae May 2, 1585, amented March 1700 1905

State of . %Eij;ﬂﬂ:é'
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Service of Affidavit/Declaration to East

[ Matt Reardon <matt@mattreardon.com:
verd @) Tue, 04 Jan 2027 3:14:43 PM -D50

To “Dodannel® zdodonnel@chytanodonnel. com>
Ce "least® <joastdlafayettecoms. come

Tags {2

1 Attachment

Affidavit-Dedaration-of-Truth-Reardon -to-East-fled -copy . pdf

Mr O Domnedl,

Wonld you kindly accept formal service of this affidavit which I gave youn a copy of last night, and
tender it over to Sheciff?

If Sheriff Fast is willing to take direct receipt of it electronically through acknowledgement, that will
also worl.

1 don't believe that ¥ should have to incur any additional burdens and costs simply in making sure
that the Sheriff, an elected Government Official, i& properly provided this docament which i time
sengitive in order for him to provide any response he wishes

All My Best,

7

Matt Reardon
Founder of Outlawed Productions
Producer & Creator of Riding With The Outiow

662-550-9752
A MUST REAIN! READ MY STORY HERE > https://vidingiththeoutiow.cony/my-
storg)/

See the latest court filings, articles, evidence and video releases
at BIDINGWITHTHEQUTLAW.COM
"When Freedom is Outlowed, Only The Outlows Will Be Free"
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RE: Service of Affidavit/Declaration to East

ey Matt Reardon <matt@mattreardon.com:=
"1; Tue, 04 Jan 2022 3:29:04 PM -0600

To "David O'Donnel® =dodonnel@claytonodonned.com:

Tags oF

Thank you sir.

Plaase Tet me know if you and/or the County Eoard of Supervisoes wishes to discuss, address, and
potentially resolve any of the claims that are made over the fqﬂhwmg a-weels time, virtnal or in
persan, prior to me proceeding forward on the alleged complaints.

All My Best,

)y 4
Matl Reardon

Founder of Outlawed Productions
Producer & Creator of Hiding With The Chetfow

hb2-350-075E

AMUST READI! READ MY STORY HERE > hitips://ridingwiththeoutlao.oom,/my-
story/

See the Iatest court filings, articles, evidence und video releases
al B ROGWLEEIPHBEOUTLAW.COR
"When Freedom is Outlowed, Only The Outlaws Will Be Free"

—= m Tue, 04 Jan 2022 15:19:55 -0600 David O'Donnell
<dodonnell @olaytpnodonnellcom> wrote —-

[
Ptk

| acknowledge my raceipt of the alfidavit immediately following yesterday aftemeoon’s Board of Supervisor's
meeting. | will provide a copy to Sheriff Easl.

David 0. O'Doanell

Clayton O Donnel | PLLE

1403 Van Bumen Avien lie

Suite 104

O o, Wls. 38655

cldog el ayi wdanmellommn
1(662) 234-0200
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Mo Response

e Matt Reardon smati@mattreardon.coms
-E;-. Wenad, 19 Jan 2002 10:32:41 AM -0600

o "Dodonnel” cdadannel@claytorodonnell.com:

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 1/3/227

I would li%e to direct your attention to a particular Supreme Court case which 1 believe is going to be
a highly relied upon case regarding everything that transpired in December and Lafayette County's
continezed well documented deprivation of significant procedural and substantive due process rights
which when combined with all other CivilfConstitutional rights violations that have occurred create
one of the darkest of clouds which currently hangs over Lafayette County.

The case in particnlar was a landmark decision of the US Supreme Court in mentsl health law nuling
lhat a state cannot constitutionally confing a non-dangerous individual who is capable of suriving safely
In freedom by themselves or with the help of wiling and responsible famlily members or friands.

O'Connor v. Donaldgon, 422 US 563

As I'm gure you are aware of, it was lies and obstruction tactics tendered to an employee of
Communicare by the Sheriffin response to my Tinding the assignod Judge mysterionsly changed on
my current case ‘which appeals the rulings in Justice Court. T am alse sure you ave aware of the
interest Sheriff East has in this case being that he and his deputies pave sworn testimony in open
court which turned ot to be perjured and to also include defamatory statements made by the Sherilf
himself. In light of the county being in receipt of press eredentials 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 viciously 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 logal
matter. | AMOCONFIDENT THAT THESE MAJOR INTENTTONALLY ACTED UPON
OCCURRENCES REMOVE ANY CLAIMS OF IMMUNITY ON THE CLAIMS ASSOCIATED

Also, given the events that have transpived and continue on to this day along with the nights
that have been affected, no slate court could poesibly provide proper relief needed. Not to
mention there is substantial legialation overhaul badly needed in Mississippi, in particular it's
mantal health lnws and the completely immoral exploitation of them by officials and employees
of the boeal Governments within, This i eomething in particular T take a key interest in and if
nead ba will take all the way to the Supreme Court although [ feel like there is enough
supportive case law supporting it which which makes it not necegsary,

the error from which these petitioners suffered was e denial of rights
guaranteed against invasion by the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments,
rights rooted 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 "auardians of those rights."
Thapman v, California, 386 U.S, 18, 21

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE:

TF THE COUNTY WISHES TO DISCUSS POSSIBLE SEITLEMENT ON THESE MAJOR
[SSUES AT HAND, RIGHT NOW IS THE TIME FOR THOSE DISCUSSIONS TO TAKL
PLACE. ONCE LITIGATION ON THESE ISSUES COMMENCES, FULL DISCLOSURE O
ALL PERTAINING ISSUES WILL OCCURAND I WILL BE SEEKING PRESENTATTON
OF ALL FACTS AND INFORMATION TO A JURY PANEL IN SEEKING AN AWARDIN
DAMAGES BOTH COMPENSATORY AND PUNITIVE

All My Best,

e
Miatt Beardom
Founder of Outlmoed Productions

Producer & Creator of Kiding With The Outiaw
662-550-975=2

A MUST READ!I! READMY STORY HERE > hﬂ;}:.':,.-",.-‘wm'ngmitﬁh‘muu.l-!nmmm;"mu-
siory/

See the latest court filings, articles, evidence and video releases
at RIDINGWITHIHEQUTLAW.COM,
"When Freedom is Outlowed, Only The Outlaws Will Be Free”
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Read: No Response

dodonnel@claytonodonnel.com
e, 19 1an Z0ZT 10:55:31 AM -0GO0

To "Matt Reardon® <matt@mattreard on.com:=

Togs 3
Security. 3 TLS  Leam more

[0

Your messags

To: David O'Donnel
Subject: No Response
Sant: Wednesday, January 19, 2022 10:32:40 AM (LUTC-06:00) Central Time {US & Canada)

was read on Wednesday, January 19, 2022 10:55:25 AM {UTC-06:00) Central Time (LS & Canada).
Final-recipient: RFCB22; dodonnel@claytonodonnel.com
Dispasitinn: automatic-action/MDN-sent-automatically; displayed
X-MSFxch-Cormalation=-Key: zIAWsDiy1UOCoLGoTelglw=s
Original-Message-10:

<17e732ee62e.68882 65 1565365.65401070810930 7698 1 @mattreardon.comz
¥=Disply-Mame: David O'Donnel
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Pebruary 7th, 2022

Via Email Only
W Chancellor Laserenco Tittle
Dir Sanedy Kogers LS
Executive Diroctor of Preziting Juilgy over lmalumtesy Comuiument
Commundcare 152 ME-7 Lafguile Dounty Chancery Couort
Crxford, MES 38655

RE: Propndulent Inveluntary Judicial Commitment Stemming from False Iuformalion

URGENT NOTICE PROVIDED, PLEASE TAKE APPROPRIATE ACTION

Thzan: Dir Bavgpers,

Tetween the date of Decemnber 6, 2021 aud December 7, 2021 an emplayes of Commmnicare by the
name of Bachel Alcam cime in receipt of inaceurate, untnae, and defamutory information green bs har
by Lafiryette County Sheriffs Departmeit which she solmowbedged hod been sourced by the Lafayette
County SherifF, Joey Eost himsedf, This m tum et 0T 1 serios of wvents Lo Tollow, which in tarm broagght
whout irreparable injury while hindering the dug courss of jestcs gnd us o result broadend the scope
of all which currently transpires. In the interest of ransparency into ull of this, 1'd like to make it
knowi thit this entire fizsco was croatod based upon the fict that foe the scoond time in approximately
one year’s time, 1 had discovered an iropostant record that was fraschalently sltered in Lafiyettc County
Civeit Court, Finding out how this record could hove changed and who could be responsible for
changing it wus and shll i iwo very unportant questions 10 me 85 Haes srome thing has happenod now
o both corrently open filed mutters of mine in Lafayette County Circirit Court. Fio maks midiors even
worse, | haes Tdentified mvnerong picces of muecurate information reporied by mmother cenployes of
Communicsre by the name of Stecey Waites whom conducted the intake at the Lafayete Cornty
Thetention Center on December Sth, 2001, Then thexs is the sbsolutcly bizims notstion snd rEasaning
by the Doctor and NMurse Practitioner via remote video conference which when combined with the facts
bl &l ather srroneous and obpoxious wetters st hood lead mo te believing that everything that
transpired was the Tosult of heavily politicized persecation for me having the drive and foeas that |
have on all current ongoing legal matters T um invobeed . Particalarly whea this Doctor nitated on
his report that T was “very preogoupied with ongoing Jegal cases™ aned degenbed my condition a8

L oL | rP| wrvbmﬂ\)
5 itk 1 . o
Rl | r i
Wy Sl 4 Ll e L3 o i |
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Bipolar with “delusions™ in his report recommendimg in-pabent commitnsent, To Gt e for being
pre-occupicd with ongoing legel cases =5 absolutely heticoous when factoring in that T am basving te
pertorm the woak of an atigmey dug o oot being able to afford the monnmentsl costs an sthomey
woield charge to represent me in two supréme court appeals, two cironil coart matters, o cancery courl
mintter, & recently wrapped up Justice Conrt matier, and at a hae mietiooem oow ooo peading District
Court Matter. Being "pre-occupicd with ongoing legel cases” should bo fully expected of anyone
carrently engaged in moltiple lagel baltles in moltiple venues such s | am, pocticulrdy when that
individual happens 1o be representing himself in seeking full vindication from a complete miscarisge
of justice that transpired in 2007 which continges to be sxacerhited through contineed lics tendered
by Lafayette County Officialy and in particubar Sheriff East whom in fact played o band in ol that has
eoumed dubing back to May of 2017, Contracy o the opinion of this Doctor and your staff whom
nover fact checked anything, the claims 1 hove macds and produced a plothor of evidsncs supporting
are mot "Conspicacy Theories” or "Dedusions™, nor have 1 ever "Provoked anyons with my minor child”
w5 the affidavit and reports foflowing attested to. Thess sro insinuwations and charecter ssessinationg
that Lafayetts County and in purticalar its sherfff wantod to have comveped which at least temporarnty
it was sunccesaful in doing through full exploitation of the State of Mississippt's mental hesith laws amd
through the sssistence of your employees and contiactirs working on behalf of your organization at
the expense of my dghts amd libestics. The nepligent acts of your employees hove sought to demonize
lawdil, authonzed, and constitutionaily profected activity frough the pushing of a8 nerrative that was
distastefil wm notree.

I o an independent credentialed member of the press whom bas ke onoe pole of bvestigating wnd
reportiog the comapt acts demonstrated by this county while fully documenting my journey in seeking
fill vindication and my credentials have bieen on file with the County and Sheriffs Dopartoent, so this
WaS D0 New oocarmence or surprise, For your coavenience T am attaching o copy o this ketter so thal
they again sre on file in one more place o this county, The most unfortumate consequence, however,
iz that emphoyess of Communicare through not propedy following policy and procedure as 1€ welates
to state and federal law heve now directly aided and provided sssistance to certuin Lafiyette County
fficiala and in particalar Sherift East in their attempt to “cover up” and abscopd om their wrong il
deads, Mg areaoli of such [ hawe lost all trast in your organisstion and ils staff, and honcstly who could
blame ma?

The Steie of Mississippi's Meotal Health lnws se outdated and 1 fomly believe thot what bas
transpived here demonstrates the lovel of case for the State and County Govemments to exploit their
awn gystem, und through doing so heve done o pristine job of exposing its major faws, The process
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for initisting Civil Commitment proveedings is defailed out in MS Code 41-21-65. In that it states:

If @ty peersan Is alleged to be in nesd of treatment, any relative of the person, or amy interasted
person, may raks affidavit of that fact and shall fle the Uniform Civil Commitrment Affidevit
it the cherk of the dhareesy court of the county in which the person allepad (o he 0 need of
traatment resides, but the chancellor or duly appointed special master may, in hés or her
diseration. hearthe matter in the county in which the person riay e found, The affidavit shall
<et foreh the name and address of the proposed patlent's nearest relatives and whether the
proposed patlent resides or has uisleation rights with any minoe children, IF knowen, and the
gpasons for the affidevit. The affidavit must contain factual descriptions of the propased
patient’s recent hehavlor, incheding & description of the behawionr, whers i€ ooourred, and over
what period of time It ocourred, i known. Each factual atlegation may be supparted by
ahsarvations of witnesses named in the affidavir

“The requirements in this simply were not met, nor were they gyer justified, Mot only was the AfTidavit
not supported by any nuned witnesses, but the entive mucedure was botehed by the affiant mbtesting
andler swoen affidavit to non-factual claims along with claims that were in fct constilutionidly
protected and ordained particularly for an indopendent credentinled rmember of the press in the
perfurmance of his dutics, which the Lafayette County through ity officials. nor emplayees of
Communicare had any such right to interfors with and hinder, Farther, the afibdavit and reporis o
figThorey were comprised of judgmental mod conclusory stitements thit were uatrue in nilur and relicd
primarily upon information semiming from an outgide party whom was never namd as required utder
the ubove stubyte, Fortonately, in one measure of good fath, there i3 a listed mmpusition of penalties
apuinst false afludavits being filed in bad farth fisr 3 moalicious purpaoss i that;

The prohibition against charging the affiant other fees, expenses, or costs shall mot preclide
the impasition of monetary criminal penaites undes Section 41-21-107 ar any ather alminal
statute, oF the impositien by the chanceflor of monetary persities for contempe if the affiant
s found to have filed an Intentlonally false affidavie or fled the affidavit in bad faith for a

mafclous purpose,

A State Low canmnot be held constitgtional if it directly infringes on established law on o Federal Level
to inchede if that particubur law/legislation deprives u cilizen of any conslilutional right or any
guavantecd Due Process Right — (o include Substantive in that a citimen is subjected to the unduoe
deprivation of life, Liberty, o property. A finding of "mental iliness” alenc cinnet justify a Stafe’s
logking a person up against his will md keeping bim indefinitcly in simple cugtodial confinerment.
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Assuming (hat that term can be given a rcasonabily precise content and that the "mentally ill* can be
identified with reasonabie scoumcy, thers s still vo constitutional basis for confinmg such persons
inveuntarily if they are dangeroas to no one wd can live sifely in feedom, The matter at hand wag
decided upon in Davidson ve O*Connor, a Lasdmark US Supreme Courl case, which Stated m shod,
& Btate cannot constitutivnadly confing without more & non-dangerous indivicand who is cupable of
surviving safiely in ficedom by himself or with the help of willing and resporeible family members or
frivruds. The question was then posed, muy the Stuie fenes in the hurmicss mentolly ill solely w wve
ils citizens from exposire o those whose ways are different? One might ag well ask if the Stat, to
avoidl public umease, could incarcerate all who sre physically unatimetive or socially eceontric. Mere
pulilic intolerunes or aximosity cannot constimtionully justify the deprivation of & porsoa's physical
liberty. See, e g, Coben v. California, 403 TS, 15, 24 -26; Costes v. City of [422 LS. 563, 576]
Cincinnati, 402 1.5, 611, 615; Streat v. Wew York, 394 US. 576, S92 of LS. Dept, of Agriculture
v. Moreno, 413 LS, 528, 534,

In conclusion, the flaws which cooomed in this matter have not onby veolsted the meadel health lays
eslabliasbed by the state of Mississippi, but have created 8 matersal bresch of substuntive dye process
rights poaranteed to all citizens and protected wnder fedesad Jaw, As such, you ave hereby requested 10
review and mviss your cumment policies within the following 7 days in ovder o bring them into
cotnplisnce with not only staie las but federal law as well m ofder (o circuiivent § similar mstter from
gegurring in the future and to provide in wrting sny offered changes to such policies. In addition, &
shuted nhove, pless: take appropriate setion o produce and preserve any and ull inforrmation sssociated
with the tneident below to inchede any information describing the incident below that s maintyoed by
Communicars amwblor sny of s employesy to inclede svy individual subconiracted oul. Thiz
presecvition shoubd inclads all sudio recondings faken during intake. any documentation/notes taken,
amdd nny commmmication regarding the matter sent and/or roceived leading up bo and mokuding the final
determination being made to involustarily commit Matthew Reardon to a state bospital facility on
December 9, 2021,

My Begt Regards,

4

Matthew Reardon
itk
B42-550-0751
Videa Documsenting sl that ocourred en Decembier 6, 2021 along with supparting evidence nay be viewed online at:

BEETREPIE SR ETOE B PEA N I e ETLA LR T = T T i T
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PRESS ID

Carle de Presse / Pase de Prensa / Presscalsweis

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 15t
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)

1s1t 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
Cangress 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:
Pierson v. Ray, 386 U.S. 547 (1967) — a U.S. Supreme Court
case. Also see: Monell v. Depariment 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
mdapanﬂﬁnt rnaml:ners
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