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Date: May 26, 2011
To: Troy City Council Members
From: Lori Grigg Bluhm, City Attorney

Allan T. Motzny, Assistant City Attorney

Subject: M. Amelia (Neal) Jermano v City of Troy et. al.

Plaintiff M. Amelia (Neal) Jermano filed the attached lawsuit against the City of Troy Police
Department, individual police officers, and a member of the Troy Civil Service Commission, who was
improperly identified in the lawsuit as the Troy Police Commissioner. Several other individuals and
entities have also been sued in either the first or the second amended complaint filed by Jermano,
including the Oakland County Sheriff, Prosecutor, etc.. The Plaintiff is not represented by an
attorney.

Her lawsuit includes 25 separate counts based on various legal theories. Her claims against the Troy
defendants all relate to a valid arrest made on February 20, 2009 in the City of Troy. Plaintiff was
arrested after the officers received verification that she had a felony warrant for her arrest from Oak
Park. The arrest warrant was based on a charge of aggravated stalking. Essentially, Plaintiff's
claims against Troy are based on an allegation the arrest was improper and that she was threatened
and harassed by Troy Police officers. The case was filed in the United States District Court for the
Eastern District of Michigan and assigned to Judge Avern Cohn.

In order to protect the interests of the Troy defendants, our office has already filed a motion to
dismiss, since it needed to be filed within 21 days of the date of service. Although it may have been
possible to obtain an extension of time to file the first responsive pleadings, this is much more difficult
when there is a plaintiff representing herself. A proposed resolution authorizing our continued legal
representation is provided for your consideration.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN

M. Amelia (Neal} Jermano
{In Propia Persona)

Plaintiff Jermano

Vs.

OFFICER TROY TAYLOR (A.K.A. GINOPOL.IS), in her
professional and individual capacities; OFFICER RACHEL
MEYERS, in her professional and individual capacities;
OFFICER ERIC ZARFL in his professional and individual
capacities; OFFICER MICHAEL PINKERTON in his
professional and individual capacities; OFFICER ANTHONY
CARIGNAN in his professional and individual capacities;
OFFICER SHAWN TETLER in his professional and
individuai capacities; OFFICER JOHN STANSON, in his
professional and individual capacities;

OFFICER KEITH HERMANS, in his professional

and individual capacities; OFFICER “SK”, in his
professional and individual capacities; OFFICER JIM
ROURKE, in his professional and individual capacities;
OFFICER CHRIS MARTINELLL; in his professional and
individual capacities; OFFICER ROB WICKHAM, in his
professional and individual capacities;

JAMES HOCK, CITY MANAGER OAK PARK, in his
professional and individual capacities; CITY OF CAK PARK
PD; DAVID CANNON, TROY POLICE COMMISSIONER in his
Professional and individual capacities, OFFICER SCOTT
LA MITZA, in his professional and individual capacities;
OFFICER TIMOTHY GARCHER, in his professional and
individual capacities; OFFICER EDWIN JULIAN, in his
professional and individual capacities; CITY OF TROY PD;
DETECTIVE DUNCAN, in his professional and individual
capacities; CHRISTOPHER JAHNKE, COMMISSIONER
CITY OF ROYAL OAK PD, in his professional and individual
capacities; CITY OF ROYAL QAK PD; JESSICA COQPER,
in her professional and individual capacities; JOANNE PRAY,
in her professional and individual capacities: QAKLAND
COUNTY JAIL; MICHAEL BOUCHARD, in his psofessional
and individual capacities;

COMMON GROUND SANCTUARY; SHAWN FORCE, in her
professional and individual capacities, MELISSA FELICE, in
her professional and individual capacities;

YWCA INTERIMHOUSE OF METRO DETROIT;

ANNA KELLOG MANGER,

in her professional and individual capacities: PAMELA MC
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CORMICK, in her professional and individual capacities;
SANDRA JONES-KARIM, in her professional and individual
capacities; CURTIS FRANCE, in her professional and
individual capacities; DANIELLE KRAUTHOFER, in her
individual capacity; JOH DOE, in his individual

capacity; JULIE GROWE, in her individual capacity;

KEVIN D'ANGELO, in his individual capacity;

MARTIN KROHNER, in his professional and individual capacities;
DEAN ELDEN, in his professional and individual capacities;
MICHAEL MC CARTHY, in his professionat and individual
capacities; JOH DOE, in his professiona! and individual
capacities, JOHN DOE’'S 1- 2, in their professional and
individual capacities,

i T N T L N P N

Defendanis.

CIVIL RIGHTS COMPLAINT

Come the Plaintiff Jermanc and for cause of action would state as follows:

l. INTRODUCTORY STATEMENT

The Honorable Court must review this complaint on some of the Plaintiff Jermano’s websites to enable

the Court to review the numerous documents needed to present this case and receive the relief she

M. Amelia (Neal) Jermano hereby asserts the following claims and state and federal statutory violations
against the defendants in the above-entitled action:

(1) Violation of 42 U.S.C. 1983: infringement of freedom of speech

(2) Violation of 42 U.S.C. 1983: conspiracy to infringe on freedom of speech
(3) Violation of 42 1).5.C. 1983: false arrest

(4) Violation of 42 U.S.C. 1983; detention and confinement

(5) Violation of 42 U.S.C. 1983: cruel & unusual punishment

(6) Violation of 42 U.S.C. 1985 (3): depriving persons rights or privilege

(7) Violation of 42 U.S.C. 18886: refusing or neglecting to prevent

(8) Violation of 18 U.S.C. section 4. Misprision of felony

(9) Violation of 18 U.S.C. section 241. Conspiracy against rights

(10) Violation of 18 U.S.C. section 242. Deprivation of rights under color of law
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{11) Violation of 18 U.S.C. section 1512. (d)(2). Tampering with a victim

(12) Violation of 18 U.S.C. section 1512. (d)(2). Retaliation against a victim

(13) Malicious abuse of process

(14) Michigan Stalking Law MCL 750.411(h), ()

(15) Michigan Assauit Law MCL 750.81

(16) Michigan Battery Law MCL 750.81d

(17) Intentional Infliction of emotional distress

(18) Negligent infliction of emotional distress

{19) Legal Malpractice

{20) Violation of 18 U.S.C. section 1001. False statements

{21) Violation of 18 U.S.C. section 1505. Obstruction of proceedings

{22) Violation of 18 U.S.C. section 1506. Theft or alteration of record or process
(23) Violation of Matthew Shepard and James Byrd, Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act, 2009
(24) Violation of Elliott-l.arsen Civil Rights Act 4530 of 1976 (Mich. Civil Rights Act)

{25) Malicious prosecution

This is & Civil Rights complaint for declaratory, injunctive and other appropriate relief brought by Plaintiff -
Jermano, M. Amelia (Neal) Jermano a United States citizen, appearing pro se. Plaintiff Jecrmano brings
this complaint for violations of her individual and associational rights under the First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth,
Eighth, Ninth, and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, in violation of 42 U.S.C.
1983, 1985,1986 and 1988; Article1, sections 2, 10, 11, 12, 13, 15, 16, 18 and 19 of the Michigan
Constitution; Sections MCL 750.411(h),(i) (stalkingfthreatening), under the Michigan governmental tort
liability statutes and under Michigan Common law for intentional and/or negligent infliction of emotional
distress, conversion, loss of employment, negligence, negligent supervision, assault, battery, false arrest,
false imprisonment, illegal search and seizure, obstruction of justice, malicious prosecution, perjury, and
civil conspiracy.

The individual Defendants violated the Plaintiff Jermano’s rights under the Constitution and laws of the
United States of America while acting in the scope of their employment and under color of state law;
officers made unlawful traffic stop, preformed unreasonable searches and seizure, oppressed, threatened
and intimidated the Plaintiff Jermano. The Defendants conspired to institute, authorize, to!eraje. ratify
permit and acquiesce in policies, practices and customs of detentions and interrogations without probable
cause, to harass the Plaintiff Jermano without reasonable, articulable suspicion of a crime. The individual
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Defendant's provision of government law enforcement services were done with deliberate indifference,
knowingly in violation of Plaintiff Jermano’s legal and constitutional rights, without good faith. The
Defendant's actions directly and proximately caused Plaintiff Jermano ioss of employment, loss of
personal property, severe mental pain and suffering and emotional anguish through the violation of public
trust by their gross negligence, and reckless and callous indifference to the rights and safety of the
Plaintiff Jermano. The Defendants deliberately acted in the face of percelved risks that would violate state
and federal law all to the damage of the Plaintiff Jermano which constitutes a serious miscarriage of
justice.

1. JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. Jurisdiction of this court arises under 28 U).S.C. Sections 1331, 1345, 1337, 1343(a) and 1367(a); 42
U.s.C. Sections 1983, 1985, 1986, and 1988:; and 18 U.S.C. 1961-1968.

2. Jurisdiction of this court for the pendent ciaims is authorized by F. R. Civ. P. 18(a) and arises under
the doctrine of pendent jurisdiction as set forth in the United Mine Workers v. Gibbs, 383 U.S. 715 (1966).

3. The causes of action aileged herein arise from factual aliegations occurring in the judicial district.

4. On information and belief, it is alleged that each of the named Defendants resides in this judicial
district.
5, Plaintiff Jermano resides in the state of Michigan.

€. The amount in controversy in excess of $75,000.00

lil. PARTIES

A. Plaintift Jermano
7. The Plaintiff Jermano M. Ameiia (Neal) Jermano is a citizen and resident of Oakland County,
Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan during all relevant times of this action.

B. Defendants

8. Defendant Officer Troy Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopaolis), ID number 01145 , is a citizen and resident of
Oakland County, Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park
Police Department, and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. She is sued in her
official and individual capacities.
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9. Defendant Officer Rache!l Meyers, ID number 01138, is a citizen and resident of Oakland County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police
Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. She is sued in her official

and individual capacities.

10. Defendant Officer Eric Zarfl, ID number 01189, is a citizen and resident of Oakland County Michigan,
United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police Department and a
resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual

capacities.

11. befendant Officer Michael Pinkerton, ID number 01120, is a citizen and resident of Qakiand County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police
Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official
and individual capacities.

12. Defendant Officer Anthony Carignan, IO number 01214, is a citizen and resident of Oakland County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police
Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official
and individual capacities.

13. Defendant Officer Shawn Tetler, ID number 0137, is a citizen and resident of Oakland County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police
Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant o this Complaint. He is sued in his official
and individual capacities.

14. Defendant Officer John Stanson, ID number 01193, is a citizen and resident of Oakland County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police
Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official
and individual capacities.

15. Defendant John Doe 1- citizen and resident of Oakland County Michigan, United States of America;
and resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual
capacity. :

16. Defendant Officer Keith Hermans, ID number 01219, is a cilizen and resident of Oakland County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police
Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant ta this Complaint. He is sued in his official
and individual capacities.
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17. Defendant Officer “SK", |D number 011609, is a citizen-and resident of Oakland County Michigan,
United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police Department and a
resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual
capacities.

18. Defendant Officer Jim Rourke, ID number 01091, is a cilizen and resident of Oakiand County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police
Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official
and individual capacities.

19. Defendant Officer Chris Martinelli, ID number 01044, is a citizen and resident of Oakland County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly 'appointed police officer in the Qak Park Police

Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official

and individual capacities.

20. Defendant Officer Rob Wickham, ID number 01157, is a citizen and resident of Oakland County
Michigan, United States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Oak Park Police
Department and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official

and individual capacities.

21, Defendant City of Oak Park Police Depariment is a Municipal Corporation, organized under the laws
of the Commonwealth of Michigan. It is responsible for the policies, procedures, and practices
implemented through its various agencies, agents, departments and employees, and for injury
occasioned thereby. It was also the public employer of the aforementioned Defendants at all times
relevant to this Complaint. They are sued in their individual and official capacities.

22. Defendant James Hock, Oak Park City Manager, is a citizen and resident of Oakland Courity
Michigan, United States of America; a resident of Michigan at all times relevant, to this Complaint. He is
sued in his official and individual capacities.

23, Defendant Detective Duncan - Royal Oak Police Department, is a citizen and resident of Qakland
County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this
Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

24. Defendant City of Royal Oak Police Department is a Municipal Corporation, organized under the laws
of the Commonweaith of Michigan. It is responsible for the policies, procedures, and practices
implemented through its various agencies, agents, departments and employees, and for injury

" 6
CIVIL RIGHTS: 42 U.S.C. 1983; ABUSE OF PROCESS; HATE CRIME and OTHER CLAIMS*

O lloHo




occasioned thereby. It was also the public employer of Detective Duncan at all times relevant fo this
Complaint. They are sued in their individual and official capacities.

25. Defendant Christopher Jahnke, Commissioner City of Royal Qak, is a citizen and resident of Oakland
County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant, to this
Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

26. Defendant Officer Scott La Mitza is a citizen and resident of Oakland County Michigan, United States
of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Troy Police Department and a resident of Michigan
at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

27. Defendant Officer Timothy Garcher is a citizen and resident of Oakland County Michigan, United
States of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Troy Police Department and a resident of
Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

28. Defendant Officer Edwin Julian is a citizen and resident of Oakland County Michigan, United States
of America; and a duly appointed police officer in the Troy Police Department and a resident of Michigan
at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

20. Defendant City of Troy Police Department is a Municipal Corporation, organized under the laws of
the Cornmonwealth of Michigan. It is responsible for the policies, pracedures, and practices implemented
through its various agencies, agents, departments and employees, and for injury cccasioned thereby. It
was also the public employer of Defendants Officer La Mitza, Officer Garcher and Officer Julian, at all
times relevant to this Complaint. They are sued in their individua) and official capacities.

30. Defendant David Cannon - Police Commissioner Troy is a citizen and resident of Oakland County
Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at 2ll times refevant, to this Complaint.
He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

31. Defendant Jessica R. Cooper - Oakland County Prosecutor Is a citizen and resident of Oakland
County, Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this
Complaint. She is sued in her official and individual capacities.

32. Defendant Joanne Pray - Assistant Oakland County Prosecutor is a citizen and resident of Oakland
County, Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this
Complaint. She Is sued in her official and individual capacities.

33. Defendant Oakland County Jail is a Municipal Corporation, organized under the laws of the
Commonwealth of Michigan. It is responsible for the policies, procedures, and practices implemented
through its various agencies, agents, departments and employees, and for injury occasioned thereby. It
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was also the public employer of Defendant Sheriff Michael Bouchard, and other as yet unnamed
Defendants John Dae’s 1- 2 (jail deputies) at all times relevant to this Complaint,

34. Defendant Michael Bouchard - Oakland County Sheriff is a citizen and resident of Oakland County,
Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of  Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint.
He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

35. Defendant Common Ground Sanctuary is a Municipal Corporation, organized under the laws of the
Commonwealth of Michigan. It is responsible for the policies, procedures, and practices implemented
through its various agencies, agents, departments and employees, and for injury occasioned thereby. it
was also the public employer of Defendant Storm (NLN), Defendant Shawn Force and Defendant Melissa
Felice, at all times relevant to this Complaint. They are sued in their individual and official capacities.

36. Defendant Shawn Force - Crisis Line Coordinator at Common Ground Sancluary is a citizen and
resident of Cakland County Michigan, United States of America, and a resident of Michigan at aill times
relevant to this Compiaint. She is sued in her official and individual capacities.

37. Defendant Melissa Felice - Crisis Line Operator at Common Ground Sanctuary is a citizen and
resident of Cakland County Michigan, United States of America, and a resident of Michigan at all times
relevant to this Complaint. She is sued in her official and individual capacities.

38. Defendant YWCA Interim House is a2 Municipal Corporation, organized under the laws of the
Commanwealth of Michigan. It is responsible for the policies, procedures, and practices imptemented

through its various agencies, agents, departments and employees, and for injury occasioned thereby. It
was also the public employer of Defendant Magner, Defendant Mc Commick, Defendant Jones-Karim and
Defendant France, at all times relevant to this Complaint. They are sued in their individual and official

capadcities.

39. Defendant Anna Kellog Magner Volunteer Sexual Assault/Domestic Abuse Counselor of YWCA
Interim House - is a citizen and resident of Qakland County Michigan, United States of America; and a
resident of Michigan at alt imes relevant to this Complaint. She is sued In her official and individual

capagcities.

40. Defendant Pamela Mc Cormick - co-worker of Defendant Magner at the YWCA Interim House is a
citizen and resident of Oakland County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at
ail times relevant to this Complaint. She is sued in her official and individual capacities.

41. Defendant Sandra Jones-Karim - Supervisor at YWCA Interim House is a citizen and resident of
Oakland County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant 1o
this Complaint. She is sued in her official ard individual caopacities.
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42 Defendant Curtis France - Managing Supervisor of the YWCA Inlerim House is a citizen and resident
of Oakland County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times reievant to
this Complaint. She is sued in her official and individual capacities.

43. Defendant Danielie Krauthofer- a sales clerk at 1-800-FLOWERS Flowers is a citizen and resident of
ODakland County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to
this Complaint. She is sued in her official and individual capacities.

44. Defendant John Doe - owner of 1-800-FLOWERS Flowers, in Royal Oak is a ¢itizen and resident of
Oakland County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to
this Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

45. Defendant Julie Growe is a citizen and resident of Oakland Couniy Michigan, United States of
America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. She is sued in her individual

capagcity.

46. Defendant Kevin D’Angelo- boyfriend/husband of Magnerf acting process server of PPQ, s a citizen
and resident of Michigan; and a resident of Michigan, Uniled States of America at all times relevant to this
Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities. '

47 Defendant Martin Krohner - first assigned defense counsel is a citizen and resident of Qakland
County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this
Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities

48. Defendant Dean Elden — only assigned defense counsel for PPO is a citizen and resident of Oakland
County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at alf times relevant to this
Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities,

49. Defendant Michael McCarthy - second assigned defense counsel is a ¢itizen and resident of Oakland
County Michigan, United States of America; and a resident of Michigan at ail times relevant to this
Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual capacities.

50.. Defendant John Doe 2- citizen and resident of Oakland County Michigan, United States of America;
and resident of Michigan at all times relevant to this Complaint. He is sued in his official and individual
capacity,

51. Plaintiff Jermano sues all public employees in their official and individual capacities.
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IV. FACTS:

{(HIGHLIGHTS *) smmemememmme oo
52. On February 20, 2009 the Plaintiff Jermano was arrested on charges of: misdemeanor ex-parte
PPO violation and felony aggravated stalking charges. [Exh. €]

53. On June 16, 2010 the PPQ charge was dismissed." [Exh. 9]

54. On October &, 2010 the stalking charge was dismissed. [Exh. 10]

55. Plaintiff Jermano was held on a combined bail of $600,000.00 [Six-Hundred Thousand Dollars]:
a) Magistrate Sheldon Larkey ordered $500,000 bail on the stalking charge.
b) Retired visiting Judge Fred Mester ordered $100,000 “CASH-ONLY" bail on the PPO,

56. On February 25, 2009 Plaintiff Jermano was arraigned on stalking charge: [5] days after arrest.
[Exh. 7]

57. On March 06, 2009 the Plaintiff Jermano was arraigned on the PPO charge: [13] days after
arrest. [Exh. 8)

58. As of March 20, 2009 the warrant issued for Plaintiff Jermano’s arrest was NOT signed by the
prosecutor or a Judge. [Exh. 12-A, p. 2]

59. The Warrant issued and executed for the stalking arrest of the Plaintiff Jermano was not
signed upon return as required by law, pursuant to MCR 6.102(A),(B),(C)(4).(E}, and MCR 6.104(A),
MCR 6.006(A). [Exh. 13, p. 2]

80. By November 16, 2009 a copy of the warrant obtained from the County Clerk’s Office was
signed by the prosecutor and a judge, [Exh. 12-B, p. 2, & Exh. 25, p.2]

1
Before the dismissal of the PPQ violation charge, two John Doe Officers re-served the same PP that had been allegedly

violated, as the*1* Amended PPO". The only amended changss to tha PPO were the inclusion of the Complainant's name;
“Anna Magner” as an "allas" of the Plaintiff Jermana.

10
CIVIL RIGHTS: 42 U.S.C. 1983; ABUSE OF PROCESS; HATE CRIME and OTHER CLAIMS*

owo4o




61. Plaintiff Jenmano was gainfully employed as an AT& T U-Verse Communications Specialist before

her arrest.

62. Plaintiff Jermano met Defendant Growe in August 2008, when she sold Growe a subscription to AT&T
U-Verse and discovering they were both *animal lovers®, became friends.

63. Plaintiff Jermano maved into Defendant Growe’s house for 3 weeks, starting on December 24, 2008,
as emergency measure after acquiring puppies that were not allowed by management at her apariment.

64. Plaintiff Jermanc was alleged to have violatled an ex-parie PPO by sending a Valentine's Day
delivery of 9-dozen roses and a teddy bear to her ex-counselor [a female] Defendant Magner, who lived
down the street from Defendant Growe.

65. Plaintiff Jermano was alleged to have been served the ex-parte PPO by Defendant Magner's live-in
boyfriend, Defendant D'Angelo on January 21, 2009,

66. Defendant D'Angelo falsely alleged to have served an ex-parte PPO notice on the Plaintiff Jermano
on January 21, 2008 at 8:15pm.

67. Plaintiff Jermano had moved-out of residence where Defendant D'Angelo alleged to have served it, 2
days prior, on January 19, 2009.

68. Defendanis Officer Troy Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) and Officer Rachel Meyers duly appointed police
officers in the Oak Park Police Department participated in a [chain-link] conspiracy motivated in part by
homophobic prejudice, to maliciously prosecute the Plaintiff Jermano. [Exh. 1 p. 1-2]

69. Defendants Officer Taylar (A.K.A. Ginopolis) and Officer Meyers composed Criminal Complaint
#09-3090 (one in & series of unsubstantiated criminal reports) with information that they Knew to be
false when they created it, to wit,
a) Officers reported that Defendant Magner had alleged that Plaintiff Jermano made an
excessive amount of phone calls to harass Defendant Magner, yet officers had no verifiable
proof (phone records) to substantiate the criminal actions claimed.

b) Defendants Officer Tayler (A.K.A. Ginopolis) and Officer Meyers reported that an ex-parte
PPO Magner had issued against the Plaintiff Jermano had been viclated, when they in fact
knew that the PPO was confirmed as Non-Served. [Exh. 2]
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c) Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopoiis) assisted Defendant D'Angelo in notarizing a Proof of Service
document for the PPQO she knew had NOT been served. [Exh. 3]

d) Officer Taylor (a.k.a.Ginopolis) had 1-800-FLOWERS shop receipts that confimed NO
delivery was made on February 14, 2008 as alleged in the PPO violation crime report and
knew that NO PPO was ever served on the Plaintiff Jermano, as was alleged by Defendant
Magner. [Exh. 4]

e} Defendants Officer Zarfl and Defendant Officer Pinkerton created a crime report on February
14, 2009 stating that they had observed the Plaintiff Jermano's Valentine's Day delivery of
roses and a teddy bear lying outside near the curb of Defendant Magner's house when in fact

flower shop receipts showed the delivery was not made until February 15, 2009.

f) The false statemenis made by Defendants Officer Zarfl and Defendant Officer Pinkerton
reveal their participation as chain-link conspirators in a scheme to maliciously prosecute the
Plaintlff Jermano by falsely alleging a non-existent flower delivery caused a PP violation.
[Exh. 5]

ILIGHTS: On 28 February 2089 the Plalplfif Jevmape was aupsied on dhorge of @ misdomisang
aticn and folony aguraviled staiing charget [Bh 4

71 XREP-HIGHLIGHTS: Oh 5 Fobribry 2000 the Plaliff Jormaht Ui atraiied ot T addriivslie lng
shirgs,

72. Arraignment was held FIVE days after arrest at Oak Park 45B District Court by Magisirate; no
attorney present. There was no legal reason for the delay or reason why the Plaintiff Jemmano was not
arraigned by video arraignment, in accordance with timely arraignment guidelines. [Exh. 7]

74. Magistrate called Plaintiff Jermano “Worse than a murderer!” for her sending $-dozen long -
stemmed red roses and a 4.5’ teddy bear to a woman for Valentine's Day.

¥, XREP-WIBHLIBHTS: On ¢6 Warch 20

after rer aprest [ 6]

00 the Plairtiif Jermane wes arvaigned on the PPO chargs 143 days

AEHEOBEY bl fof the PPO-chalie B9

6. LREF-FIGHLIGHTS: PRt Joimans was ¢liered ¥100,000 <
beiire vising Judpe Fibd Nester

77, Defendani Attomey Elden was present to stand-in at PPO arraignment on March 08, 2009.
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78. Judge Mester was the third judge to be assigried to the Plaintiff Jermano’s PPO violation case,
contrary to procedural requirements governing PPO cases [ref.. MCR 3.703D(1){a)] which states a PPO
case should be assigned to the same judge who issued i, if there are subsequent proceedings.

79, XREF-HIGRLIGHTS! Plaallt Jeindto wed held od 4 coilited hat of S66U,060.00 (- Fuhgied Tholsand
DéiarsTfor over 4.8 months;

B0 X-BEF-HIGHLIGHIS: By June 19 2010 fhe PBG viglafion cherge was dismissed in 2 48 month dglavedi
shiw bavse bearng held ot the 8" dudiclabireut Loun-Pardly Binen " fiish. )

B SREFCHIBHLIGHTS: On 05 Odfober 20#01he sialking shwrs was dismissod by the 455 Lishiot Coug 16ah,
82. Plaintiff Jermano was held 228 days in-the Oakland County Jail as a result of excessive bail ordered
on the false charges alieged by Defendants Magner, D'Angelo and Common Ground representatives —
Nefendants Force and Felice and supporting accusations from YWCA Interim House Defendant Mc
Cormick and fabricated police reports compiled by Oak Park Police Defendants. [Exh. 11]

ﬁ_ﬂ- E&

84 XREF-HISHLIGHIS: The Warant issued anc executd for the Stolking amest oM e Plalnif Jeanapo v rm‘i -
Signed updn fetth 48 Tadiitl b T, Pursdpnt to NIGR BADYIALEBIONY4E] 4id WIOR'B 104A], MOR 6.a060A)
B Ep. 3

trarn e Courly Cledds

e i B ey émgm&@ﬁﬁﬂnﬁaw@ 60 A 58 B B 58, 2]

86. On February 20, 2009 at 6:27PM Plaintiff Jermano departed from Haze! Park, M| by way of I-75
expressway, to attend Jewish Synagogue services in Troy, Michigan.

87. Upon leaving Plaintiff Jermano noticed she was being followed. Defendant D’Angelo is believed to
have been following /stalking the Plaintiff Jermano.

88. Defendant D'Angelo had previously made threatening phone calls to the Plaintiff Jermano, days
earlier: threatening to have her arrested for alleged PPO violation.

89. Immediately upon exiting the 1-75, although Plaintiff Jermano was not speeding and had not violated
any traffic laws, Plaintiff Jermano was signaled to pull out of traffic by the police.
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90. After stopping, Plaintiff Jermano called landlord / friend Dixon at 6:47PM to inform him the police had
stopped her. [Exh. 15}

91. At about 6:48PM Defendant Officer La Mitza approached and asked Plaintiff Jermano for her driving
documentation while another officer approached the car as a third police car approached.

92. When Defendant Officer La Mitza retumed with Plaintiff Jermano's documentation, he told Plaintiff
Jermano she was under arrest. [Exh. 16]

93. When asked what she was being arresled for Defendant Officer La Mitza mockingly replied;

“You like flowers, don’t you?”
84, Plaintiff Jermano immediately requested the representation of an attorney.

95. When asked again what she was being arrested for, the officer informed her she was a stalker and
had violated an ex-parte PPO.

896. During the arrest the assisting Officers began to search the Plaintiff Jermano's car. One Qfficer
rummaged through the car and opened the locked trunk from a locked glove compartment while the other
Officer began searching through bags in the froni seat and the trunk, containing folders of the Plaintiff
Jermano’s sales reports and other work documents.

97. When the Plaintiff Jermano asked the officers what they were looking for and if they had a warrant, '
Defendant Officer La Mitza replied, “You'll find out when you get to the station”,

98. Defendant Officer La Mitza then handcuifed the Plaintiff Jermano and did a pat-down search while
the other officers continued rummaging through the contents of the Plaintiff Jermano’s car.

89. The arresting Defendant Officers then put Plainiiff Jermano in the patrol car and took went on a
15+minule "joy ride” before finally entering the Troy Police station which was only a 3 minute drive from
the ptace where Plaintiff Jermano had been stopped / arrested.

100. Plaintiff Jermanc again asked the officers to show her the warrants for her arrest and search and to
inform her about how she had violated a PPO that she never knew existed, but was ignored.

101. Plaintiff Jermano’s requests to see any warrants or get information were met with homophobic
mockery only.

102. Troy police station officers harassed Plaintiff Jermano, mocking her about *liking roses" and being
“a stalker,” and threaten her with efectrical shock treatment stating;
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“You'll be stripped naked, handcuffed” and sit on a chair with a dunce cap on if you don't
cooperate!”

103. Troy Police officers performed illegal investigatory stop and executed an iflegal search and seizure
of the Plaintiff Jermano's vehicle.

104. Around March 5, 2008 Plaintiff Jermano met with Defendant Krohner and discovered a dozen police
reports created over nine months which had no supporting evidence or witnesses. Defendants Officer
Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis), Officer Meyers, Officer Zarfl, Officer Pinkerton prepared the |ast of the fictitious
reports that instigated criminal proceedings.

105. Arrest report by Defendant Officer La Mitza's statements defy facts and logic of circumstance, to wit,

(1) Defendant Officer La Mitza states the Plaintiff Jermano's car was in front of his car and he could”
identify the subject driving the vehicle;

(2} YET the Plaintiff Jermano-remained in front of the patrol car, making the 1D of a driver impassible;
(3) Defendant Officer La Mitza states he noticed an object hanging from the rearview mirror;

(4) YET the "objec! hanging” was fastened to the rearview mirror as an adjustment lever, the size of
a car key, and was not visible unless viewer was sitting in the driver’s seat;

(5) Defendant Officer La Mitza states the adjoining officers were “in the area to assist with the stop”;
(8) YET the assisting officers were already travelling with Officer La Mitza , in ambush-formation;

(7y Defendant Officer La Mitza states he picked up the Plaintiff Jermano on "her valid felony
warrant”;

{8) YET when asked to show the warrant, he refused;

106. Defendant Officer La Mitza's arrest report states the Plaintiff Jermano was arrested at 7:00PM and
he was “cleared” at 7:16PM, yet phone records show four (4) phone calls were made between 6:58 to
7:04PM proving Defendant Officer La Mitza's statements false.

107. Plaintiff Jermano later discovered Troy Police Department impaunded her car to Coleman’s Auto,
and after holding it for 5.5 months, sold it to a scrap dealer who destroyed the car and Plaintiff Jermano's
personal property that Defendant Troy Police had left inside; contrary to rules and procedures.

108. Plaintiff Jermano’s personal property, in the car and evidence of alibi for locations and work
accountability were destroyed as a result, contrary to policy, procedure and law. [Exh. 17]
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108. The arresting Troy Police Officers {ook Plaintiff Jermano on a15 minute “joy ride” before going to the
police station which was only a 3 minute drive from the arrest stop, while Plaintiff Jermano cailed Dixon to
pick-up her car. Plaintiff Jermano's phone records show (4) calls were placed to Dixon. [Exh.18]

110. Troy PD Arrest Report shows homophobic prejudice in entry of physical description of Plaintiff
Jermano as;

“Clean Shaven”. [Exh. 19]

111. A comparison of Police reports made by Oak Park PD show no obvious sexual-orieniation bias
recorded in initial reporis; but in reports after the Valentine's Day delivery their homophobic bias is
evident. After the bogus Valentine’s Day report, entries for the physical description began reading,

“Clean Shaven.”  [Exh. 20 & Exh. 21]

112. The Plaintiff Jermano was later transported to Oak Park lock-up until, February 21, 2009, The
Plaintiff Jermano was offered a sugar roll for breakfast but no lunch or dinner before being transported to
the Cakland County Jail.

113. On 21 February 2009 at about 5:00PM the Plaintiff Jermano was transported to the Oakland County
Jail.

114. The Plaintiff Jermano was placed in a small cold dirty over-crowded ceil with three other inmates
and given a cracked dirty mat, to sieep on the floor with, until being classified.

115. On February 22, 2009 the Plaintiff Jermano was classified into MAXIMUNM SECURITY, under
pretense of "Special Override Clearance”™ and housed with the most violent felons in the jail, although
there was no legitimate reason to classify Plaintiff Jermano In “MAX™. [Exh. 22]

118. The 1¥ week the Plaintiff Jermano was housed with a criminally and violently insane inmate who
viciously attacked a deputy while Plaintiff Jermano was being arraigned (5 days after her arrest). The
deputy was so bloodily beaten that she was hospitalized for over a month and off work for several
months.

117. In the course of the TWO-HUNDRED AND TWENTY-EIGHT DAYS (228) duration of illegitimate
incarceration, the Plaintiff Jermano was locked-up -with the most viclent female felons in the Oakland
County Jaii, many of whom had lifetime histories of violence and mental instability and threatened
Plaintiff Jermano'’s life.
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118. When the jail was over-crowed Defendant Sheriff Bouchard consistently released the violent,
mentally unstable, repeat offenders and kept Plaintiff Jermano incarcerated with the most hostile, violent

felons.

119. “Special Override Clearance” for Plaintiff Jermano’s classification into MAX security was
attributed to a faxed report from Gommon Ground Sanctuary that falsely alleged Plainiiff Jermano was
violent and that she threatened to kill her counselor — a statement that was later redacted in the same
document and deemed non-credible by two police departments. [Exh. 23]

120. Judge Mester and Defendant Sheriff Bouchard would be discovered to be active members on
the Advisory Board of Directors of Common Ground Sanctuary, a key complaining paity in the case.
{Exh. 24]

121. Judge Mester should have recused himself from presiding over Plaintiff Jermano's case, but did not.

122. Defendant Sheriff Bouchard prejudiced the Plaintiff Jermano by discriminatory over-ride in
classification of Plaintiff Jermano to be held in MAX security for 4.5 months while the jail was
experiencing over-crowding.

123. The Oakland County Summary Record - Case Number 2009-225771-FH, referencing the stalking
charge, shows anomalies in court activity on the Plaintiff Jermano’s case. Entries in the Court Summary

are clumped together at points covering-up omissions of factual references to specific dates of when

court rules, policies and procedures were not followed and/or which are missing, to wit, [Exh. 25, pp.1 &
2]

(a) There is NO reference to the Plaintiff Jermana’s arrest by Troy PD on 20 February 2009; only
a vague reference to the arresting agency, Oak Park Police Depariment with dates “3/18/2009"
but NOT the ACTUAL arrest date of 2/20/2009.

(b) There is NO reference to the Plaintiff Jermano being booked into the Oakland County Jail on
21 February 2009.

{c) There is NO reference to initial Order for a court appointed attorney for the felony stalking
Charge, yet a Court Counsel Assignment Document shows retired attorney Defendant Krohner
was assigned to the Plaintiff Jermano by Circuit Court Judge Daniel Patrick O'Brien on 25
February 2009, the same date that the arraignment was finally held. [Exh. 28]

(d) The Counsel Assignment Document shows Judge O'Brien was already assigned to the felony
stalking case even though it could NOT had been predicted that the Plaintiff Jermano’s stalking
case would had been bound-over into Circuit Court.
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(e) The Counsel Assignment document shows a fax imprint in upper left-hand corner, reading:
“02/22/2003 10:59” and in the far right corner, “NO. 486 PO1" and is partially overwritten by
another fax imprint reading: “02/24/09. 09:54:04 26183". These conflicting fax imprints show
tampering with Plaintiff Jermano's criminal court documents: and reflect obstruction of justice.

{fy There is NO reference to the date/ time of Plaintiff Jermano’s Arraignment in 45/B District
Court held on 25 February 2009 and the unconstitutional / excessive $500,000 bail orderad at
that time.

(9) There is NO reference to a Wiit of Habeas Corpus submitted by the Plaintiff Jernano,
challenging her illegal detention, yet a letter from Circuit Court on 06/18/2009 from Chief Justice
Wendy Pott's office acknowledged the Writ was received and passed-onto Judge O'Brien. [Exh.
271

(h) A°“VOP" (Violation of Probation) hearing was scheduled then canceled; in reference to the
41A District Court misdemeanor conviction that the Plaintiff Jermano was appealing and had only
received transcﬁpts for weeks before her arrest.

124. A VOP hearing would have exposed a systematic pattern of denial of due process, and reveal a link
between the two courts showing Fraud—on-the-Court by means of a Chain-Link Conspiracy. Incidents of
deviation from procedure and denial of due process in the 41A District Court mirror almost identical
deviation from procedure and denial of due process in the 458 District Court, to wit,

(a) At the time of Plaintiff Jermano's arrest On 20 February 2009 the Plaintiff Jermano had
acquired transciipts and had submitted them for appeal of the September 2008 (misdemeanor)
conviction inthe 41A District Count (in Shelby Twp.) [Exh.28]

(b) On 27 March 2007 the Plainiiff Jermano was subject to a warrantless felony arrest on the
grounds she could not show adequate government issued identification to the Macomb County
detective who came to her house to interview her about a diner event that was canceled due to
lack of public interest. [Exh.28]

(c) Six patrol cars reported to the Plaintiff Jermang’s residence before the Macomb County
detective made spontaneous, warrantless felony arrest of both the Plaintiff Jermano and her
daughter.

(d) A search without a warrant was dong of Plaintiff Jarmano's property immediately after
making the Warrantless felony arrest, consistent with unconstitutional denial of due process.
[Exh. 30]
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her_arrest, with no legal or reascnable cause for the delay, which resulted in $300,000 loss of
Plaintiff Jermano’s personal property, which resuited from an eviction (strategically-delayed)
executed immediately after the Plaintiff Jermano’s baseless, warrantless felony amest. [Exh.31]

() Plaintiff Jermano's Bail for 41A District Court case was also excessive at “$100,000/ Cash-

Only”.

(g) Plaintiff Jermano's Judges in 41A District Court case were NOT impartial; they had presided
over two landlordftenant grievances and two groundless employee lawsuits only weeks prior.

Process, and Constitutional Rights violations and insisied only_on Plaintiff Jemmano, 1aking.a

plea”.

(i) Plaintiff Jermano was unconstitutionally detained in jail (40 days) and sustained loss of her
web design company; $300,000 in personal property; made homeless and discredited in

() Plaintiff Jermano was the target of a stalker — an accuser who was one of the complainants in
the case.

125. Plaintiff Jermano reported civil rights violations and evidence of fraud to Oakland County Prosecutor
through Defendant Krohner in a letter dated May 6, 2009, citing evidence of contradictory statements of
Defendants Magner and D'Angelo which proved no PPO was ever served on the Plaintiff Jermano and
received no response as to correclive action. [Exh.32]

126, Piaintiff Jermano reported civil rights violations court to Governor Jennifer Grandholm in June 2009
and received response that just gave referrals to other grievance agencies. [Exh.33]

127. Plaintiff Jermano reported civil rights violations to the FBI Headquarters in downtown Metro Detroit
in January 2010, After a 2.5 hour meeting with an FBI agent, Plaintiff Jermano was informed someone
would get back to her. No one did, and all follow-up attempts were to no avail.

128. Plaintiff Jermano reported civil rights violations to the American Civil Liberties Union in February
2010, to no avail. [Exh.34]

129. The reports began with fraudulent reports of grounds for counselor's termination of Plaintiff
Jemmano, including fabricated names created by Defendant Magner of the Plaintiff Jermano and conclude
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with falsified reports of PPO service and false report of its violation. An index of comparisons of the
Oak Park Police Reports shows consistent irregularities and contradictions in Defendant
Magner’s statements. [Exh.35]

130. Defendants Common Ground, Shawn Force and Melissa Felice supported the fictitious criminal
claims alleged by Defendant Magner in aforementioned report through invasion of privacy of Plaintiff
Jermano as a confidential caller. In addition to presenting the Plaintiff Jermano in false light by maligning
Plaintiff Jermano’s good character and maliciously making false assertions, Defendant Shawn Force

Plaintiff Jermano.

131.  Plaintiff Jermano was the victim of about a dozen fabricated police reports made-up of fictitious
narratives from Defendants Magner and the Oak Park Police, to wit:

unsubstantiated Oak Park PD “reports” [Ref Rpt. #08-3315.1 = June 02,' 2009]: to wit,

{(a) Defendant Magner provides no tangible evidence to substantiate the “phone call
harassment” or “stalking” claims she made;

{(b) Defendant Magner provides police with a falsified name of the Plaintiff Jermano for this

(c) Defendant Officers Wickham and Bergman have address and driver's license contact
information for the “#1 Suspect” in this CRIME report yet, deliberately did NOT make any
contact with their “#1 Criminal Suspect®.

133, Defendant Officers Barker and Martinelli create the second in a series of contradictory and
unsubstantiated Oak Park PD “reporis” [Ref Rpt. #08-4190.1 ~ July 22, 2009]: to wit,

(a) Defendant Magner is accompanied by Defendant Common Ground representative,
Shawn Force to make a hearsay claim of a “life-threat” by an Anonymous & Confidential
crisis (ine caller which Common Ground alleged to have been Plaintiff Jermano;

(b) Defendant Magner gives no tangible evidence to the criminal claims she reports;

(c} Defendant Magner merges two falsely created names of the Plaintiff Jermano as the #1
Suspect;

(d) Officers Barker and Martinelli report no successful contact with “suspect™ yet Plaintiff
Jermano's phone records prove police DID make successful contact;
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(e) Plaintiff Jermano was informed that the case matter was deemed “non-credible” and
“case closed”;

{f) Police officer who made follow-up cali asserted that the reported incident sounded like a
“leshian-lover’s spat” and that the information they provided was Not Credible.

(9) Defendants Officers Barker and Martinelli refused or neglect io charge Defendants Force
for breach of confidentiality of a caller, in violation of The Michigan Consumer Protection
Act - MCL 45.61 — which protects a broad range of personal identifying information and
includes the fraudulent use or attempted use of personal identifying information of
another person for the purposes of committing an illegal act.

(hy Plaintiff Jermano purchased a copy of the crime report the next day and was told,

“Case Closed,”

134. Defendant Officers Hermans and mystery officer “SK" create the third in a series of contradictory
and unsubstantiated Oak Park PD "reports” [Ref CFS Rpt. #08-10967 — August 07, 2009] to wit,
(a) Officers take report from Defendant Magner who gave no evidence to support her claims.

{b) Defendant Officers Hermans and mystery officer “SK' reporl states their #1 Suspect
has the SAME name and telephone number as in the previous report — which was picked-up
at the police station by the Plaintiff Jermano, the day before, yet no contact is made.

unsubstantiated “reporis” [Ref Rpt. #08-5612.1 — October 01, 2009] to wit,

(a) The report states police informed Defendant Magner, a volunteer social worker who is
falsely identifying herself as a “therapist”, of the procedures for obtaining a PPO, although
she routinely provides this exact same information in her job to clients as an abuse.
counselor.

(b) Defendant Officers Myers and Rourke report to have driver's license and phone number
of “criminal suspect" in what is the fourth report made by (alleged victim) Defendant
Magner in four months yet ironically, police make NO follow-up on “Criminal Suspect #17,
with the information they have.

136. Defendant Officers Hermans and Officer “SK” create the fifth in a series of contradictory and
unsubstantiated Oak Park PD “reporis” [Ref CFS Rpt. #09-0684 — January 16, 2009], to wit,

(a) Incident is reported by Julie Growe who gave no evidence t0 substantiate her claims.
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(b) This report cites Plaintiff Jermano's name as “Neal® although Defendant Growe knew
Plaintiff Jermano by her mother's maiden name, “Jermano®, which Plaintiff Jermano legaliy
went by and was registered to work as a Communications Specialist and sold Grow AT&T U-
Verse services under.

(c) Officers note Defendant Growe’s *91 Blue Dodge parked in the driveway.

137. Defendant Officers Stanson and Officer “SK” create the gixth in a series of contradictory and
unsubstantiated Oak Park PD “reports” [Ref CFS Rpt. #09-0867- January 20, 2009], to wit,

{(a) Defendant Magner reported she noticed a "Blue Dodge” drive by her home which she
thought belonged to her alleged stalker.

{b) The follow-up by officer shows the “Blue Dodge Chrysler" is parked in Defendant
Growe's driveway and is registered to Growe.

(c) Officer does not investigate any further with owner of the Blue Dodge, but instead officer
enters notes that implicate the Plaintiff Jermano as the stalker suspect involved.

(d) Case Report [Ref Rpt. #09-0390- January 25, 2009] sheds light on motives, to wit,

(1) Defendant Magner was informed on January 20, 2009 that Defendant Julie Growe*
had reported to the Oak Park Police Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) that the
Plaintiff Jermano was allegedly stalking Magner.

(2) Plaintiff Jermano had moved-out of Defendant Growe's house, on January 19, 2009
after being assaulted by Defendant Growe on January 10, 2009, in an unprovoked
attack.

(3) Defendant Growe was fearful that Plaintiff Jermano was going to file criminal
charges against her for the assault after she moved out of Growe's house

(4) Defendant Grow also held Plaintiff Jermano hostage in-her-house for 2 days: from
January 10-13, 2009.

(5) Defendant Growe made a phone call confession to and expressed her apprehension
about Plaintiff Jermano pressing criminal charges against her the next day to
Plaintiff Jermano’s friend.
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138. Defendant Officers Carignan, Tetler, Matthew and Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) create the seventh
in a series of contradictory and unsubstantiated Oak Park PD ‘reports” [Ref Rpt. #08-5612.2], by

reporting, to wit;

{a) The report of the PPO service by Defendant D’Angelo (boyfriend of Defendant Magner)
took place on January 21, 2009 -- YET-- the date reads “October 1, 2008";

{b) The report lists three officers as being involved; when the report reveals that the fourth:
Defendant Tayior (A.K.A. Ginopolis) was part of the Follow-Up Investigation on the
falsified PPO service report, and was persaonally present when it was determined that the
PPO was NOT served;

(¢) The report reveals cooperative conspiracy between Defendants Magner and D'Angelo
and Oak Park Police by the agt of the police officers refusing or neglecting to prevent or
sanction the Defendants Magner and D'Angelo for making a false claim against the
Plaintiff Jermano;

{d) After refusing or neglecting to enforce legal action against the defendants for the false
report of PPO service, Officer Taylor {A.K.A. Ginopolis) and Oak Park Police Départment
cooperated in ndtarizing what they knew to be a NON-SERVED PPO Proof of Service
fegal document presented by Defendants Magner and D'Angelo.

(e) The report reveals deliberate intention of Defendant Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) tor
defraud the Plaintiff Jermano and cooperate in a conspiracy [Ref Rpt. #09-732.2]:

(1) Defendant Officer Taylor (AK.A. Ginopolis) reports Defendant Magner
successfully served the PPO on the Plaintiff Jermano on1/21/09 when in fact,
Defendant Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) was personally present at the follow-
up investigation and KNEW the PPQ was NOT successfully served.

(2) Defendant Officer Taylor (AK.A. Ginopolis) assisted in the chain link conspiracy
to maliciously prosecute the Plaintiff Jermano when she assisted Defendant
D'Angelo in preparing a falsified affidavit of his alleged Proof of PPO Service of
the night of 1/21/08. The affidavit was written on 5/11/0: four and a half months
AFTER the alleged act of the falsely claimed PPO service, (contrary to court
rules and procedures for the flling of proof of PPO service).
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(3) Defendant Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) perpetuated fictitious claims in Case
Report [Ref Rpt. #09-0390 - dated 1/25/09] in order to further approval of a
fraudulent felony stalking charge against the Plaintiff Jermano.

(4) Officer sites report [Ref Rpt. #08-5612.2] which substantiates the fact that
Plaintiff Jermano had moved-out of Defendant Growe's house on 1/18/09 and
was not at the residence at the time that Defendants Magner and D'Angelo
falsely alleged that they had served the Plaintiff Jermano at with a PPO.

139. Defendant Officers Zarfl and Pinkerton create the eighth_in a series of contradictory and
unsubstantiated Oak Park PD “reports” [Ref Rpt. #09-732.1 — February 14, 2009], to wit,

(a) The "PPO Violation Report” shows these Oak Park police officers participating in the
chain-link conspiracy by creation of a fictitious crime report in which they state they saw
9-dozen long-sternmed roses and the 4.5 teddy bear thrown to the curb at Defendant
Magner's house;

{b) Flower shop receipts collected by their co-worker Defendant Officer Taylor (A.K.A.
Ginopoelis) show / prove the flowers were NOT delivered until February 15™ 2009;

{c) The aforementioned Defendant Officers were deliberately LYING in order to pursue a
case of malicious prosecution against the Plaintiff Jermano because Plaintiff Jermano
was perceived to be "“GAY" on Valenline's Day;

(d) Defendant Magner perpetuated the fraud by presenting a copy of the (known non-served)
FPO to police, alleging it was violated by the delivery of an (obvicusly NON-delivered)
Valentine's Day order of roses, etc. from the Plaintiff Jermanc.

140. Defendant Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) creates the ninth n a series of contradictory and
unsubstantiated Oak Park PD “reporis” [Ref Rpt. #09-732.2 = on February 16, 2009 —dated February
14, 2009}, to wit,

(a) Royal Osk Pclice Detective Duncan reportedly accompeanied Defendant Officer Taylor
(A.K.A. Ginopolis) to investigate the flower shop in Royal Cak, whose delivery caused the
Plaintiff Jermano's PPO violation, yet investigation of Royal Oak PD revealed Duncan
was retired;
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(b) The Follow-up Investigation shows that flower shop sales and delivery receipts proved
that NO delivery was made on 14 February 2009 and could not have violated the PPO;

(c) Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) and Detective Duncan continué asserting the baseless
charges of a PPO violation and stalking charges against the Plaintiff Jermanc anyway.

(d) Defendant Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) reveals her homophobic-hate bias toward the
Plaintiff Jermano now, by defining physical description of Plaintiff Jermano's “Facial Hair
* as being:

“ngan Shaven”

(e) Defendants Detective Duncan and Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) would find the only
crime committed was the defrauding of Plaintiff Jermano of THREE HUNDRED AND
FIFTY-SIX DOLLARS AND FOUTRTY-SEVEN CENTS ($356.47) by Defendant 1-800-
FLOWERS for the non-delivery of a Valentine's Day order purchased, yet they pursued
baseless criminal charges against the Plaintifi Jermano instead based in part, by
homophobic bias.

(ff Defendant Krauthofer made false statements to police in follow-up report about defivery
of the flowers and made defamatory remarks about Plaintiff Jermano whom -she
defrauded a Valentine's Day delivery on February 14, 2009.

141. Defendants Cfficer Myers, Officer Rourke and Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis) cooperated in the
creation of the tenth._in a series of contradictory and unsubstantiated Oak Park PD “reporis” [Ref Rpt.
#09-0390 - beginning on January 25, 2009 - through February 16, 2009], to wit,

(a) the report fraudulently portrays Defendant Magner as a “psychologist” vs. the reality that
she was a volunteer counselor with but a bachelor's degree in psychology,;

(b) the report states false and reputationally injurious comments (libel) about the Plaintiff
Jermano's mental state, stating, “suffered from personality disorders®, which she does/did
not and never did;

{c) the report states false and reputationally injuricus comments (libel) about the behavior of
Plaintiff Jermano toward Defendant Magner as being “very aggressive and abusive”; to
the contrary, Plaintiff Jermanc has months of receipts of flower gifis brought for
Defendant Magner;
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{d) the report states false and reputationally injurious comments (libel) about the Plaintiff
Jermana making yelling and verbally abusive phone calls to Defendant Magner;

{e) the report states false and reputationally injurious comments (libel) about the Plaintiff
Jemano regarding & breach of privacy crisis call to Defendant Common Ground
Sanctuary Crisis Line which states unfounded psychological assessments of Plaintiff
Jermano - portraying Plaintiff Jermano in false light as violent, etc.;

(f) Plaintiff Jermano's phone records show that Defendants from YWCA Interim House aiso
cooperated in supplementing falsified reports about the Plaintiff Jermano in inter-office
memos in support of co-worker / Defendant Magner;

(@) the report states false and reputationally injurious comments (libe!) by Defendant Growe,
stating the Plaintiff Jermano was stalking Defendant Magner;

{nh} the report states the Plaintiff Jermano's identity cannot be discovered, yet police had
access to data base information which revealed (Shelby Police department’s 6reation of)
“multiple aliases™ from arrest was in Shelby Township, in 2007 -- which was under appeal
at the time of the arrest; and interrupted as a result of the false imprisonment of the
Plaintiff Jermano.

142. Defendant Officers La Mitza, Julian and Garcher cooperate in the creation of the eleventh_in the
series of contradictory “reports” [Ref Rpt. #09-1686.1 - the arrest report made on February 20, 2009]:
to wit,
(a) Defendant Officer La Mitza states that he could identify the suspect driving the car yet
never passed or drove next to the Plaintiff Jermano’s vehicle for an opportunity to identify
a driver at that time of night;

(b) Defendant Officer La Mitza states he noticed an object hanging from the rear-view mirror,
which was a fastener attached to the mirror a3 an adjustment igver, which measured the

length of a car key and impossible to notice unless the observer was actually sitting in the
driver's seat of the car;

(¢) Defendant Officer La Mitza’s illegal restraint of Plaintiff Jermano after signafing her to
pull-over, lasted about 20 minutes NOT “a few” as stated by Defendant Officer La Mitza;
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{d) Troy police surveillance video of the stop proves the police made an illegal investigatory
stop and illegal search of the Plaintiff Jermano.

143, On January 21, 2008 Plaintiff Jermano’s former volunteer Sexual Assault Counselor / Defendant
Magner and her boyfriend / Defendant D'Angelo filed a faisified application for an Ex-Parte PPO without
evidence to support the claims, in the 6™ Judicial Circuit Court-Family Division. [Exh.36)

immediately at 3:33PM by the Court - the same day that she applied and filed for it -- without providing
any evidence o prove her claims. [Exh.37]

145. On January 21, 2009 at 8:15 PM Defendants Magner and D'Angelo falsely reported to Oak Park
Police that they had served the Plaintiff Jermano notice of their ex-parte PPO.at the house that Plaintiff
Jermano had moved out of on January 19, 2008, [Exh.38 & Exh. 39]

146. Plaintiff Jermano repeatedly filed requests to 8™ Judicial Circuit Court for a court appointed attorney
for the PPO charge, via petitions, inmate grievance correspondence and motions to the court, to no avail.
[Exh.40, Exh. 41]

147. From February 20 to June 5, 2009 the Plaintiff Jermano was deprived defense counsel on the PPO
charge.

148. Plaintiff Jermano was deliberately and strategically deried defense counsel for the PPO charge for
4 months.

149. After 4.5 months, attorney Defendant Elden made a jail visit to the Plaintiff Jermano and
informed her he was assigned to represent her as defense. (See Proof: attorney reimbursement
form filed by Elden). [Exh.42]

160. Plaintiff Jermano later discovered a court Order showing Judge Mester did not submit a court
order to assign Defendant Eiden until ONE MONTH AFTER the PPO charge was dismissed.

[Exh.43]

151, Plaintiff Jermano was denied right to defend herself on felony stalking charge when newly assigned
counsel Defendant McCarthy conferred with Assistant Prosecutor Joanne Pray and motioned the court
that the Plaintiff Jermano needed to *have her head examined.”
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152. At the same time that Plaintiff Jermano submitted a 19-page Writ of Habeas Corpus to the
Circuit Court challenging her detention, Defendant McCarthy submitted a motion to the court stating the
Plaintiff Jermano wanted 1o plead “temporary insanity” to the stalking charge; all unbeknownst 1o the
Plaintiff Jermano and indirect contradiction of Plaintiff Jermano’s motion to the court to hear The Great
Wwrit. [Exh.44]

153. As a result of Defendant McCarthy's motion to have Plaintiff Jermano “have her head examined”
Plaintiff Jermano languished for 4 MORE manths in the Oakland County Jail before results came back
confirming her sanity and she was, begrudgingly released, on a personal bond by Circuit Court Judge
O'Brien.

154. After 8.5 months of illegal detention by Defendant Oakland County Jail, Plaintiff Jermano's case was
remanded BACK to District Court, [Exh.45] contrary to court rules and procedures.

155. As a result of the arrest, Plaintiff Jermano was unable to reply to & time-sensitive Court Order in
response to her Defendant Magner's re-served PPO because Plaintiff Jermano never received the letter
while she was in the Qakland County Jail. Plaintiff Jermano would not discover the Order until a year after
her release! [Exh.46]

156. As a result of the arrest, Plaintiff Jermano was unable to reply to a time-sensitive Court Order in
response to her Appeal of the Shelby fraud case because Plaintiff Jermano never received the letter as
she was in the Oakland County Jail. Plaintiff Jermano would not discover the Order until a year after her
release! [Exh.47]

157. As a result of the arrest and incarceration, Plaintiff Jermano suffered a loss of $75,000 in uninsured
personal property and irreplaceabie life possessions that were put in storage before arrest on February
20, 2009.

158. As a result of the arrest and incarceration Plaintiff Jermano suffered a loss of her two 8-month old
pedigree Shih Tzu puppies, Alfie angd Eliie.

158. As a result of the arrest and incarceration Plaintiff Jermano suffered a loss of credibility within her
field of employment as a Communications / Marketing Specialist and became estranged from her
business associates and cut-off from steady, gainful employment.

160. As a result of the arrest and incarceration Plaintiff Jermano was forced to resume residing with
Dixan, who consistently subjected Plaintiff Jermano to sexual harassment and invasion of privacy.
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1681. Defendants Felice and Force and Commeon Ground Sanctuary, jointly breached the confidentiality of
caller, Plaintiff Jermano in violation of the Michigan Consumer Protection Act 133 of 1976 - 445.303
(bb), {cc) and {jj} which prohibits unfair, unconscionable or deceptive methods, aclts or practices in
conduct of trade or commerce, [Exh.48]

162. Defendants Felice and Force and Common Ground Sanctuary, jointly aided and abetted in the
obstruction of justice when they submitted a falsified fax phone report alleging unsubstantiated “life
threats” were made by the Plaintiff Jermano to Defendant Magner.

163. Defendants Felice and Force and Common Ground Sanctuary, jeintly cast Plaintiff Jermano's
character in FALSE LIGHT by creating the falsified fax report thal defamed the good character and
reputation of the Plaintiff Jermano and led to the malicious prosecution and maximum security
classification of the Plaintiff Jermano.

164. Defendants Feiice and Force and Common Ground Sanctuary, jointly conspired to falsely accuse
another [Plaintiff Jermano] of a crime [contrary to MCL 750.157] based on perceived homophobic
prejudices.

165. Defendants France, Karim, McComick and Magner and YWCA Interim House of Metro Detroit,
jointly aided and abetted in the obstruction of justice when they condoned the creation and assertion
of a falsified inter-office memos that reported false claims of the Plaintiff Jermano making harassing
phone calls to Defendant Magner at her place of work — YWCA Interim House, that they knew to be false
at the time.

166. Defendanis McCormick and Magner and YWCA Interim House of Metro Detroit, jointly aided and
abetted in the obstruction of justice when they condoned the creation and assertion of a falsified inter-
office memos that reported false claims of the Plaintiff Jermano making harassing phone calls to
Defendant Magner at her place of work — YWCA Interim House that they knew to be false at the time.

167. France, Karim, McCormick and YWCA Interim House of Metro Detroit, jointly conspired to falsely
accuse another of a crime (the Plaintiff Jermano) [contrary to MCL 750.157] by creating false inter-office
memos for use in the malicious prosecution of the Plaintiff Jermano that they knew to be false at the time.

168. Defendants McCormick and Magner and YWCA Interim House of Metro Detroit , jointly Breached
the Confidentiality of Plaintiff Jermano, in violation of the Michigan Consumer Protection Act 133 of
1976 - 445.903 (bb}, (cc) and (jj) which prohibits unfair, unconscionable or deceptive metheds, acts or
practices in conduct of trade or commerce.
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169. Defendants Magner, D'Angelo, Growe and Krauthofer, jointly conspired to falsely accuse another
of a crime (the Plaintiff Jermano) [contrary to MCL 750.157] by making verbal and written false reporis to
the police in order to maliciously prosecute the Plaintiff Jermano,

170. Defendants D'Angelo and Magner made false report of PPO service to the police.

171. Defendant D'Angelo deliberately and itlegally had the falsified Proof of Service of PPO notarized
and entered into the L.E.L.N. system in order to induce malicious prosecution of the Plaintiff Jermano.

172. Defendants D'Angelo and Magner got engaged on the anniversary date of the Plaintiff Jermano's
arrest, February 20, 2010.

173. Defendants D'Angelo and Magner got married ten days before the Plaintiff Jermano’s case was
dismissed. [Exh. 14]

174. Defendants D'Angelo and Magner are suspected 1o have absconded to Kalamazoo, after their
marriage, in effort to evade prosecution for the fegal wrongs they commitied against the Plaintiff Jermano.

175. Defendants Pray and Cooper deliberately and prejudicially proceeded to criminally prosecute
Plaintiff Jermano in light of prima facie evidence which showed the criminal charges were fraudulent.

176. Defendants Pray and Cooper deliberately and prejudicially cooperated in keeping the Plaintiff
Jermano incarcerated, on excessive, unconstitutional bail, in light of prima facie evidence which proved
the case against the Plaintiff Jermano was fraudulent,

177. Defendants Bouchard and Oakland County Jail cooperated in prejudicial treatment of the Plaintiff

Jermano, to wit,
g) ¥-REF—GOUNT 5: The Plaintif Jermano was confined with criminally insane inmates, one who

constantly terrorized the Plaintif Jermano, and within the first week of the 228 incarceration, viciously
attacked a jail guard, which resulted in the guard being hospitalized for several months.

(h) X-REF—COUNT 5; The Plaintiff Jermano was deprived running water in her sink cell for over a month,

despite repeated requests for maintenance to repair, which resulted in the Plaintiff Jermano painfully losing
several teeth,

(i) X-HEF--COUNT 5 "The Plaintiff Jermano was deprived saline solution to care for her contacts, for

weeks, resulting in Plaintiff Jermano to suffer eye infections, great pain, undue suifering and damage to the

Plaintiff Jermanao's eyesight.
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(i} ¥REF—COUNT ! The defendants deliberately and illegally held the Plaintiff Jermano hostage in MAX
security, on charges they KNEW to be false, as evidenced by the defendants re-serving the PPO which was
the cause for the Plaintiff Jermano's arrest in the first place.

(k) K-BREF—GEYNT B: Days after re-senvice of the same PPO that caused the arrest, the PPO charge was
dismissed, yet the Plaintiff Jermano REMAINED HELD ILLEGALLY, as the violation of a PPO was the
necessary prerequisite to a felony stalking accusation.

() X-REF-<COURY 5% Defendant McCarthy falsely motioned a *Plea of Temporary Insanity” to the felony
stalking charge two weeks after the Phaintiff Jermano had submitted a 18 page Writ of Habeas Corpus to the
court, challenging her illegal detention and cruel treatment of 4.5 months.

{m) X-REF-~-GCOBNT 55 The Writ was ignored by the courts, causing the Plaintiff Jermano remain illegally
incarcerated.

(n) RREF—EEGEUNT 5! Defendant McCarthy maliciously forced the Plaintiff Jermano to be subjected to an
unnecessary forensics examination, after asserting Plaintiff Jermano was “insane” (because of her sexual
orientation) causing the Plaintiff Jermano more undue mental distress and suffering.

{0) KREE=GOUNT & ‘Plaintiff Jermano was subjected to an additional 4 menths of torture in the county
Jail, waiting on the maliciously ordered forensics exam, and deprived of a speedy trial as a result of the
malicious conduct of her assigned counsel.

(p) X-REF—COHNT 5 “Plaintiff Jermano was forced to endure 228 days in cold, dirty, infectious, over-
crowded jail cell environment and given tasteless, sodium-enriched, starchy and basically unhealthy foed to

eat for the duration of her confinement.

(q) ¥-REF—CGURNT & Plaintiff Jermano was routinely harassed by jail guards who frequently attempted to
deny her access to the jail library facility, effectively hampering her efforts to defend herself, causing undue

anguish and mental suffering.

{1 XREF—GEURT 5 Plaintiff Jermano's dellberately malfunctioning assigned counsel contributed greatly
to the mental suffering and anguish of the Plaintiff Jermano by allowing her to remain incarcerated and
compound her torment by allowing her to remain held in MAXIMUM security for as long as possible, over 5.5
months.

(s) R-REE--GOUNT 5 Plaintif Jermano was routinely subjected to strip-searches; pat-downs by male
guards; and mocked by guards; fransported In shackles and chains to court appearances; held in freezing-
cold, over-crowded, fitthy-dirty Jail holding cells for court appearances — often held in the calls for up to 8
hours — and often finding her court-appearances being canceled, after being subjected to the torment of
waiting in these conditions for a court hearing.
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() X-REF—COBRY 8 Plaintiff Jermano was forced to endure undue suffering by being kept detained in
MAX SEC while the jail was experiencing over-crowding and was releasing repeat-offenders and violent
criminals while keeping the Plaintiff Jermane contained with the warst of the ones who remained.

(u) X-REE~GOUNT & Plaintiff Jermano was forced to be confined with violent felons, some of which were
criminally insane, some of which who were murderers and most all of which routinely terrorized the Plaintiff

Jermanho on a 24/7 basis,

178.  Plaintiff Jermano sent Defendant Magner a total of four (4) distinct pieces of written
correspondence: (1) a letter of grievance for abrupt termination, (2) closure ietter, (3) request for records
and (4) a "Happy Valentine's Day" card.

V. CAUSE OF ACTION:

COUNT1:

VIOLATION OF 42 U.S.C. 1983 and 1986:
INFRINGEMENT OF FREEDOM OF SPEECH

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1
thru 178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. As a result of the jointly concerted efforts which resuited in the unlawful and malicious detention and
confinement of the Plaintiff Jermano, the Defendants deprived the Piaintiff Jermano of her rght to
freedom of speech and association, which rights are guaranteed by the First and Fourteenth
Amendments of the United States Constitution. '

3. Defendant's actions violated Plalntiff Jermano's First Amendment rights to speak out legally. Such
concerted conduct by defendants in connection with the Plaintiff Jermano's arrest and prolonged
deiention was intended to and did wrongfully disrupt, chill, punish, “neutralize” and otherwise infringe
upon the lawful, protected activities of the Plaintiff Jermano. The Defendants are liable because their
misconduct and activities amounted to an unconsti_tutional. tacit policy or harassment and suppression of
Freedom of Speech and assembly.

32
CIVIL RIGHTS: 42 U.S.C. 1983; ABUSE OF PROCESS; HATE CRIME and OTHER CLAIMS"

Otlo4o



4. The unreascnable arresting and presecutorial defendanis was motivated and in part, by homophobic
bias the defendants had toward Plainiiff Jermano for prosaic written correspondence sent to Defendant
Magner.

5. The unreasonable arresting and prosecutorial defendants interfered with the Plaintiff Jermano'’s follow-
through on an application for appeal on a conviction in the Shelby Township court in Macomb County.

6. The unreasonable armresting and prosecutorial defendants interfered with the Plaintiff Jermano's
application for appeal of the re-service of Defendant Magner's ex-parte PPO [re-served on June 8, 2009).

7. The unreasonable arresting and prosecutorial defendants interfered with the Plaintiff Jermano's right
to have the court hear a Wirit of Habeas Corpus, submitted to the court on June 11, 2009.

8. At all imes relevant herein, the conduct of all Defendants were subject to 42 U.S.C. sec.1983, 1985,
1886, and 1988.

8. Acling under the color of law and conspiring against the Plaintiff Jermano, Defendants worked a denial
of Plaintiff Jermano’s right, privileges or immunities secured by the United States Constitution or by
Federal faw or state law?, to wit,

? Sote.v, Flores, 103 F.3d 1056 (1" Cir. 1997); MeNamara v, Honeyman, 406 Mass. 43, 52 (1989),
(a) by depriving Plaintiff Jermano of her freedom of speech,
{b) by interfering with the Plaintiff Jermano’s freedom of association;

{c) by conspiring for the purpose of censorship of the Plaintiff Jermanoc exposing U.S.
Government corruption and a cover-up, with intent to deny Plaintiff Jermano equal protection of
laws;

(d) by refusing or neglecting to prevent such deprivations and denials to the Plaintiff Jermano,
thereby depriving the Plaintiff Jermano of her rights, privileges, and immunities as guaranteed by
the First, and Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution of the United States.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the violation of the Plaintiff Jermano’s freedom of
speech and association against all the defendants jointly and severally, for actual, general, special,
compensatory damages in the amount of $500,000 and further demands judgment against each of said
defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages* in the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this
action, including attorney’s fees, and such other relief as 1o be deemed to be just and equitable.
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*{"Punitive damages are recoverable In sec. 1983 sult where defendant’s conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
invalves reckless or callous Indifference to Piaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights™) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983);
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, (1" Cir. 1983). Miga supre at 355

COUNT2:

VIOLATION OF 42 U.S.C. 1983 and 1986:
CONSPIRACY TO INFRINGE ON OF FREEDOM OF SPEECH

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1
thru 178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Defendants conspired to violate Plaintiff Jermano's First Amendment rights to speak out legally - her
freedom of speech and association, which rights are guaranieed by the First and Fourteenth
Amendments of the United States Constitution. Such concerted conduct by defendants in connection
with the arrest and prolonged detainment, was intended to and did wrongfully disrupt, chill, punish,
“neutralize” and otherwise infringe upon the lawful, protected activities of the Piaintiff Jermano, in violation
of the First Amendment. The Defendants are liable because their misconduct and activities amounted to
an unconstitutional, 1acit policy or harassment and suppression of Free Speech.

3. At all times relevant herein, the conduct of all defendants were subject to 42 U.S.C. secs. 1983.

4. Acting under the color of law, the law enforcement Defendants worked a denial of Plaintiff Jermano’s
rights, privileges or immunities secured by the United States Constitution, or by Federal law, to wit,

(a) 'by conspiring to deprive Plaintiff Jermano of her freedom of speech,
(b) by conspiring to interfere with the Plaintiff Jermano’s freedom of association,

(c) by conspiring for the purpose of censorship of the Plaintiff Jermano exposing U.S.
Govermment Corruption and Cover-ups, with intent to deny Piaintiff Jermano equal protection of
laws,

{d) by refusing or neglecting to prevent such deprivations and denials to the Plaintiff Jermano,
thereby depriving the Plaintiff Jermano of her rights, privileges, and immunities as guaranteed by
the First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution of the United
States.
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5. As a result of the concerted unlawful and malicious arrest by defendants, Plaintiff Jermano was

deprived of both her freedom of speech and freedom of association and her right to equal protection
under the laws, and the due course of justice was impeded, in violation of the First, Fourth, Fifth and
Fourteenth Amendments of the Censtitution of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983 and 1985.

WHEREFORE, Plainiif Jermano demands judgment for the conspiracy to interfere with Plaintiff
Jermano’s freedom of speech and interference with her association against all the defendants jointly and
severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $500,000 and further
demands judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages* in the
amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney's fees, and such other reiief as to be
deemed o be just and equitable.

*("Punitive damages are recoverable In sec. 1983 sult where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or whera it
involves reckiess or callous indifferance to Plaintiff Jermana's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983),
Clark v Talor, 740 F. 2d 4, (1" Cir. 1983). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 3:

VIOLATION OF 42 U.S.C. 1983:
UNLAWFUL SEARCH and FALSE ARREST

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 4
thru 178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. As a result of their concerted unlawful and malicious arrest, detention and confinement of Plaintiff
Jermano, Defendants Officers La Mitza, Garcher, and Julian caused Plaintiff Jermano to be subjected to
an illegal investigatory traffic stop and a warrantless search and seizure of Plaintiff Jermanc’s vehicle in a
situation where there was no reason to. The subsequent confinement of the Plaintiff Jermano in the
Oakiand County Jail deprived Plaintiff Jermano of both her right to Nberty without due process of law and
her right to due process of law and her right to equal protection of the laws and the due course of justice
was impeded - in violation of the Fourth, Ninth, and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the
United States and 42 U.8.C, sec. 1983,

3. At all times relevant herein, the conduct of all defendants were subject to 42 U.S.C. secs. 1983, 1985,
1986 and 1988.

4_ Acting under the color of law, defendants worked a denial of Plaintiff Jermano’s rights, priviieges or

immunities secured by the United States Constitution, or by Federal law, 310 wit,
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3Soto v, Flores, 103 F.3d 1056 (1* Cir. 1997); McNamara v. Honeyman, 406 Mass. 43, 52 (1989).

{a) by depriving Plaintiff Jermano of her liberty without due process of law, by taking her into custody

and holding her against her will, >

3 County of Sacramento v, Lewis. 523 U.S. 833 (1998) Youngbera v, Romeo, 457 U.8. 307, 315 (1982); Williams v.

Hatlman, 413 Mass, 398, 403 (1992).
(b) by making an unreasonable search, seizure and unlawful destruction of Plaintiff Jermano’s

property without due process of law;

(c) by conspiring for the purposes of impeding and hindering the due course of justice, with intent to
deny Plaintiff Jermano equal protection of laws,

(d) by refusing or negleciing to prevent such deprivations and denials to Plaintiff Jermano, thereby
depriving Plaintiff Jermano of her rights, privileges, and immunities as guaranteed by the Fourth,
Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution of the United States.*

4 Miga v. Holvake, 398 Mass, 33,349, 350 (1986) (deprivation of pretrial detainee's substantive due process rights where sate
seeks to impose punishment without constitutional adudication of guilt). Bell v Wolfish, 441 U.8. 520, 535 n. 16 (1979).

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermane demands judgment for the false arrest against all the Defendants jointly
and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $500,000 and further
demands judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages* in the
amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, includi;wg attorney’s fees, and such other relief as ta be
deemed to be just and equitable.

*("Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant’s conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where It
involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermana's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ({{1983);
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, (1™ Cir, 1083). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 4:

VIOLATIONS OF 42 U.S.C. 1983;
DETENTION AND CONFINEMENT

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporétes by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1
thru 178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.
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2. As a result of their concerted unlawfu!, malicious detention and confinement of the Plaintiff Jermano,
the Defendants Qfficer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis), Meyers, Zarfl, Pinkerton, La Mitza, Garcher, Julian,
Defendants Cooper, Pray, Bouchard, Krohner, Elden, Mc Carthy, Hock, Cannon, Jahnke and Growe
deprived the Plaintiff Jermano of both her right to her liberty without due process of law and her right to
equal protection under the laws, and the due course of justice was impeded, in violation of the Fifth and
Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983.

3. As aresult of the unlawful detention and confinement of the Plaintiff Jermano, by Defendants the
Plaintiff Jemmano was deprived of her right to her liberty, in violation of the Fifth and Fourteenth
Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and 42 U 8.C. sec. 1983.

4. Defendant Growe is liable pursuant to MCL section 600.5805 which states:

“(3) The period of iimitations is 5 years for an action charging assault or battery brought by a
person who has been assaulted by ...a person with whom he or she resides or formenly resided.”

WHEREFQRE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the false detention and confinement against the
Defendants jolntly and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of
$50,000,000 and further demands judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for
punitive damages* in the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney’s fees, and
such other relief as to be deemed to be just and equitable.

*(“Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant’s conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally pratected rights”) Smith v YWade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983);
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, (1™ Cir. 1583). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT &:

VIOLATION OF 42 U.S.C. 1983:
CRUEL AND UNUSUAL PUNISHMENT

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1
thru 178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. ‘A penalty offends the proscription against cruel and unusual punishment when it is so
disproportionate to the crime for which it is inflicled that it shocks the conscience and offends the
fundamental notions of human dignity.’ {In re Lynch (1972) 8Cal, 3d 410, 424; in re De Beque (1989) 212
Cal. App. 3d 241, 248.)
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3. Defendant’s actions were in violation of the Eighth Amendment of the Constitution of the United
States and 42 U.5.C. sec. 1983 that the Plaintiff Jermano is guaranteed the protections of, which states:
“Excessive bail shall not be required, nor excessive fines imposed, nor cruel and unusual punishments
inflicted.” To wit,

(a) The Plaintiff Jernano was arrested without a warrant on a felony charge; mocked by police as
being “gay”, pulled-over while driving in traffic while obeying all traffic laws; tormented by being
handcuffed and unlawfully searched; repeatedly strip-searched; confined in MAXIMUM security;
shackied and chained; locked in over-crowded jail cells; forced to endure freezing coid; denied
medical atiention for eye infections; deprived running water in her cell; suffered loss of teeth:
forced to eat innutritious food for 228 days; denied access to law-library; harassed housed with
cAminally insane inmates; subjected to frivolous examinations; denied counse] for 4.5 months;
assigned defense counsels that were malicious, and dysfunctional; etc., etc,, etc.;

(b) Plaintiff Jermano was denied due procf.ass’i subjected to undue suffering and distress waiting
on delayed arraignment of 5 and 14 days, respectively on the two charges.

5 Police autherities may only hold an arestee for more than 48 hours before arraignment if they can *demonstrate the
existence of a bonafide emergency or other extraordinary circumstance” that would justify the delay. People v Whitehead,
238 Mich App 1, 2 (1999), quating Riverside, 500 US at 57.

(¢} The Plainiiff Jermano was humiliated before a homophobic Magistrate at arraignment, who

exclaimed;
“You're worse than a murderer!”

in consideration of the fact that the Plaintiff Jermano had purchased 9 Dozen Long-stemmed red-
roses and 2 4.5 foot teddy bear, to be seni, as a Valentine’s Day gift, to her former Voiunteer
Sexual Assault/Domestic Abuse Counselor; g female

(d) The unconstitutional $500,000 bail ordered resulted in 228 days of detainment in jail.

{e) The Plaintiff Jermano was confined in the worst environment in the facility: MAXIMUM
security for nearly six months of her nearly eight months of conflnement in the Oakland County
Jail.

(D The Plaintiff Jermano was amaigned 14 days after her arrest on the PPO violation charge and
subjected to more shock and humiliation when the judge ordered an unconstitutional $100,000
bail “cash-only” bail.
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g) The Plaintiff Jemrmano was confined with criminally insane inmates, one who constantly
terrorized the Plaintiff Jermano, and within the first week of the 228 incarceration, viciously
attacked a jail guard, which resulted in the guard being hospitalized for several months.

(h) The Plaintiff Jermano was deprived running water in her sink cell for over a month, despite
repeated requests for maintenance to repair, which resulted in the Plaintiff Jermano painfully
losing several {eeth.

(i) The Plaintiff Jermano was deprived saline solution to care for her contacts, for weeks,
resulting in Plaintiff Jermano to suffer eye infections, great pain, undue suffering and damage to
the Plaintiff Jermano's eyesight.

() The defendants deliberately and illegally held the Plaintiff Jermano "hostage” in MAXIMUM
securily on charges they KNEW to be false -- as evidenced by the defandants re-serving the PPO
which was the cause for the Plaintiff Jermano’s arrest in the first place.

(k) Days after re-service of the same PPO that caused the arrest, the PPO charge was
dismissed, yet the Plaintiff Jermano REMAINED HELD ILLEGALLY: the vioiation of a PPO is the
necessary prerequisite to a felony stalking accusation.

(I} Defendant McCarthy falsely molioned a “Plea of Temporary Insanity” to the felony stalking
charge two weeks after the Plaintiff Jermano had submitted a 19 page Writ of Habeas Corpus to
the count, challenging her illegal detention and cruel treatment of 4.5 months.

(m} The Writ was ignored by the courls, causing the Plaintiff Jermanc remain illegatly
incarcerated for another 4 months.

{n) Defendant McCarthy's homophobic prejudice forced the Plaintiff Jermano to be subjected to
an unnecessary forensics examination, after asserting Plaintiif Jermano was “insane” (because of
her sexual orientation) causing the Plaintiff Jermano more undue mental distress and suffering.

(0) Plaintiff Jermano was subjected to an additional 4 months of torture in the county jail, waiting
on the frivolous order for a forensics exam that was a completely unnecessary and malicious act.

(p) Plaintiff Jermano was forced to endure 228 days in cold, dirty, infectious, over-crowded jail
cell environment and given tasteless, sodium-enriched, starchy and basically unhealthy food to
eat for the duration of her confinement of two-hundred and twenty-eight (228} days.
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{a) Plaintiff Jermano was routinely harassed by jail guards who frequently attempted to deny her
access to the jail library facility, effectively hampering her efforts to defend herself, causing undue
anguish and mental suffering and prolonged illegal detention in the county jail.

() Plaintiff Jermano’s negligent assigned counsel contributed greatly to the mental suffering and
anguish of the Plaintiff Jermano by allowing/forcing her to remain incarcerated and compound her
torment by allowing her to remain held in MAXIMUM security for as long as possible, over 5.5
months, in attempt to force the Plaintiff to “take a plea” in'ordertd get out of jail.

(s) Plaintiff Jermano was routinely subjected to strip-searches; pat-downs by male guards; and
mocked by guards; transported in shackles and chains to court appearances; held in freezing-
cold, over-crowded, filthy-dirty jail holding cells for court appearances - often held in the cells for
up to 8 hours — and often finding her court-appearances being canceled, after being subjected to
the torment of walting in these conditions for a court hearing.

() Plaintiff Jermane was forced to endure undue suffering by being kept detained in MAXIMUM
SECURITY while the jall was experiencing over-crowding and was releasing repeat-offenders
and violent criminals while keeping the Plaintiff Jermano contained with the worst of the ones who
remained.

(u) Plaintiff Jermano was forced to be confined with violent felons, some of which were criminally
insane, some of which who were murderers and most all of which routinely terrorized the Plaintiff
Jermano on a 24/7 basis.

(v) The Plaintiff Jermano’s case matter was REMANDED BACK fo District Court, contrary to
court rules and procedures, after forensics results came back proving the Plaintiff Jermano was
NOT insane, keeping the Plaintiff Jermano legally tied to court jurisdiction on charges that were
illegitimate in a justice system that was performing its functions illegitimately, in the Plaintiff
Jermano's case matter, all in violation of the Eiglith Amendment of the Constitution of the United
States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment .against all the defendants jointly and severally, for
actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $50,000,000 and further demands
judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages* in the amount of
$100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attomey's fees, and such other relief as to be deemed to

be just and equitable.

"("Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermanc's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 481 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983);
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, (1™ Cir. 1983). Miga supre at 355
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COUNT 6:

VIOLATION OF 42 U.S.C. 1985:
DEPRIVING PERSON'S RIGHT OR PRIVILEDGE

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the aliegations in paragraphs
1-178 above specifically in reference to the WRIT of HABEAS CORPUS with the same force and effect as

if herein set forth.

2. The Plaintiff Jermano aileges that the activities of the defendant’s actions amount to violation of 42
1).8.C. Section 1985 and ccmparable Michigan law as denial of equal rights under the law and with
liability as actor and co-conspirators.

Section 1985 (3) of Title 42, U.S. Code, entitled “Conspiracy to interfere with civil rights® provides in
relevant part:

Section 1985 (3) Depriving persons of rights or privileges
(3) Depriving persons of rights or privileges

if two or more persons in any State or Territory conspire or go in disguise on the highway or on
the premises of another, for the purpose of depriving, either directly or indirectly, any person or
class of persons of the equal protection of the laws, or of equal privileges and immunities under
the laws or for the purpose of preventing or hindering the constituted authorities of any State or
Territory from giving or securing to all persons within such State or Territory the equal protection
of the laws; or if two or more persons conspire to prevent by force, intimidation, ar threat, any
citizen who is lawfully entitled to vote, from giving his support or advocacy in a legal manner,
toward or in favor of the election of any lawfully qualified personas an elector for President or Vice
President, or as a Member of Congress of the United States; or to injure any citizen in person or
property on account of such support or advocacy In any case of conspiracy set forth in this
section, if one or more persons engaged therein do, or cause to be done, any act in furtherance
of the object of such conspiracy, whereby another is injured in his person or property, or deprived
of having and axercising any right or privilege of a citizen of the United States, the party so
injured or deprived may have an action for the recovery of damages occasioned by such injury or
deprivation, against any one ar more of the conspirators. The activities alleged are state and
federal action, performed under color of law and/or individuals have conspired to injure, oppress,
threaten, or intimidate the Plaintiff Jermano’s free speech, and are an unlawful infringement of
Plaintiff Jermano’s rights to speak out without interference by defendants under color of law or by
defendants not acting under color of [aw.
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3. The activities of the defendants constitute a violation of 42 U.S.C. Section 1985 (3) by each of the
defendants, 4

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment against Defendant for injunctive relief and actual,
special, and compensatory damages in the amount deemed at time of trial fo be just, fair and appropriate.

COUNT 7:

VIOLATION OF 42 U.S.C. 1983 and 1986:
REFUSING or NEGLECTING TQ PREVENT

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realieges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein sst forth,

2. At all times relevant herein, relevant to this Complaint, Defendants Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis),
Officer Meyers, Officer Zarfl, Officer Pinkerton, Officer Martinelli, were acting under the direction and
control of Defendant, Oak Park City Manager James Hock and Defendant City of Oak Park; Defendants
Officer La Mitza, Officer Garcher, Officer Julian were acting under the direction and controi of
Commissioner David Cannon and Defendant the City of Troy; Defendant Detective Duncan, acting under
the direction and control of Royal Oak Police Commissioner, Christopher Jahnke, and Defendant City of
Royal Oak.

3. Acting under the color of law, and/or in conspiracy with Defendant Officer Taylor (A K.A. Ginopolis),
and pursuant to official policy or custom , Defendant, Oak Park City Manager James Hock, Troy Police
Commissioner David Cannon, Royal Oak Police Commissioner, Christopher Jahnke and Oakiand County
Sheriff Michael Bouchard knowingly, recklessly, or with gross negligence failed to instruct, supervise,
contrel, and discipline on a continuing basis Defendants Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis), Officer Meyers,
Officer Zarfl, Officer Pinkerton, Officer Martinelli, Officer Carnigan, Officer Bruce, Officer Tetler, Officer
Stanson, Officer Foreman, Officer Hermans, Officer SK, Officer Rourke, Officer Martinelli, Officer
Wickham, Officer La Mitza, Officer Garcher, Officer Julian, Detective Duncan and John Doe’s 1-2
{Qakland County Jail beputies), as yet unspecified jail deputy guards, in their duties to refrain from:

(a) unlawfully and maliciously harassing a citizen who was acting in accordance with her
constitutional and statutory rights, privileges, and immunities,

(b) unlawfully and maliciously arresting, imprisoning and prosecuting a citizen who was acting in
accordance with her constitutional and statutory rights, privileges, and immunities,
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(c) conspiring to violate the rights, privileges, and immunities guaranteed to Plaintiff Jermano by
the Constitution and laws of the United States and the laws of the Commonwealth of Michigan;

and

(d) otherwise depriving the Plaintiff Jermano of her constitutional and statutory rights, privileges
and immunities.

4. Defendants James Hock, David Cannon, Christopher Jahnke and Michael Bouchard had knowledge
or had they diligently exercised those duties to instruct, supervise, control, and discipline on a continuing
basis, should have had knowledge of that the wrongs conspired to be done, as heretofore alleged, were
about to be committed. Defendants James Hock, David Cannon, Christopher Jahnke and Michael
Bouchard had knowledge to prevent or aid in preventing the commission of said wrongs, could have done
so by reasonable diigence, and knowingly, recklessly or with gross negligence failed or refused to do so.

5. Defendants James Hock, David Cannon, Christopher Jahnke and Michae! Bouchard directly or
indirectly approved or ratified the uniawful, deliberate, malicious, wanton conduct of defendant police
officers heretofore described.

6. As adirect and proximate cause of the neglect and intentional acts of Defendants James Hock, David
Cannon, Christopher Jahnke and Michael Bouchard as set forth in paragraphs 3-5 above, Plaintiff
Jermano suffered physical injury, loss of income, and severe mental anguish in connection with the
deprivation of her constitutional and statutory rights guaranteed by the First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth -and
Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and protected by U.S.C. sec. 1983 and
1985.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment against all the defendants jointly and severally, for
actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $5,000,000 and further demands
judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages® in the amount \of
$100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney’s fees, and such other relief as to be deemed to
be just and equilable.

*{"Punitive damages are recoverable in se¢, 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
Involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 {{1983),
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, (1* Cir. 1983). Miga,supre at 355
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COUNT 8:

VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C. Section 4:
MISPRISON OF FELONY

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth,

2. The Plaintiff Jermano alleges that the activities of the defendants amount to a violation of 18 U.S.C.
Section 4 and comparable Michigan law as denial of equal rights under the law, and with liability as actor
and co-conspirators,

3. Section 4 of Title 18, U.S. Code, entitled *Misprision of felony®, provided in relevant part:

Section 4 Misprision of felony

Whoever, having knowledge of the actual commission of a felony cognizable by a court of the
United States, conceals and does not as soon as possible make known the same to some judge
or other person in civil or military authority under the United States, shall be fined under this title
or imprisoned not mare than three years, or both.

4. The Plaintiff Jermano, contacting the Oakland County Prosecutor’s office, while incarcerated, was
communicating through assigned counsel Martin Krohner several times between May and June 2009 to
report false statements and perjury, criminal civil rights viglations, and obstruction of justice.

5. Between June 2009 and September 2010 the Plaintiff Jermano contacted Governor Jennifer
Granholm, Senator Levin, the ACLU, Department of Civil Rights in Lansing, and the Department of
Justice in Washington, D.C. and over 600 |awyers and others across the couniry to report these criminal
civil rights violations, agent misconduct and obstruction of justice across the board. The Plaintiff Jermano
spoke to staff, left messages and exchanged written correspondence about these crimes.

6. The Plaintiff Jermano, contacting the Detroit FBI offices several times between November 2009 and
January 2010, via telephone and in personal meeting to report these criminal civil rights violations, other
violations that occurred in other states, agent misconduct , and obstruction of justice. The Plaintiff
Jermano spoke to unknown FBI Agents about these crimes. The Plaintiff Jermano requested local case

work investigation.

7. The activities alleged are state and federal action, performed under color of law and/or individuals
have conspired to injure, oppress, threaten, or intimidate the Plaintiff Jermano's right to free speech and
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self-defense in asserting her Writ of Habeas Corpus without interference by defendants under color of law
or by defendants not acting under color of law.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment against Defendant for injunctive relief and actual,
special, and compensatory damages in the amount deemed &t time of trial to be just, fair and appropriate.

COUNT &:

VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C. Section 241:
CONSPIRACY AGAINST RIGHTS

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth and incorporates by reference the
allegations in paragraphs 1-9 in count 13 with the same force and effect as if herein set forth and
incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-12 in count 19 with the same force and effect
as if herein set forth,

2. The Defendants Officers Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis), Meyers, Zarfel, Pinkerton, Defendants QOak Park PD,
OCJ, Magner, D'Angelo, Force, Felice, McCormick, Krauthofer, and Defendants Cooper, Pray, Bouchard,
Krohner, Elden and McCarthy (a) had an object to be accomplished; (b) had an agreement on the object
or course of action; (c) performed one or more unlawful overt acts; and (d) caused Plaintiff Jermano
damages that were a direct result of those acts.

3. In furtherance of their object, defendants did two or more overt acts against the Plaintiff Jermano.,
Those unlawful acts include but are not limited to the following:

Defendants Officers Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis), Meyers, Zarfl and Pinkerton, and Cooper, Pray,
Bouchard, Krohner, Elden and McCarthy knew or should have known that Magner and D'Angelo
had intentionally misrepresented the facts about the service and violation of the ex-parte Personal
Protection Crder (PPO).

(a) Defendant Magner advised and strategized with Shawn Force of Common Ground Sanctuary
Crisis Linea and Mc Cormick, Karim and France, about how to have Plaintiff Jermano charged by
means of an alleged telephone threats;

{a-1) Defendant Magner had aforementioned Defendants cooperate by writing false statements to
be presented to authorities to present a case;
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{a-1) Defendant Magner had Force accompany her to two police stations to aitempt to have
Plaintiff Jermano arrested on false allegations of life threat over confidential caller line at
Common Ground;

{a-2) Defendant Felice cooperated by writing and faxing a false phone report to be presented to
authorities to present a case;

{b) Defendant Magner advised and strategized with D'Angelo and Oak Park Police Department
Officers about how to have Plaintiff Jermano arrested by means of an alleging a violation of a
personal protection order that Plaintiff Jermano was never served;

(b-1) Defendant D’Angelo drove Magner to Family Court to apply for a PPO on January 21, 2009
and they were granted the PPO @ 3:13PM the SAME DAY {within hours of applying};

(b2) Defendant Magner presented a case of stalking to Family Court to apply for a PPO that looks
as though it was modeled after the landmark case, PEOPLE V WHITE, 212 Mich. App. 298 563 N.W.
2d 878.

(b-3) Defendant Magner intentionally misrepresented that she had rsceived harassing phone
calls and was being "stalked” by Plaintiff Jermano, as evidenced by her not providing any
evidence of the “50 or more calls per day” from the Plaintiff Jermano to her home/work
between March /April 2008 nor any witnesses to the alleged “stalking” incidents;

(b-4) Defendants Magner and D’Angelo alleged to Defendant Oak Park Police Department that
Piaintiff Jermano had been served notice of the PPO at 8:15PM January 21, 2008 but the follow-
up police investigation proved that Plaintiff Jermano had not been served:

(b-5) Defendant Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) was one of the investigating officers confirming
the PPO was not served on Plaintiff Jermano the night of January 21, 2009 yet Officer Taylor
(a.k.a. Ginopolis) later assisted D'Angelo in preparing a fraudulent witness statement/affidavit
confirming the PPO service was made — over 4 maonths LATER — and only after Plaintiff Jermano
demanded evidence of the affidavit of service as required by law;

(b-6) Defendants Magner's pre-trial testimony reaffirmed that Taylor assisted D'Angelo in having
the PPO proof of service notarized at the Qak Park Police Station and entered on the record as
being successfully served when she personally knew it had not been served;
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{c) Defendant Krauthofer of 1-800-FLOWERS advised and strategized with Defendant Officer
Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) about how to have Plaintiff Jermano arrested by means of a personal
protection order that Plaintiff Jermano was never violated,

{c-1) Defendant Krauthofer of 1-800-FLOWERS advised and strategized with Defendant Officer
Taylor {a.k.a. Ginopolis) In falsely alleging Plaintiff Jermano Jermano's flower delivery order had
been made February 14, 2009 when flower shop receipts show the delivery was not made until
February 15"

(c-2) Defendant Krauthofer of 1-800-FLOWERS prepared a written witness statement affirming
the false report of the flower delivery in furtherance of the object to have Plaintiff Jermano
arrested by means of a personal protection order that Plaintiff Jermano Krauthofer knew had not
been violated because no delivery was made as alleged,;

(d) Defendants D'Angelo and Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) advised and strategized with Oak
Park Police Officers/Defendants Zarfel and Pinkerton about how to have Plaintiff Jermano
arrested by means of a personal protection order that Plaintiff Jermano was never served, nor
violated;

the flower delivery and teddy bear cast to the curb outside Defendant Magner's house, which had
violated the PPO, on February 14, 2008 yet flower shop receipts prove they lied as no delivery
was made until February 15%;

(d-2) Defendant Officers Zarfel and Pinkerton took a Valentine's Day card with telephone number
of Plaintiff Jermano as evidence, yet failed to call the “#1 Criminal Suspect” -- as required to
do so by law to (a) "serve and protect" the accused; and (b) to confirm that the PPO was served
on the alleged violator before making an amest; yet D’Angelo did call -- and threatened the
Plaiptiff Jermane - bragging that Plaintiff Jermano would be “arrested by the police for
violating a PPO that he had served!™

(d-3} Defendants Oakland County Jail and Qak Park Palice Department confiscated the cell
phone of the Plaintiff Jermano that had preserved incriminating evidence of D'Angelo's
threatening phone call/voice message and someone deleted it while Plaintiff Jermano was
incarcerated;

(e) Defendant Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) advised and_ strategized with Defendant Officer
Meyers about how to have Piaintiff Jermano arrested and charged with felony aggravated stalking
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by means of the violation of a personal protection order that Plaintiff Jermano was never served,
nor violated;

(e~1) Defendant Officer Meyers prepared an unsubstantiated report, dated 10/01/08 [Ref. # 08-
5612.1] report is full of conflicting and unsubstantiated ¢laims as to the name and dates of the
allegedly conflicting parties (Magner and Plaintiff Jermano), citing address and telephone number
contact information on the “#1 Suspect”, yet, AGAIN, suspiciously, no contact is made by the
officer. }

{e-2) Defendant Cfficer Meyers began creating a Case Report dated 1/25/09 [Ref. # 09-0390] fult
of conflicting and unsubstantiated statements aboul Plaintiff Jermano, which was fater
supplemented by Defendant Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) and used as the summarizing
catalyzing report used t0 commence a case of malicious prosecution against the Plaintiff
Jermano.

(f) Defendant Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) advised and strategized with Defendant Cooper
about how to have Plaintiff Jermano prosecuted on charge of aggravated stalking and for
violating a personal proteclion order that Plaintiff Jermano was never served, nor violated:;

(F-1) Defendant Cooper authorized a criminal complaint requesting the arrest of Plaintiff Jermano
on charges of felony stalking as a result of a fabricated PPO violation;

{f-2) Defendant Cooper delegated Plaintiff Jermano Jermano's case to Assistant Prosecutor,
Karolyn Miller in District Court and Joanne Pray, in Circuit Court, fo pursue a case of malicious
prosecution against Plaintiff Jermano.

{f-3) Defendant Pray advised and strategized with Krohner, Elden and McCarthy about how to
have Plaintiff Jermano prosecuted on charge of aggravated stalking and for violation of a
personal protection order that Plaintiff Jermano was never served, nor violated;

(4} Defendant Pray upheld unconstitutional bond of $500,000 on Plaintiff Jermano stating she
was a “threat to society®...for ..."going to the extreme of sending 9-dozen roses and a teddy bear
to (Magner) on Valentine's Day", thus exhibiting homophobic prejudice toward Plaintiff Jemmanao.

(g) Defendants Krohner, Elden and McCarthy cooperalively mocked Plaintiff Jermano, stating
she was “a criminal®...for ..."going to the extreme of sending 9-dozen roses and a teddy bear to
{Magner) on Valentine’s Day", thus exhibiting homophobic prejudice toward Plaintiff Jermano;
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{g-1} Defendants Krohner, Elden and McCarthy cooperatively did nothing to secure the Plaintiff
Jermano's release from Maximum Security holding;

{g-2) Defendant McCarthy went to the extreme of forcing Plaintiff Jermano to be held 4months in
limbo, waiting for a needless forensics exam and preparing a motion in advance of the testing or
results of forensics, in stating Plaintiff Jermano wanted to “take a plea of temporary insanity to the
stalking charge” exhibiting his homophobic prejudice toward Plaintiff Jermano;

{h) Defendants John Doe 1-2 (jail deputies) cooperatively denied Plaintiff Jermano’s requests
for medical attention for eye infections, refief from abusive cell mates, repair of broken water,
requests to visit law library, and requests for court documents showing arraignments and booking
information from Maximum Security holding;

(h-1} Defendants John Doe 1-2 (jail deputies) cooperatively denied Plaintiff Jermano’s requests
for medical attention for eye infections, relief from abusive céll mates, repair of broken water,
requests to visit law library, and requests for court documents showing arraignments and booking
information from Maximum Security holding;

4. The conspiracy against Plaintiff Jermano’s rights are in violation of 18 U.S.C. section 241 and 242;

5. As a result of the concerted unlawful and malicious conspiracy of defendants, FPlaintiff Jermano was
deprived of both her liberty without due process of law and her right to equal protection under the laws,
and the due course of justice was impeded, in violation of the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of the
Constitution of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983 and 1985.

WHEREFOQRE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the conspiracy against all the defendants jointly
and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $5000,000 and
further demands judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages* in
the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney’s fees, and such other relief as to

be deemed to be just and equitable.

*("Punitive damages are recoverable in sec, 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckiess or calious indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights™) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ({1983);
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, (1* Cir. 1883). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 10:

VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C. Section 242:
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DEPRIVATION OF RIGHTS UNDER COLOR OF OFFICE

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. The Defendants and unknown others have subjected Plaintiff Jermano to Oppression Under Color of
Office in violation of MCR -- Oppression under color of Office. Such concerted conduct by Defendants in
connection with the armrest, was intended to and did wrongly disrupt, chill, punish, *neutralize” and
otherwise Infringe upon the lawful, protected activities of Plaintiff Jermano in violation of the First
Amendment. The Defendants, and as yet, unknown others subjected the Plaintiff Jermano to telephone
harassment on a daily basis from about October 31 to December 30, 2009, and stalking from October 31,
2008 to February 20, 2009. The Defendants are fiable because their miscanduct and activities amounted
to an unconstitutional, tacit policy of harassment and suppression of Free Speech after notice to stop the
harassment. The continuous incidents and violations 6f the Plaintiff Jermano’s rights are described in
motions to the court, and motion drafts to the 45B District Court.

3. The Defendants and unknown others have subjected Plaintiff Jermano to Oppression Under Color of
Office in violation of MCR -- Oppression under color of Office. Such concerted conduct by Defendants in
connection with the arrest, was intended to and did wrongly disrupt, chill, punish, “neutralize” and
otherwise infringe upon the lawful, protected activities of Plaintiff Jermano in violation of the Fourth, Fifth
and Fourteenth Amendments. The Defendants, and as yet, unknown others subjected Plaintiff Jermano
to harassment and abuse on a daily basis from February 20, 2009 to October 5, 2009. The
Defendants are liable because their misconduct and aclivities amounted to an unconstitutional, tacit
palicy of harassment and deviation from due process of law-after the false arrest and notice given to stop
the harassment. The Defendants subjected Plaintiff Jermano to Oppression Under Color of Office in
violation of MCR -- Oppression under color of Office in attempt to cover-up the false arrest and prolonged
illegal incarceration of Plaintiff Jermano. The continuous incidents and violations of the Plaintiff Jermano's
rights are described in motions to the court, and motion drafts to the 45B District Court,

4. MCR — Oppression under color of office.

1. An officer, or a person pretending to be an officer, who unlawfully and maliciously, under
pretense of official authority:
{a) Arrests another or detains her against his will;
(b) Seizes orlevies upon another's property:
(c) Dispossesses another of any lands or tenements; or
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{d) Does any act whereby another person is injured in his person, property or rights, commits
oppression.
2. An officer or person committing oppression shall be punished:
(a) Where physical force or the immediate threat of physical force is used, for a category D
felony as provided by MCR — Oppression Under Color of Office.
(b) Where no physical force or immediate threat of physical force is used, for a

misdemeanor.

5. As a result of their concerted unlawful and malicicus conspiracy of Defendants Officer Taylor (A.K.A.
Ginopalis), Officer Meyers, Officer Zarfl, Officer Pinkerton, Officer Carignan, Officer Bruce, Officer Tetler,
Officer Stanson, “Officer CJM”, Officer Hermans, “Officer SK", Officer Rourke, Officer Martinelli, Officer
Wickham, Officer La Milza, Officer Garcher, Officer Julian, Officer Duncan, Defendant Cooper, Defendant
Pray, Defendant Bouchard, Defendant Krohner, Defendant Elden, Defendant McCarthy, under pretense
of color of official authority arrests another or detained Plaintiff Jermano against her will and acted
whereby the Plaintiff Jermano was injured in her person and rights (felony). Plaintiff Jermano was
subjected to and suffered the infliction of terror, adverse public harassment, humiliation, social isolation,
emotional, traumatic injury and other inflictions against Plaintiff Jermano and her right to equal prolection
under the laws and the due course of justice was impeded, in violation of the First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth,
Ninth, and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec 1983,
1985 and 1986 and the State of Michigan Constitution.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the Conspiracy and gang stalking against aii the
Defendants jointly and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of
$5,000,000 and further demands judgment against each of said Defendants, jointly and severally, for
punitive damages* in the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney’s fees, and’
such other relief as to be deemed to be just and equitable. '

*("Punitive damages are recoverable In sec, 1983 suit where defendant’s conduct is motivated by an evil maotive or intent, or where it
involves reckiess or callous indifference to Plaintiif Jermane's federally protected rights”} Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983);
Clark v Talor, 710F, 2d 4, (1* Cir. 1983). Miga supre at 355

COUNT 11:

VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C. Section 1512 (d){2):
TAMPERING WITH A VICTIM
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1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs
1- 178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Plaintiff Jermano alleges that the activities of the defendants amount to a viclation of 18 U.S.C.
Section 1512 (d), (2) and comparable Michigan law as a violation of the Eighth Amendment cruel and
unusual punishment, and with liability as actor and co-conspirator.

3. Section 1512 (d}(2) of Title 18, U.S. Code , Tampering with a victim, can be read In this link:

Section 1512 {d)(2} Tampering with & victim

4. As a resull of their concerted unlawful and malicious conspiracy of Defendants and tampering with the
Plaintiff Jermano, freedom of speech and association was viclated; subjected to false arrest, detention
and confinement, gang staiking and harassment, assault and battery, cruel and unysual punishment and
her right to equal protection of the laws, and the due course of justice was impeded, in violation of the
First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth, Ninth, and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States
and 42 U.8.C. sec. 1983, 1985 and 1986,

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the Conspiracy against all the Defendants jointly
and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $5,000,000 and
further demands judgment against each of said Defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages*
in the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney's fees, and such other relief as
to be deemed to be just and equitable.

“("Punitive damages are racoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ({1983);
Ctark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, (1* Cir. 1983). Miga, supre at 355

COUNT 12:

'VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C. Section 1513 AND 42 U.S.C. SECTION 1983
RETALIATION AGAINST WITH VICTIM

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Plaintiff Jermano alleges that the activities of the defendants amount to a violation of 18 U.S.C.
Section 1513 and 42 U.S.C. Section 1983 as a violation of the Eighth Amendment crue! and unusual
punishment, and with liability as actor and co-conspirator.
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Section 1513 of Title 18, U.S. Code, Retaliation against a victim, can be read in this link;

e L L e A e L A o T N e e L R L R L Y L A L e N S N

3. As a result of their concerted unlawful and malicious conspiracy of Defendants and retaliation against
the Plaintiff Jermano, the Plaintiff Jermano's freedom of speech and association was violated; subjected
to false arrest, detention and confinement, gang stalking and harassment, assault and battery, cruel and
unusual punishment and her right to equal protection of the laws, and the due course of justice was
impeded, in violation of the First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth, Ninth, and Fourteenth Amendments of the
Constitution of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983, 1985 and 1986.

WHEREFCRE, Plaintiff Jermane demands judgment for the Conspi'racy against all the Defendants jointly
and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $5,000,000 and
further demands Judgment against each of said Defendants, joinlly and severally, for punitive damages*
in the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney's fees, and such other relief as
to be deemed to be just and equitable.

*("Punttive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermanc's federally protected rights™) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983);
Clark v Talor, 791G F. 2d 4, (1% Cir. 1983). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 13:
MALICIQUS ABUSE OF PROCESS

1. Plainiiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Defendants maliciously used a ‘legal process 'to accomplish some ulterior purpose for which it was not
designed or intended °, or which was not the legitimate purpose of the particular process employed.”

8 carali v Gillespie. 14 Mass. App. Ct. 12, 26 (1982), queting Jones v Brogkton Pub. Mits., Inc., 369 Mass. 387, 389
(1975), quoting from Quaranto v. Silverman, 345 Mass. [423,] 426 (1963).

3. Defendants Felice, Force, Magner and D'Angleo knew that the complaint initiated based on the
Common Ground Crisis Center call was groundless and made misrepresentation to the Oak Park Police

officers to instigate malicious criminal proceedings against Plaintiff Jermano.”

53
CIVIL RIGHTS: 42 U.S.C. 1983; ABUSE OF PROCESS; HATE CRIME and OTHER CLAIMS*

St



A person may be liable for false imprisonment not only when the person’s own acts directty

impose a restraint upon the liberty of another but also when that person, by providing false information,
causes such restraint to be imposed. Karjavainen v, Buswell, 289 Mass. 419, 427 (1935) (questioned on other
grounds by Mezullo v. Maletz , 331 Mass. 233, 239-240 [1854]), Restatement (Second) to Torts s 37 (1965) (If
an act done with the intent fo confine another, and such act is the legal cause of confinement to another, it is
immaterial whether the act directly or indirectly causes the confinement”).

SSarvis v.Boston Safe Deposit and Trust Co., 47 Mass, App. Ct. 86, 97-98 (1999)

4. Defendant Magner knew that the application for an ex-parte PPO was groundless and made written
and verbal misrepresentation to the court to have it granted.

8. Defendant D'Angelo knew that the PPO Proof of service he had notarized was groundless/ had not
been served and made misrepresentation to have it entered into the L.E.|.N. System.

6. Defendants Officer Tayor (a.k.a. Ginopolis), Officer Zarfl and Officer Pinkerton and Defendants
Magner and D' Angelo knew that the Valentines’ Day flower order was NOT delivered on February 14,
2009, but maliciously acted and reported as if it had been.

7. Defendants Officer Tayor (a.k.a. Ginopolis), Officer Zarfl and Officer Pinkerton and Defendants
Magner and D' Angelo knew that the PPO was NOT served, and that the Proof of Service had been
fraudulently notarized, therefore, could not had been violated.

8. Defendant McCarthy maliciously motioned the court to order a needless Forensic Examination on the
Plaintiff in order to keep the Plaintiff incarcerated for 4 additional months.

9. Defendants Cooper and Pray maliciously prosecuted Plaintiff on baseless charges of stalking and
PPQ violation.

8. As aresult of the concerted unlawful and malicious conspiracy of Defendants and malicious abuse of
process, the Plaintiff Jermano was subject to and suffered infringement on her freedom of speech, false
arrest, detention and confinement, cruel and unusu'él punishment, oppression under color of office, the
infliction of terror, adverse public harassment, humiliation, Plaintiff Jermano’s ability to work had been
substantially impaired, social isolation, emotional, traumatic injury and other inflictions against Plaintiff
Jermano and her right to equal protection of the laws, and the due course of justice was impeded, in
violation of the First, Fourth, Eighth, Ninth, and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United
States and 42 U.S.C. sec 1983, 1985, and 1986 and the State of Michigan Constitution.®

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the Conspiracy and gang stalking against all the
Defendants jointly and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of
$50,000,000 and further demands judgment against each of said Defendants, further demands judgment
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against each of said Defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages” in the amount of $100,000,
plus the costs of this action, including attorney’s fees, and such ather relief as to be deemed to be just

and equitable.

*(“Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant’s conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
invelves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermane's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 60-51 ({1983);
Clar v Talor, 710 F, 2d 4, (1* Cir. 1983), Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 14:

VIOLATION OF MICHIGAN STALKING LAW MCL 750.411(h).(i)

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incofborates by reference the allegationé in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2, Plaintiff Jermano and unknown others have subjected the Plaintiff Jermano to harassment-gang
stalking in violation of Michigan State law MCL 750.411¢(h), (i). Such concerted conduct by defendants in
connection with arrest, was intended to and did wrongfully disrupt, chill, punish, "neutralize” and otherwise
infringe upon the lawful, protected activities of the Plaintiff Jermano in violation of the First Amendment.
The Defendants Magner and D'Angelg, and as yet, unknown others, subjected Plaintiff Jermano to
Telephone Harassment from abaut October 31, 2098 to February 20, 2009, and Stalking from October
31, 2008 to February 20, 2009. The Defendants are liable because their misconduct and activities
amounted to an unconstitutional, tacit policy of harassment and suppression of Free Speech after notice
to stop the harassment.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment against all the defendants jointly and severally, for
actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $5,000,000 and further demands
judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages” in the amount of
$100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney's fees, and such other relief as to be deemed to
be just and equitable.

“("Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights™) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983);
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, {1® Cir. 1983). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 15:

VIOLATION OF MICHIGAN ASSAULT LAW:; MCL 750.81
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1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs
1-178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Plaintiff Jermano is a reasonable person; former Communications Solutions Specialist for AT&T U-
Verse registered as an Independent Sales Representative: "M.A. Jermano - Agent # 16161".

3. Defendant Growe became an AT&T U-Verse customer in August 2008 and befriended Plaintiff
Jermano: Independent Sales Representative, "M.A. Jermano - Agent # 16161”.

4. On December 24, 2008 Plaintiff Jermano was forced to move from her apartment because the dogs
were not allowed. Plaintiff Jermano: Independent Sales Representative, “M.A. Jermano - Agent # 16161"
made arrangements with Defendant Growe for a temporary, emergency-housing to accommodate her
pets.

5. On January 10, 2009, Defendant Growe intentionally created an apprehension of immediate physical
harm by making an unprovoked attack on Plaintiff Jermano, who announced she was going to move-out
immediately upon discovering that Julie Growe had shaved the hair off her two Shi Tzu puppies faces,

defacing them.

8. In response to Plaintiff Jermano's intention to move out, Defendant Growe jumped Plaintiff Jermano
from the back and began hitting her while pulling her hair, creating in the Plaintiff Jermano an
apprehension of immediate physical harm®.

Nolan & Sartorio, 37 M.P.S., Torts, sec. 12, p. 6 (2d ed. 1389 1983) Supp.); Restatement (Second) Tarls, sec. 21.

7. Any reasonable person would also become apprehensive in the face of defendant's threatening
conduct, '

8. Defendant is liable under the doctrine of respondeat superior and MLC section 600.5805 (3) which

states;
{3) The pariod of limitations is 5 years for an action charging assault or battery brought by a person who has
been assaulted by ...a person with whom he or she resides or formerly resided.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment against Defendant for injunctive relief and actual,
special, and compensatory damages in the amount deemed at time of trial to be just, fair and appropriate.

COUNT 16:
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VIOLATION OF MICHIGAN BATTERY LAW: MCL 750.81d

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Without the consent of Plaintiff Jermano, Defendant Growe intentionally, harmfully and offensively
touched the Plaintiff Jermano by jumping on her back from behind and hitting her.

3. Without the consent of Plaintiff Jermano, Defendant Growe intentionally, harnfully and offensively
grabbed the Plaintiff Jermano by the hair after jumping her.

4, Defendant is liable under the doctrine of respondeat superior and MLC section 600.5805 (3) which

states:

(3) "The period of limitations is 5 years for an action charging assault or battery brought by a person whao
has been assaulted by ...a person with whom he or she rasides or formerly resided.”

WHEREFORE, Pisintiff Jermano demands judgment against Defendant for injunctive relief and actual,
special, and compensatory damages in the amount deemed at time of trial to be just, fair and appropriate.

COUNT 17:
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and .incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs
1-178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Defendants intentionally and deliberately inflicted emotional distress on the Plaintiff Jermano by
maliciously prosecuting Plaintiff Jermano, or by abusing the iawful process or by unlawful purpose, or by
violating Plaintiff Jermanao’s constitutional rights, or by falsely arresting and unlawful confinement of the
Plaintiff Jermano, or by conspiring against Plaintiff Jermano, or by interfering with the Plaintiff Jermano's
state and federal civil ights or by threats, coercion, intimidation.

3. Defendants knew or should have known that emotional distress was the fikely result of their conduct.

57 .
CIVIL RIGHTS: 42 U.S.C. 1983; ABUSE OF PROCESS; HATE CRIME and OTHER CLAIMS*

.



4. Defendant's conduct was extreme and outrageous, beyond ail possible bounds of decency and utterly
intolerable in a ¢ivilized community.

5. The Defendants intentionally and deliberately inflicted emotional distress on Plaintiff Jermano by
maliciously prosecuting Plaintiff Jermano, by using the.lawful process by unlawful purpose, or by violating
Plaintiff Jermanc's constitutional rights, by conspiring against Plaintiff. Jermano

6. The Plaintiff Jermano is a reasonable woman.

7. The emotional distress sustained by the Plaintiff Jermano was severe and of a nature that no
reasonable woman (or man) could be expected to endure'.

“’e,gis v. Howard Johnson Co., 371 Mass. 140, 145 (1976).
8. As a result of the Defendant’s extreme and outrageous conduct'’, Plaintiff Jermano was, is, and, with

a high degree of likelihood, will continue to bhe emotionally'distressed due to the intentional exclusion,

Y'Extreme and outrages conduct is not required if the emoational distress resulted from the comumission of another tort.”

American Velodur Metal, Inc. v. Schinabek 20 Mass App. Ct. 480, 470-471 (1985).

8. Defendants are liable under the doctrine of respondeat superior.

10. As a resull of the Defendant’s extreme and outrageous conduct, Plaintiff Jermano has suffered and
will confinue to surer mental pain and anguish, severe emotional trauma, embarrassment, and
humiliation.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgmerit against Defendant for injunctive relief and actual,
special, and compensatory damages in the amount deemed at time of trial to be just, fair and appropriate.

COUNT 18:

NEGLIGENT INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs
1-178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Defendants Hock, Cannon, Jhanke and Bouchard owed a duty to supervise or train the officers and to
take steps to prevent events such as occurred here, to wit, the false arrest and confinement and the
swearing of the charges without probable cause.
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3. Defendant Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Ginopolis), Officer Meyers, Officer Zarfl, Officer Pinkerton, Officer
Martinelli, Officer Carnigan, Officer Bruce, Officer Tetler, Officer Stanson, Officer CJM, Officer Foreman,
Officer Hermans, Officer SK, Officer Rourke, Officer Martinelli, Officer Wickham, Officer La Mitza, Officer
Garcher, Officer Julian, Detective Duncan and Jehn Doe's 1-12, as yet unspecified jail deputy guards
owed a duty ta act according to the standard of ordinary care of an officer of the law, to wit, to conduct a
proper investigation, the failure of which was the proximate ¢ause of Plaintiff Jermano’s Injuries.

4. Defendants had a continuing affirmative duty to perform their professional service s in such a manner
as not to inflict emotional distress on the Plaintiff Jermano. ‘ '

5. Defendants breached that duty by failing to act as ordinary officers of the faw would act, to wit, by
failing to perform his duties and by failing adequately to control and to supervise his/her officers.

8. As a result of those breaches, which were the proximate causes of Plaintiff Jermano's injuries, the
Plaintiff Jermano suffered harm and damages.

7. Defendants are also liable under the doctrine of respondeat superior.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment against Defendant for injunctive relief and actual,
special, and compensatory damages in the amount deemed at time of trial to be just, fair and appropriate.

COUNT 19:

LEGAL MALPRACTICE:
NEGLIGENT ERRORS AND NEGLIGENCE IN PROFESSIONAL RELATIONSHIP

1. Plaintiff Jenmano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Defendants Krohner, Elden and McCarthy's actions have violated Plaintiff Jermano's Fourth and
Fourteenth Amendment by depriving her right to adequate defense counsel as guaranteed o an indigent
person by the United States Constitution. The concerted acts and omissions of the defendants and
others involved, in jointly depriving the Plaintiff Jermano due process of law and ieaving her to languish
for (228) two-hundred and twenty-elght days in jail, constituted negligent errors and negligence in
professional relationships, in violation of the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments entitling the Plaintiff
Jermano to judgment against the responsible defendants for damages, and punitive damages.
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3. At all times relevant herein, the conduct of all defendants were subject to 42 U.S.C. secs.1983,1985,
1986 and 1988,

4. The negligent errors and negligence in professional relationships, defendants caused a denial of
Plaintiff Jermano’s rights, privileges or immunities secured by the United States Constitution, or by

Federal law, 2 wit,

1"‘SF.A:Ait:m 1: All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United
States wherein they reside. No state shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privileges or immunities of citizens of the
United States: nor shall any State deprive any person of their liberty, or property, without due process of taw; nor deny to any person

5. Defendants Krohner, Elden and McCarthy, were assigned counsel attorneys who owed a duty to the
Plaintiff Jermano to act with honesty, good faith, faimess, integrity, and fidelity, and to utilize their legal
skills and knowledge to defend their client.

6. Professional attorneys, hired or assigned to an indigent, are bound to Rules of Ethics and Rules of
Professional Conduct, and the Constitution of the State of Michigan, to wit,

(a) Rule 1.1 Competence

{b} Rule 1.3 Diligence

(¢) Rule 1.4 (a) Communication

(d) Rule 41. Truthfulness in Statements to others

(¢) Rule 8.5 (a) Professional Conduct

(H Rule 8.3 (a) Reporting Professional Misconduct

(@) Rule 8.4 (a), (b), (¢}, (d), (&) & (D

7. Professional attorneys, hired or assigned to an indigent, are bound te uphold the Constitution of the
State of Michigan of 1863, to wit,

(a) Section 20 RIGHTS OF ACCUSED IN CRIMINAL PROSECUTICNS
» Sec.20. In every criminal prosecution, the accused shall have right to a speedy and...to
have  the assistance of counsel for his or her defense...
History: Consl. 1963, Art.1 sec. 20, Eff. Jan 1, 1964; -AM.H.J.R. M, approved Nov.8,
1994, Eff. Dec. 24, 1994. Former Constitution: see Const. 1808, Art. Il sect. 19. Sec 21.

8. As a result of their negligence and contrary to official standard of conduct, Defendants Krohner, Elden
and McCarthy knowingly and recklessly allowed abuse of process and malicious prosecution of the
Plaintiff Jermano to prevail.
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9. Defendant Krohner's negligent errors and negligence in professional relationship perpetuated undue
hardship orn the Plaintiff Jerrnano, to wit,

(a) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner first met Plaintiff Jermano on 10
March 2009,

(b) Pursuant to Rule 8.5, when Plaintiff Jermano asked Defendant Krohner why she was being
held with the most violent felons in the jail, in MAXIMUM security, the defendant's reply was,

“Take a plea or you'll stay in jaill”

{¢) Pursuant to Rule 8.5, when Plaintiff Jermano asked Defendant Krohner to motion for
reduction of the excessive $500,000 bail, the defendant’s response was,

“You're a ¢criminal!”
{d) Pursuant to Rule 8.5 Defendant Krehner mockingly laughed at Plaintiff Jermano, stating
“] have no prejudiée”

when the Plaintiff Jermano pointed out the defiling descriptions the police reports started citing of
Plaintiff Jermano, being “clean shaven” and “Jewish®.

{e) Pursuant to Rule 6.5 Defendant Krohner mockingly made Plaintifi Jermano bult of bad jokes,
during the course of her prolonged pre-trial incarceration, stating he'd seen the Plaintiff Jermano's
other (non-functioning) PPO assigned counsel, and stated he felt like he was "being stalked in the
courtroom.”

(f) Pursuant to Rule 6.5, Defendant Krohner mockingly laughed at Plaintiff Jermano over the Oak
Park Valentine’s Day police report, several times over the course of her pre-trial incarceration in
MAX alleging how terrifying roses and a teddy bear would be, and how they would make anyone
fear for their life.

(g) Pursuant to Rules 1.4, 6.5 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner refused to subpoena the phone
records of the Plaintiff Jermano's false accuser, Defendant Magner that would have exonerated
the Plaintiff Jermano.

{n) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.4, 6.5 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner threatened to quit and insisted,
“Go represent yourselft”
to the Plaintiff Jermano when asked if he would subpoena Defendant Magner’s phone reconds for

a trial that was set for April 2008.
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() Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 6.5 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner refused to secure the most
basic documents of discovery for the Plaintiff Jermano’s new impending trial date, set for May
2009,

(i) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3, 1.4 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner began to advise Plaintiff Jermano
of motions he was about to file, only to later delay doing so (for weeks) and then abruptiy aborted
them then repiacing them with redundant motions; Defendant Krohner refused to make relevant
motions challenging procedural violations, lack of sufficient evidence for the charges or proper
jurisdiction that would have’ otherwise brought relief to the prolonged detention of the Plaintiff
Jermano,

(k) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3, 1.4 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner refused to challenge the Plaintiff
Jermane's prolonged detention, denial of due process, and cruel and unusual punishment the
Plaintiff Jermano was being subjected to while being held in MAX, even after Plaintiff Jermang

complajned about being denied rupning water in_her cell for over 34 days, losing teeth, and
developing eye infections due to lack of emergency response to her requests for contact solution.

(i) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3, 1.4 and 8.3(b) and 8.4, on 20 May 2009, Defendant Krohner
presented a motion to Circuit court of Judge Daniel P. O'Brien for bond reduction, while excluding
the Plaintiff Jermano from the court proceedings. During the proceedings, Plaintiff Jermano was
held in a cold, crowded holding cell for about 7 hours waiting to go to court only to be informed by
the guard that her case had been adjourned, as the guard mocked the Plaintiff Jermano about
roses and teddy bears. '

(m) The Plaintiff Jermano had prepared her own motions to the court, requesting phone records
and to go Pro Se which were never heard. Two days later, Defendant Krohner would inform the
Plaintiff Jermano that the motion had been denied, to which the Plaintiff Jermanao replied,

“What's next - holding a trial WITHOUT me too?!”
To which Defendant Krohner responded,
“] didn't know where you were!”

[Plaintiff Jermano has witness statements verifying these felonious activities by the officers of the
courtj.

{n) The actions of Defendant Krohner and other officers of the court on 20 May 2009 are in
violation of MCLA 600.4373 — Concealment of a Prisoner, and constitute obstruction of justice
in deliberate denial of due process.
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(0) Under the representation of Defendant Krohner, the-Plaintiff Jermano was held in MAXIMUM
security for over 4 months while the Qakland County Jail was struggling with over-crowding and
was routinely releasing prisoners early.

{p) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.4, 4.1, 6.5 and 8.3, Defendant Krohner refused to present Plaintiff
Jermano’s repeated requests of motioning for an evidentiary hearing to show contradictions in the
dozen falsified police reports; to challenge the faxed hearsay (non-credible) phone report from
Common Ground that alleged faise statements about the Plaintiff Jermano's character; to
challenge the illegality of the Plaintiff Jermano's detention, and for to protest the destruction of
personal property/evidence of the Plaintiff Jermanao - that was destroyed by the police.

(@ Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner failed to challenge authenticity of
prosecutorial witnesses who were present in the courtroom at time of pre-trial, specifically,
Deferdant D'Angelo, who had never before seen the Plaintiff Jermano and had lied about service
of the PPO on her.

() Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner deliberately did not chaillenge perjured
testimony of Defendant Magner, |ater sfating he did not have a police report, which he could-had
easily retrieved in a 10-foot walk to the police desk in the adjoining room during 2 break from the
pre-trial held on 19 March 2009, as cited in a lstter to the prosecutor, which he did not sign.

(s) Pursuant to Rules 1.4, 6.5 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner, by deliberate neg[igénce, allowed
police to destroy valuable evidence of phone call logs of Defendant Magner and voice recordings
of threats from Defendant D'Angelo, on Plaintiff Jermano’s Blackberry phone, while she was
being held in custody.

() Pursuant to Rules 1.4, 8.5 and 8.4, Defendant Krohner, by deliberate negligence, allowed
police to desiroy valuable evidence of sales record evidence in Plaintiff Jermano's car which
would have proved her whereabouts at all times of faisified “stalking” reports made up by
Defendant Magner.

10. Defendant Elden’s negligent errors and negligence in professional relationship perpetuated undue
hardship on the Plaintiff Jermano, to wit,

(8) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3 and 8.4, Defendant Eiden first met Plaintiff Jermano on March 6,

2009, while standing in for a PPO arraignment that was held fourteen (14} days AFTER the
Plaintiff Jermano's arrest, and was a witness to the Plaintiff Jermano being discriminated against
because of her alleged sexual orientation. At the amraignment, Defendant Elden informed the
Plaintiff Jermano that he would be representing her case.
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(b) When arraigning Judge Fred Mester ordered an unconstitutional $100,000 “cash-only" bail on
the Plaintiff Jermano, who was already being held on $500,000 bail for the stalking charge (which
was contingent on the PPG violation charge) Defendant Elden quietly said,

“ thought you’d say $100 dolfars, your honor®,

thus implicating Defendant Eiden with prior awareness of the case matter, affirning the planned
delay of arraignment and deliberate denial of due process 1o the Plaintiff Jermano.

{(c) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3 and 8.4, Defendant Elden did not meet Plaintiff Jermano again,
until 4.5 months later on June 5, 2009, afler receiving a grievance lelter from Plaintiff Jermano
who was demanding an explanation for lack of his representation on her PPQ case.

(dy Defendant Elden 's response to the Plaintiff Jermano's letter of demand, by appearance
affirms Defendant Elden was assigned to the Plaintiff Jermano’s case but deliberately neglected
his duty of legal service for over 4.5 months; denying the Plaintiff Jermano her guaranteed right
to representation by counsel.”

counsel is fundamental right to a fair trial.”
(e) Pursuant to Rule 6.5 Defendant Elden mackingly laughed at Plaintiff Jermano, stating,
“I have no prejudice”

when the Plaintiff Jermano pointed out the defiling descriptions the police reports started citing of
Plaintiff Jermano, being, “clean shaven” and “Jewish®,

() Under the negiigent representation of Defendant Eiden, the Plaintiff Jermano was filegitimately
held in MAXIMUM security for over 4 months while the Oakland County Jail was struggling with
over-crowding and was routinely releasing prisoners.

{g) Pursuant to Rules 1.4, 6.5 and 8.4, Defendant Elden refused to subpoena the phone records
of the Plaintiff Jermano’s false accuser (Jane Doe 5), that would have exonerated the Plaintiff
Jermano.

(h) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3, 1.4 and 8.3(b), 8.4 and contrary to professional ethics, court rules
and obstruction of justice, on May 15, 2009 Defendant Elden was party to a court order that
showed a hearing was held, which in fact, never happened. Defendant Krohner supplied Plaintiff
Jermano of the falsified document on 22 May 2009.
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() Pursuant to Rules 1.4, 6.5 and 8.4, Defendant Elden acted in ways to deliberately keep the
Plaintiff Jetrmano incarcerated in the most inhumane capacity allowabie in order te assist in
covering-up the false arrest and illegal impriscnment of the Plaintiff Jermano.

11. Defendant McCarthy's negligent errors and negligence in professional relationship perpetuated
undue hardship on the Plaintiff Jermanc, to wit,

a) OnJune 10, 2009 Defendant McCarthy was assigned as replacement counsel,

b) Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3 and 8.4, Defendant McCarthy first met Piaintiff Jermano on June
14, 2009 knowlng that the Plaintiff Jermano was being discriminated against because of her
alleged sexual orientation and being held illegally on an aggravated stalking charge which
required the violation of a PPO as one of the key elements of the crime.

c) When the PPQO charge was dismissed on 10 June 2009, there were no legal grounds to
continue to illegally hold the Plaintiff Jermano on the aggravated stalking charge yet Defendant
McCarthy made no motions to challenge the Plaintiff Jermano's illegal detention as requested by
Plaintiff Jermano.

(d) ©On June 11, 2009 Plaintiff Jermano submitied a 19-page Writ of Habeas Corpus to the
court, citing all the violations of her illegal detainment. A letter from the office of the Chief
Justice of the court dated June 18, 2009 confirmed receipt of the Writ, but no hearing on
the Writ was ever held.

(&) In a letter to Defendant McCarthy dated June 22, 2009, Piaintiff Jermano requested relief
from violations of due process, abrupt cancellation of hearings and her Hlegal incarceration in
MAX. Yet, pursuant to Rules 1.1 and 1.3, that Defendant McCarthy had evidence the Plaintiff
Jermano was being heid for nearly 5 months on no legitimate grounds, he refused to make any
motions for bail reduction, relief from unlawfu! imprisonment or re-classification of the Plaintiff
Jermano out of MAX.

(f) On 4 july 2009 Defendant McCarthy met Plaintiff Jermano in Max and when Plaintiff Jermano
asked why she was still being held in jail, he replied,

“Take a piea or you'll stay in jaill™
Plaintiff Jermano replied by firing counsel and asserted she wanted to represent herself.

(@) ©On 6 July 2009, pursuant to Rules 1.1 and 6.5, Defendant McCarthy baselessly, maliciously
and negligently motioned the court requesting the Plaintiff Jermano have a forensic examination.

“to see if she's fit to stand trial”.
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() Under the malicious and negligent representation of Defendant McCarthy the Plaintiff
Jermano remained illegitimately held in jail for over 4 more months while the Qakland County Jail
was struggling with over-crowding, waiting for a frivolous forensic examination.

( On 9 July 2009 pursuant 10 Rules 1.1 and 6.5, Defendant McCarthy maliciously and
negligently motioned the court, without knowledge or consent of Plaintiff Jermano, asserting a
defense of “temporary insanity” to the stalking charge in furtherance of a conspiracy to keep the
Plaintiff Jermano in jait until she took a plea and to stop the Plaintiff Jermano from dismissing him
as defense counsel and exposing the fraud-on-the-coun.

() Pursuant to Rules 1.1, 1.3, 1.4, 41, 65, 83 and 8.4 Defendant McCarthy deliberately
prejudiced the Plaintiff Jermano on the basis of personal bias and prejudicial attitude because of
her alleged sexual orientation and through his cooperation as a link in the chain-link-conspiracy.

12. As a direct and proximate cause of their legal malpractice: neglect errors and negligence in
professional relationship of Defendants Krohner, Elden ar{d McCarthy, as set forth in this complaint,
Plaintiff Jermano suffered physical injuries and severe mental anguish in connection with the deprivation
of her constitutional and statutory rights Guaranteed by the First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth and Fourteenth
Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and protected by U.S.C. sec. 1983 and 1985.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment against Defendant Krohner, Defendant Elden and
Defendant McCarthy, jointly and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the
amount of $5,000,000 and further demands judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and
severally, for punitive damages* in the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including
attorney's fees, and such other relief as to be deemed to be just and equitable.

*(“Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 sult where defendant’s conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckless or calfous indifference to Plaintiff Jermane's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ({1983);
GClark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, (1® Cir. 1883). Miga supre at 355.

COUNT 20:

VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C. Section 1061
FALSE STATEMENTS

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.
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2. Plaintiff Jermano charges that the violations and injuries complained of herein were brought about by
violation against the Plaintiff Jermano’s rights as guaranteed in the constiitution, under 18 U.8.C. Section
1001.

3. The false statements made by Defendant Magner and D'Angelo, Defendants Officer Taylor (A.K.A.
Ginopolis), Officer Meyers, Officer Zarfl, Officer -Pinkerton, Officer Carignan, Officer Tetler, Officer
Stanson, "Officer CJM®, Officer Hermans, "Officer SK", Officer Rourke, Officer La Mitza, and Defendant
Mc Cormick, furthered a conspiracy to offer false statements about the Plaintiff Jermano, to wit,

(a) Defendant Magner made false statements in OPPD Police Report # 0732.2 on February 14,
2009, when she alleged a flower delivery had violated an ex-parte PPO she claimed to have
served against the Plaintiff Jermano, which contradicted flower shop receipts collected by the
OPPD, which showed NO flower delivery was made on February 14, 2009 as alleged.

(b) Police Officers from the Oak Park Police Department made false statements in OPPD Police
Report # 0732.2 on February 14, 2009, when they stated that flowers delivered were cast to the
curb by Defendant Magner and had violated an ex-parte PPO she claimed to have served against
the Plaintiff Jermano. This contradicted flower shop receipts collected by the OPPD, which
showed NO flower delivery was made on February 14, 2009 as alleged.

(c) Defendant Magner made false statements during swom testimony in a pre-trial held in 458
District Court on 19 March 2008, when she alleged a flower delivery had violated an ex-parte
PPO she claimed to have served against the Plaintiff Jermano, which contradicted flower shop
receipts collected by the OPPD, which showed NO flower delivery was made on February 14,
2009 as alleged.

(d) Police Officers from the Qak Park Police Department made false statements in OPPD Police
Report # 0732.2 on February 14, 2009, when they stated that a delivery had violated an ex-parte
PPO filed by Defendant Magner against the Plaintiff Jermano. This contradicted their own Follow
Up Poiice Report made previously, on 21 January 2008 which confinmed that NO PPO had been
served as alleged by Defendant Magner and Defendant D'Angelo.

4. As a result of the concerted unlawful and malicious faise statements of defendants, Plaintiff Jermano
was deprived of both her liberty without due process of law and her right to equal protection under the
laws, and the due course of justice was impeded, in violation of the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments of
the Constitution of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983 and 1985.
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the false statements against Defendants Magner,
Defendant D°Angelo, Defendants Officer Taylor (A.K.A. Gindpolis), Officer Meyers, Officer Zarfl, Officer
Pinkerton, Officer Carignan, Officer Tetler, Officer Stanson, “Officer CJM", Officer Hermans, “Officer SK®,
Officer Rourke, , Officer La Mitza, Defendant McCormick, Defendant Krauthofer jointly and severally for
actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $500,000 and fuither demands
judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive darmages* in the amount of
$100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney’s fees, and such other relief as to be deemed to
be just and equitable.

*{"Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it

involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S, 30, 50-51 ({1983);
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2 4, {1* Cir. 1983). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 21:
VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C. Section 1505
OBSTRUCTION OF PROCEEDINGS

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Plaintiff Jermano charges that the violations and injuries complained of herein were brought about by
violation of against the Plaintiff Jermano's rights as guaranteed in the constitution, under 18 U.S.C.
Section 1505, Obstruction of Proceedings.

3. The obstruction of proceedings made by the defendants furthered a conspiracy to falsely accuse,
incriminate, deprive the liberty of and/or otherwise harm the Plaintiff Jermano, 1o wit,

(8 ©On 8 June 2009 two, as yet unidentified Defendant John Does re-served the Plaintiff
Jermano a PPO that was the cause of her arrest on February 20, 2009;

(t) The “amended”™ PPO “alteration® consisted of the addition of the name of the accuser
{Magner) as a “new alias® of the accused,;

(¢ On 15 May 2009 a show-cause hearing was allegedly held regarding the PPO case
without Plaintiff Jermano’s knowledge, and is also not on the court docket summary of
actions;
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(d) ©On 21 January 2009 Defendant Magner applied for an ex-parte PPO and was granted an
immediate hearing and an ex-parte PPO, within hours of applying for it, without providing
any evidence to support her accusations;

(e) The Plaintiff Jermano’s PPO criminal case proceeding had three ditferent judges involved in
the case, in violation of PPQ court rule MCR 3.703(D)(1)(a), which added to confusion of the case
and was obstruction of proceedings;

{f) The Plaintiff Jermano’s stalking arraignment court documents were altered to read
fictitious dates of arrest;

{0) The Plaintiff Jermano was denied due process of law, as an act of obstruction of
proceedings in the deliberate delay of her arraignment on both charges.

(hy The Plaintiff Jermano, on May 20, 2009 was held in a holding cell for 8 —hours, waiting on a
hearing in front of Judge Daniel Patrick O'Brien, and then told the hearing was adjourned. Two
days later, Defendant Krohner would inform Plaintiff that the hearing was held - without her - and
his motion was denied. The Plaintiff was denied the right to be present at her own hearing; denied
the right to argue her motion for Discovery and Dismissal of assigned counsel, Krohner.

4. As a result of the concerted unlawful obstruction of proceedings made by the of defendants, Plaintiff
Jermano was deprived of both her liberty without due procesé of law and her right to equal protection
under the laws, and the due course of justice was impeded, in violation of the Fifth and Fourteenth
Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1883 and 1985.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the obstruction of proceedings against all the
defendants jointly and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of
$500,000 and further demands judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for
punitive damages* in the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney’s fees, and
such other relief as to be deemed to be just and equitable.

*("Punitive damages ate recoverable in sec. 1883 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights™) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983); -
Clark v Talor, 710 F, 2d 4, (1* Cir. 1983). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 22:
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VIOLATION OF 18 U.S.C. Section 1506
THEFT or ALTERATION of RECORD or PROCESS

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incomporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Plaintiff Jermano charges that the viclations and injuries complained of herein were brought about by
violation of against the Plaintiff Jermano’s rights as guaranteed in the constitution, under 18 US.C.
Section 1506: theft or alteration of record of process.

3. The theft or alteration of record of process made by the defendants furthered a conspiracy to falsely
accuse, incriminate, deprive the liberty of and/or otherwise harm the Plaintiff Jermano, to wit,

(a) On 8 June 2009 two, as yet unidentified John Does re-served the Plaintiff Jermano a
PPO that had allegediy been the cause of her arrest 4.5 months previously. Re-service of an
“amended” PPO which has the only alteration on the document as being the addition of the name
of the accuser as a “new alias” of the accused is an act of obstruction of proceedings in a criminal

case matter.

b} On 15 May 2009, an alleged show-cause hearing was held regarding the PPO case
matter without the Plaintiff Jermano’s knowledge, which is not on the court docket
summary of actions and yet is signed by two different judges, is an act of obstruction of
proceedings in the Plaintiff Jermano’s criminal case matter.”

(c) The date of the Plaintiff's arrest on the arraignment documents from the 45B District
Court were altered by John Doe.

(d) A 19-page Writ-of Habeas Corpus went missing, that was challenging the Plaintiff's
false imprisonment; the document was never heard, never seen again, after acknowledged
received from Chief Justice a week after it was mailed.

(e) On May 20, 2009 the Plaintiff was held in a holding cell for 8 hours waiting to see Judge
Daniel Patrick O'Brien to present her motions for phone record discovery of Magner and relieve
counsel Krohner. The Plaintiff was told the hearing was adjourned and would be rescheduled,
The next day, Defendant Krohner informed Plaintiff the judge heard Krohner's motions and
declined them. The Plaintiff was denied her right to be present at the hearing because of
concealment of a prisoner (herself) by the jail deputies.
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4. As aresult of the concerted uniawful theft or atteration of record of process made by the of
defendants, Plaintiff Jermano was deprived of both her liberty without due process of law and her right to
equal protection under the laws, and the due course of justice was impeded, in violation of the Fifth and
Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983 and 1985.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the theft or alteration of records or process
against all the defendants jointly and severally, for actual, general, special, compensatory damages in the
amount of $500,000 and further demands judgment against each of said defendants, jointly and severally,
for punitive damages™ in the amount of $100,000, plus the costs of this action, including attorney's fees,
and such other yelief as 10 be deemed to be just and equitable,

"("Punitive damages are recaverable In sec. 1983 suit where defendani’s conduct is motivated by an evil motive or intent, or where it
involves reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ((1983);
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, {1 Cir. 1683). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 23:

VIOLATION OF MATTHEW SHEPARD and JAMES BYRD JR.
HATE CRIMES PREVENTION ACT, 2009

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs
1-178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Defendant’s actions have violated the Matthew Shepard and James Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention
Act, 2009 which guarantees Plaintiff Jermano protection from crimes motivated by a victim's actual or
perceived gender, sexual orientation, gender identity, or disability. The concerted conduct by all
defendants in connection with the criminal investigation, arrest, incarceration and criminal procedure
processing was intended to and did wrongfully disrupt, chill, punish, “neutralize” and otherwise infringe
upon the lawful, protected activities of the Plaintiff Jermano.

3. At all times relevant herein, the conduct of all Defendants were subject to Matthew Shepard and
James Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act, 2009 which guarantees Piaintiff Jermano protection from
crimes motivated by a victim’s actual or perceived gender, sexual orientation, gender identity, or disability.

4. Acting under the color of law and/or conspiring against the Plaintiff Jermano, Defendants worked a
denial of Plaintiff Jermano’s right, privileges or immunities secured by the United States Constitution or by
Federal law™ or state law, to wit,
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'3 Soto v, Flores, 103 F.3d 1056 (1% Cir. 1997); McNamara v. Honeyman, 406 Mass, 43, 52 (1989).

(a) by depriving Plaintiff Jermano of her freedom of speech, because she ordered that 9 dozen
roses and a teddy bear be sent to Defendant Magner for Valentine's Day 2009,

(b) by interfering with the Plaintiff Jermano's freedom of association,
{c) by conspiring for the purpose of expressing homophobic feelings toward Plaintiff Jermano,

(d) by refusing or neglecting to prevent such deprivations and denials to the Plaintiff Jermano,
thereby depriving the Plaintiff Jermano of her rights, privileges, and immunities as guaranteed by
the Matthew Shepard and James Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act, 2009 and the First,
Fourth, Fifth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments fo the anstitution of the United States.

5. As a result of the concerled unlawful and homophobic actions by Defendants, the Plaintiff Jermano
was deprived of all of her rights to equal protection under the laws, and the due course of justice was
impeded, in violation of the Matthew Shepard and James Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act, 2009, and
the First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and
42 U.S.C. sec, 1983,

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the violation of Matthew Shepard and James
Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes Prevention Act, 2009 against-all the defendants jointly and severally, for actual,
general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $500,000 and further demands judgment
against each of said defendants, jointly and severally, for punitive damages* in the amount of $100,000,
plus the costs of this action, including attorney’s fees, and such cther relief as to be deemed to be just

and equitable,

*("Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evil mative or intert, or where it
involves recidess or callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 50-51 ({1983);
Clark v Talor, 710F. 2d 4, (1" Clr. 1983). Miga,supre at 355

COUNT 24:

VIOLATION OF ELLIOTT-LARSEN CIVIL RIGHTS
ACT 4530 of 1876 (MICHIGAN CIVIL RIGHTS ACT)

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs
1-178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.
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2. Defendant's actions have viclated the Elliott-Larson Civil Rights Act 4530 of 1978, which guarantees
Plaintiff Jermano protection from crimes motivated by a victim’s actual or perceived gender, sexual
orientation, gender identity, or disability. The concerted conduct by all defendants in connection with the’
criminal investigation, arrest, incarceration and criminal procedure processing was intended to and did
wrongfully distupt, chill, punish, "neutralize” and otherwise infringe upon the lawful, protected activities of
the Plaintiff Jermano.

3. At all times relevant herein, the conduct of all Defendants were subject to the Elliott-Larson Civil Rights
Act 4530 of 1976, which guarantees Plaintiff Jermanc protection from crimes motivated by a victim's
actual or perceived gender, sexual orientation, gender identity, or disability.

4. Acling under the color of law and/or conspiring against the Plaintiff Jermanc, Defendants worked a
denial of Plaintiff Jermano's right, privileges or immunities secured by the United States Constitution or by
Federal law' or state law, to wit,

" Solo v, Flores, 103 F.2d 1056 (1% CIr. 1297); McNamara v. Hoheyman, 406 Mass, 43, 52 (1989).,

(a) by interfering with the Plaintiff Jermano's guaranteed civil rights,

(b) by conspiring for the purpose of denying due process to the Plaintiff Jermano,

{c) by refusing or neglecting to prevent such deprivations and denials to the Plaintiff Jermano,
thereby depriving the Plaintiff Jermano of her rights, privileges, and immunities as guaranteed by
the Elliott-Larson Civil Rights Act 4530 of 1976 and the First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth and
Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution of the United States.

5. As a result of the concerted unlawful actions by Defendants, the Plaintiff Jermano was deprived of all
of her rights to equal protection under the laws, and the due course of justice was impeded, in viclation of
the Elliott-Larson Civil Rights Act 4530 of 1978, the Matthew Shepard and James Byrd Jr. Hate Crimes
Prevention Act, 2009, and the First, Fourth, Fifth, Eighth and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution
of the United States and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment for the violation of Elliott —Larson Civil Rights Act
4530 of 1976 (Michigan Civil Rights Act) against all the defendants jointly and severally, for actual,
general, special, compensatory damages in the amount of $500,000 and further demands judgment
against each of said defendants, jointly and severaily, for punitive damages®* in the amount of $100,000,
plus the costs of this action, including attomey’s fees, and such other relief as 1o be deemed to be just
and equitable.

“("Punitive damages are recoverable in sec. 1983 suit where defendant's conduct is motivated by an evif motive or intent, or where [t
involves reckless of callous indifference to Plaintiff Jermano's federally protected rights”) Smith v Wade, 461 U.S, 30, 50-51 ({(1983):
Clark v Talor, 710 F. 2d 4, {1* Cir. 1983). Miga,supre at 355
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COUNT 25:
MALICIOUS PROSECUTION

1. Plaintiff Jermano repeats and realleges and incorporates by reference the allegations in paragraphs 1-
178 above with the same force and effect as if herein set forth.

2. Defendants instituted criminal process against the Plaintiff Jermano with malice:

Defenidants Cooper, Pray, Bouchard, Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis), Officer Meyers, Zarfel,
Pinkerton, Hemans, “SK", Rourke, Stanson, “CJM®, Carignan, Tetler, Matthew, Defendants Magner,
D'Angelo, Felice, Force, Krauthofer, Growe played an active part in the initiation of the criminal
proceedings;

(a) Defendant Cooper played an active part in the initiation of the criminal proceedings by
condoning . the instigation of baseless criminal action against the Plaintiff;

{h) Defendant Pray played an active part in the initiation of the criminal proceedings by refusing
1o concede on lowering of unconstitutional bail or dismissal of charges against Piaintiff;

(c) Defendant Bouchard played an active part in the compounding of the criminal proceedings
by allowing “special over-ride” classification to place Plaintiff in Maximum Security;

(d) Defendant Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis), played an active part in the initiation of the criminal
proceedings by orchestrating the creation of false police reports about the Plaintiff;

(e) Defendant Meyers played an active part in the initiation of the criminal proceedings by
assisting in creation of misleading and falsified police reports about the Plaintiff;

(7 Defendant Magner played an active part in the initiation of the criminal proceedings; and
signed the ¢riminal complaint against the Plaintiff Jermano;

(9) Defendant D'Angelo played an active part in the initiation of the criminal proceedings by
falsifying notarized PPO service against the Plaintiff Jermano;

{h) Defendanis Felice, Force of the Common Ground Sanctuary Crisis Line played an active part
in the initiation of the criminal proceedings by breaching confidentiality of Plaintiff Jermano as a
confidential caller and fabricating a threatening report to instigate criminal proceedings;
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(i) Krauthofer played an active part in the initiation of the criminal proceedings by falsely stating
Plaintiff's Valentine's Day order delivery had been successfully delivered when it was not;

() Growe played an active part in the initiation of the criminal proceedings by falsely stating to
police that Plaintiff was a stalker, in preemptive retaliation to assault charges she believed
Plaintiff was going to bring upon her;

(k) Officer Zarfl played an active part in the initiation of the criminal proceedings by entering false
statements in a police report stating a flower delivery had been made and that violated a PPO;

() Officer Pinkerton played an active part in the iniiation of the criminal proceedings by
approving a police report that falseiy stated a flower delivery had been made and that violated
Magner's PPO.

(k) Officers Hermans and “SK” played an active part in the instigation of the criminal proceedings
by entering Red Log Note/statements in a 911 CALL report [Ref #08-0967] Implicating Plaintiff in
a “suspicious circumstances® Incider{t which had no c¢redible evidence or association to Plaintiff,
but was intended to be used to “build a case” against the Plaintiff;

(I} Officer Rourke piayed an active part in the instigation of the ¢riminal proceedings by verifying
BUT NOT VALIDATING contradictory and falsified information in report [Ref.#08-5612.1] made
by Officer Meyers, which was used to “build a case” against the Plaintiff;

(m) Officers Stanson and “CJM” played an active part in the Instigation of the criminal
proceedings by entering Non-validated information in a Call for Service report [Ref.#09-0867]
which was used to build a stalking case against the Plaintiff, and ignoring obvious evidence that
proved Plaintiff was not involved in the reported “drive-by” incident;

(n) Officer Carignan played an active part in the instigation of the criminal proceedings by not
charging Magner and D'Angelo for making false statements to the police about PPO service to
the Plaintiff on the night of January 21, 2009;

(o) Officer Tetler played an active part in the instigation of the criminal proceedings by not
verifying why there was no charging of Magner and D'Angelo for making false stalements to the
police about PPO service to the Plaintiff on the night of January 21, 2009; not verifying that
Officer Troy. Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) was an assisting officer in the report and not verifying the
proper date of the report taken on January 21, 2009 yet *dated 10/1/2008".
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(p) Officer Matthew played an active part in the instigation of the criminal proceedings by not
charging Magner and D'Angelo for making false statements to the police about PPO service to
the Plaintiff on the night of January 21, 2009,

4, The charges were not based upon probable cause, that is, the state of the facts in the mind of the
prosecutor would not lead a man of ordinary caution and prudence to believe or entertain an honest or
strong suspicion that the Plaintiff Jermano was guilty.

13Q;r[oll v Gillespie. 14 Mass. App. Ct. 12, 26 (1982), quoting Jones v Brockton Pub, Mkis., Inc., 369 Mass. 387, 389
(1975), quoting from Quaranto v. Silverman, 345 Mass. [423,] 426 (1963).

5. Defendanis Cooper, Pray, Meyers and Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) had a duty to ascertain whether there
was reasonable and probable cause for a prosecution.” To wit, to learn whether Plaintiff Jermano had
actually been served the ex-parte PPO and whether 1-800-FLOWERS had actually made a delivery of
flowers to Defendant Magner, if the PPO had been served. The Qak Park Police had a follow-up report on
file that proved that the PPO was never served on the Plaintiff as alleged.

Carroll v Gillespie, 14 Mass. App. Ct. 12, 18 (1982)

'* Mnformation known to be [] sufficiently unreliable or incomplete to support a finding that was
unreascnable to rely upon it without additional information. See Griffin v Dearborn, 210 Mass. 308,
314 {1911){where defendant knew that his horse was taken by G’s minor son, and did not know
whether the son did so, as the son claimed, on order from G {tjthe defendant's immediate
prosecution of the son without any precedent investigation” could be found to lack reasonable
grounds); Smith v. Elliot Sav. Bank, 335 Mass. At 548, (where defendant bank failed to pursue
information as to whereabouts of S, whose name unauthorized withdrawals were made, and teller
identified the plaintiff as forger seven months after brief withdrawal transaction, jury could have
found that identification was “so suspect that a ‘man of ordinary caution and prudence’ would not
have relied upon it,” quoting from Bacon v Towne, 4 Cush. At 239,)

Carroll v Gillespie, 14 Mass. App. Ct. 12, 18 (1982)

6. Defendant Officer Taylor {a.k.a. Ginopolis) had a duty to ascertain whether there was reasonable and
probable cause for a prosecution.

7. Defendant Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) breached her duty,
8. Defendant Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginopolis) had a duty to ascertain the truth of the information she had

been supplied and failed that duty.
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9. Defendant Cooper had a'duty to ascertain whether there was reasonable and probable cause for a

prosecution.
10. Defendant Cooper breached her duty.

11. Defendant Cooper had a duty to ascertain the truth of the information she had been supplied and
failed that duty.

12. Defendant Pray had a duty to ascertain whether there was reasonable and probable cause for a

prosecution.
13. Defendant Pray breached her duty.

14, Defendant Pray had a duty to ascertain the truth of the information she had been supplied and failed
that duty.

15. Defendant Officer Taylor (a.k.a. Ginapolis) instigated or participated in the prosecution by reporting
as police, false information in a complaint for an improper purpose.

16. Defendant Magner, Defendant D'Angelo and 1-800-FLOWERS representatives Defendant Krauthofer
submitted categorical statements to the police accusing the Plaintiff Jermano of violating a PPO court
order and by falsifying statements about the non-delivery of flowers for Valentine's Day, resulted in the
Plaintiff Jermano being charged,

17. Defendant Magner, Defendant D’Angelo instigated or participated in the prosecution by pressing
police to apply for a complaint for an improper purpose.,

18. Defendant Growe instigated or participated in the prosecution by reporting to police false information
a complaint for an improper purpose.

19. Defendant Zarfl instigated or participated in the prosecution by reporting as a policeman, false
information in a complaint for an improper purpose.

20. Defendant Pinkerton instigated or participated in the prosecution by reporling as a policeman, false
information in a complaint for an improper purpose.

21. Defendanis Felice, Force of the Common Ground Sanctuary Crisis Line instigated or participated in
the prosecution by supplying police with false information to suppert a complaint for an improper purpose,

22. Defendant Officer Carignan had & duty to ascertain whether there was reasonable and probable

cause for a prosecution.

23. Defendant Officer Carignan breached his duty.
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24. Defendant Officer Tetler had a duty to ascertain whether there was reasonable and probable cause

for a prosecution.
25. Defendant Officer Tetler breached his duty.

26. Defendant Officer Matthew had a duty to ascertain whether there was reasonable and probable
cause for a prosecution,

27. Defendant Officer Matthew breached his duty.

28. The criminal proceedings terminated in favor of the Plaintiff Jermano when the courts dismissed the
charges.

29. Defendants are liable under the doctrine of respondent superior or partnership by estoppel.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Jermano demands judgment against Defendant for injunctive relief and actual,
special, and compensatory damages in the amount deemed at time of trial to be just, fair and appropriate.

RELIEF

1. Based upon the faregoing, Plaintiff Jermano respectfully prays that this Court will:
File the state and federal criminal charges against the defendant’s pursuant to:

¢ 18 U. 8. C section 4 - Misprison of felony

e 18US.C. section 1512.(d)(2) Tampering with a victim

e 18 U.8.C. section 1513. Retaliating against a victim

» 18 U.8.C. section 1512.(d)(2) Tampering with evidence

» Obstructlon of justice

» Sections MCL 750.411¢h),(i} (stalking), under the Michigan governmental tort liability statutes
* under Michigan Common law for intentional and/or negligent infliction of emotional distress
=« Conversion

e Assault

« Battery

+ False arrest

+ False imprisonment

s  Obstruction of justice

s Perjury

78
CIVIL RIGHTS: 42 U.8.C. 1983; ABUSE OF PROCESS; HATE CRIME and OTHER CLAIMS*

OU oY



= Civil conspiracy

2. Adjudging or decreeing that each of the defendants acted unlawfully as alleged respectively in above,
and that the respective Plaintiff Jermano as to such Counts was injured as alleged;

The Plaintiff Jermano demand judgment against the defendants, jointly and severally, for compensatory
damages for each Count, for viclation of her Censtitutional rights.

Plaintiff Jermano pray in addition for punitive damages in proper amounts found by the Jury against each
of the individual defendants found to have participated in fabricating the false basis for the arrest and
defaming her so she would be wrongfully arrested and unjustly imprisoned,

A. Declare the Defendant’s actions and poiicies that led to the prolonged, illegal detention of the Plaintiff
Jermano because of was in violation of the First, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Eighth, Ninth and Fourteenth
Amendments of the Constitution of the United Staies and 42 U.S.C. sec. 1983 of the United States
Constitution; and,

B. Grant Plaintiff Jermano's damages for violations of her rights under the First, Fourth, Fifth,
Sixth, Eighth, Ninth and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United States and 42
U.8.C. sec. 1983 of the United States Constitution; and,

C. Grant Plaintiff Jermano's damages for violations of her rights under the Eighth Amendment for the
state and federal statutory violations, for the emotional and physical harm she suffered, as a result of 228
days of: malicious abuse of process, refusing or neglecting to prevent, conspiracy against rights, false
arrest, deprivation of rights under color of law, legal malpractice, false statements, obstruction of
proceedings, theft or alteration of court records or process, misprision of felony, negligent infliction of
emotional distress intentional Infliction of emotional distress, malicious prosecution, and homophobic
prejudice and hate crime acts.

D. Report these crimes against the Plaintiff Jermano to the Department of Justice and ORDER an
investigation and report to the Court.

E. Review the conduct of the Officers of the Court and sanction them according to their violations.

F. Declare that Defendants Officer Troy Taylor (A.K.A: Ginopolis), Officer Rachel Meyers, Officer Zarfl,
Officer Pinkerton, Officer Martinelli, Officer Carnigan, Officer Bruce, Officer Tetller, Officer Stanson, Officer
CJM, Officer Foreman, Officer Hermans, Officer SK, Officer Rourke, Officer Martinefli, Officer Wickham,

Officer L.a Mitza, Officer Garcher, Officer Julian, Officer Duncan, Defendant Anna Magner and Defendant

Kevin D'Angelo committed perjury, and that Defendants Cooper, Pray, Bouchard, Krohner, Elden and
McCarthy breached their oath and duty by refusing or failing to take appropriate action for the Plaintiff
Jermano after she gave notice to them as stated in 5 U.S.C. section 3331 which states "well and faithfully
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discharge the duties of the offiéé 6n whiéh, 1 am-aboii. to enter. So help me God.", and declaré thesé

hitp:rwivwalaw,cornell. edu/uscode/Mimiuscode0s/use sec: .05, 00003331:--000:him!

G. For.each state:of federal statute violation committed by the defendants toward the Plaintiff Jermano
damages for each violation and each count that shall be determined in Court.

injuries the-Plaintiff Jermano received or may experience in the future:as a direct and proximate result of
the defendant’s misconduct.

L. .Grant Plaintiff Jermane such other relief as she may:be entitled to, and

J. Award Plaintiff Jermano's reasonable attoiney's fees and costs.

M. AMEUIA (NEAL) JERMANO 22 . [

PO BOX 58
BIRMINGHANM, MICHIGAN 48012
248-238-8254
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DEFENDANT NAME and ADDRESS LIST

TROY TAYLOR (A.K.A. GINOPLOQOIS)
13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD
CAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
RACHEL. MEYERS

13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD
OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
ERIC ZARFL

13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD
CQAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
MICHAEL PINKERTON

13600 OAK PARK BCULEVARD
OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
ANTHONY CARIGNAN

13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD
OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
SHAWN TETLER

13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD
OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
JOHN STANSON .
13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD
OAK PARK, M!ICHIGAN 48237

KEITH HERMANS

13600 CAK PARK BOULEVARD
OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
OFFICER “SK”

13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD

OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
JIM ROURKE

13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD

OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237

CHRIS MARTINELLI

13800 CAK PARK BOULEVARD

QAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237

ROB WICKHAM

13800 OAK PARK BOULEVARD

OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237

CITY OF OAK PARK POLICE DEPARTMENT
13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD

OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237

JAMES HOCK, CITY MANAGER, OAK PARK
13600 OAK PARK BOULEVARD

OAK PARK, MICH!IGAN 48237
DETECTIVE DUNCAN

221 EAST 3°° STREET,
ROYAL OAK, MICHICAN 48067
CHRISTOPHER JAHNKE,
POLICE COMMISSIONER,
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CITY OF ROYAL OAK
221 EAST 3°° §TREET,

ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 48087
CHRISTOPHER JAHNKE,

POLICE COMMISSIONER,

CITY OF ROYAL OAK

221 EAST 3P STREET,

ROYAL OAK, MICHIGAN 48067
SCOTT LA MITZA

500 W. BIG BEAVER ROAD
TROY, MICHIGAN 48084
OFFICER GARCHER

500 W. BIG BEAVER ROAD
TROY, MICHIGAN 48084
OFFICER JULIAN

500 W. BIG BEAVER ROAD
TROY, MICHIGAN 48084

DAVID CANNON,

POLICE COMMISSIONER,

CITY OF TROY

500 W. BIG BEAVER ROAD
TROY, MICHIGAN 48084
JESSICA COOPER

1200 N. TELEGRAPH ROAD
PONTIAC, MICHIGAN 48341
JOANNE PRAY

1200 N. TELEGRAPH ROAD
PONTIAC, MICHIGAN 48341
OAKLAND COUNTY JAIL

1200 N. TELEGRAPH ROAD
PONTIAC, MICHIGAN 48341
MICHAEL BOUCHARD

1200 N. TELEGRAPH ROAD
PONTIAC, MICHIGAN 48341
COMMON GROUND SANCTUARY
1410 TELEGRAPH ROAD
BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP, MICHIGAN 48302
SHAWN FORCE

1410 TELEGRAPH ROAD
BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP, MICHIGAN 48302
MELISSA FELICE

1410 TELEGRAPH ROAD
BLOOMFIELD TOWNSHIP, MICHIGAN 48302
YWCA INTERIM HOUSE OF METRO-DETROIT
P.O. BOX 21904

DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48221

ANNA KELLOG MAGNER

14051 KINGSTON STREET

OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
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PAMELA MC CORMICK

P.O. BOX 21904

DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48221
SANDRA JONES-KARIM

P.O. BOX 21904

CETROIT, MICHIGAN 48221
CURTIS FRANCE

P.C. BOX 21904

DETROIT, MICHIGAN 48221
DANIELLE KRAUTHOFER
21013 GREEN HiLL RD.
FARMINGTON HILLS, MI 48335
JULIE GROWE

13691 KINGSTON STREET

OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
KEVIN D’ANGELO

14051 KINGSTON STREET

OAK PARK, MICHIGAN 48237
MARTIN KROHNER

209866 MAYFAIR DRIVE
FARMINGTON HILLS, MICHIGAN 48331
DEAN ELDEN

1370 N. OAKLAND, SUITE 110
WATERFORD, MICHIGAN 48327
MICHAEL MC CARTHY

26001 FIVE MILE ROAD
REDFORD, MICHIGAN 48239
JOHN DQE 1-2 (OCJ DEPUTIES)
1200 N. TELEGRAPH ROAD
PONTIAC, MICHIGAN 48341
JOH DOE (1-800-FLOWERS — OWNER)

APPENDIX LIST OF CIVIL COMPLAINT EXHIBITS:

1. OPPD CRIMINAL CASE REPORT #09-0390: P 1-2
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M. Amelia (Neal) Jennano’s Second Section 1983 and

Malicious Prosecution Complaint & other Claims

Exhibits
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APPENDIX LIST OF CiVIL COMPLAINT EXHIBITS:

P11l
P1il:
P i2:
Pl
P12:
P 10:
P 10:
P 10:
P 10:
P 10:
P 13:
P 10:
P10:
P 30:
P id4:
P 14:
P17:
P 16:
P 16:
P 16:
P 16:
P 16:
P17:
P17
P17:
P17:
P 18:

P 1s;

1. OPPD CRIMINAL CASE REPORT #09-0200 > pl1-2

2.

3

4.

5.

OPPD FOLLOW-UP REPORT #08-5612.2 > pt
TRANSCRIPTS CITING POLICE NOTARIZING PPO >ppl-6
FLOWER SHOP RECEIPT SHOWING NO DELIVERY 14 FEBRUARY 2009

OPPD CRIMMIE REPORT #09-072.1

6. TROY PD ARREST REPORT > pl

7.

9.

10

11

12,

13.

14,

15.

le.

17.

138.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24.

25.

26,

27.

28

MOTICN CITING ARRAIGNMENT DATE COF STALKING CHARGE

COURT CRDER ON HEIARING FOR PPO ARRAIGNMENT

COURT ORDER OF DISMISSAL — PPO CHARGE

. COURT ORDER OF STALKING CHARGE DISMISSAL

. OC} LETTER OF DETAINMENT

UNSIGNED WARRANT > p2

UNSIGNED RETURN ON WARRANT > p2

WEBPAGE OF WEDDING SHOWING ENGAGEMENT DATE

PLAINTIFF'S PHONE RECORDS NIGHT OF ARREST

{SEE #6) - TROY PD ARREST REPORT > p1

TROY PB LETTER RE: IMPOUND

(SEE#15) - PLAINTIFF'S PHONE RECORDS NIGHT OF ARREST

TROY ARREST REPORT > p2

OPPD REPORTS COMPARING HOMO-8IAS - NONE

OPPD REPORTS COMPARING HOMO-BIAS — NOW SHOWS BIASED: “CLEAN SHAVEN”
COURT TRANSCRIPT COVER and COMMON GROUND FAX > ppl-4

COMMON GRCUND BOARC MEMBERS. JUDGE MESTER/ SHERIFF BOUCHARD > pp24a & 24b
COURT SUMMARY — STALKING > ppl-2

ASSIGNMENT OF COUNSEL BY ('BRIEN
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P18

P18

P15

P1o:
P1s:

P 19:
P 20:
P27
P27:
p27:
P27
P 27:
P 27:
P27
P27
p28:
P 28:

P 28:
P 28:

P 29:

1 29

: 30

31

32
33

34

35

36

37.

38.

39.

40.

41.

42,

43.

44.

45,

46,

47.

48,

. ARREST MARRATIVE =RE: NO ID/TAKE TO STATION/ARREST
. SHELBY TRANS. OF IMMEDIATE SEARCH W/OUT WARRANT > pp1-2
. SHELBY ARRAIGNMENT

. KROHBNER LETTER CITING FASLE FILING OF AFFADAVIT OF PPQ SERVICE
. CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS COMPLAINT LETTER TO GOVERNOR GRANHOLM > ppl-2

- EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE TO ACLU > pp1-2

- DEFENDANT ANNA MAGNER FALSE STATEMENTS INDEX > pl1-6

- APPLICATION FOR EX-PARTE PPO ON JANUARY 21, 2009 > ppl-4

GRANTING OF EXPARTE PPO ON JANUARY 21, 2009

FALSIFIED PROOF OF SERVICE OF PPO ON JANUARY 21, 2009

U-HAUL MOVING RECEIPT ON JANUARY 19, 2009

REQUEST FOR PPPO ATTORNEY DATED MARCH 23, 2009

INMATE GRIEVANCE /REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY > ppl-2

REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY REIMBURSEMENT FOR PPC FILED JUNE 12, 2009

ORDER APPOINTING PPO ATTORNEY DATED JULY 10, 2009

ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF CRIMINAL RESPONSIBILITY (FRAUDLANT INSANITY PLEA) > pp1-2
ORDER REMANDING CASE BACK TO DISTIRICT COURT FROM CIRCUIT COURT > ppl-2

ORDER DISMISSING APPLICATION FOR APPEAL ON RE-SERVED PPO
CRDER DISMISSING APPLICATION FOR APPEAL ON SHELBY CASE

MICHIGAN CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT
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APPENDIX LIST OF CIVIL COMPLAINT EXHIBITS:
1. OPPD CRIMINAL CASE REPORT #08-0390: P 1-2

2. OPPD FOLLOW-UP REPORT #08-5612.2: P1

3, TRANSCRIPTS CITING POLICE NOTARIZING PPO

4. FLOWER SHOP RECEIPT SHOWING NO DELIVERY 14 FEBRUARY 2009
5. OPPD CRIME REPORT #09-072.1

6. TROY PD ARREST REPORT: P1

7. MOTION CITING ARRAIGNMENT DATE OF STALKING CHARGE
8. COURT ORDER ON HEARING FOR PPO ARRAIGNMENT

9. COURT ORDER OF DISMISSAL — PPO CHARGE

10. COURT QRDER OF STALKING CHARGE DISMISSAL

11. OCJ LETTER OF DETAINMENT

12. UNSIGNED WARRANT: P2

13. UNSIGNED RETURN ON WARRANT: P2

14. WEBPAGE OF WEDDING SHOWING ENGAGEMENT DATE
15. PLAINTIFF JERMANO PHONE RECORDS NIGHT OF ARREST
16, {SEE #6)

17. TROY PD LETTER RE: IMPOUND

18. (SEE#15)

13. TROY ARREST REPORT P2

20. OPPD REPORTS COMPARING HOMO-BIAS - NONE

21. OPPD REPORTS COMPARING HOMO-BIAS — NOW BIASED
22. OCJ CLASSIFICATION

23. COMMON GROUND FAX P 1-2

24. COMMON GROUND BOD: MESTER/S8QUCH

25. COURT SUMMARY — STALKING ~ P1-2

26. ASSIGNMENT OF COUNSEL BY O’BRIEN

27. LETTER CONFIRMING RECEIPT OF WRIT

28. SHELBY (T TRANSCRIPTS RECEIPT LETTER

~APPENDIX~

CIVIL RIGHTS: 42 U.S.C. 1983; ABUSE OF PROCE] RIME and OTHER CLAIMS*




28.
30.
31

32,
33

34,

35.

36.

37.

38,

39,

40.

41,

42.

43,

45,

46,

47.

48,

ARREST NARRATIVE —RE: NO ID/TAKE TO STATION/ARREST
SHELBY TRANS. OF IMMEDIATE SEARCH W/OUT WARRANT
SHELBY ARRAIGNMENT

KROHNER LETTER CITING FASLE FILING OF AFFADAVIT CF PPO SERVICE
CIVIL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS COMPLAINT LETTER TC GOVERNOR GRANHOLM

EMAIL CORRESPONDENCE TO ACLU

DEFENDANT ANNA MAGNER FALSE STATEMENTS INDEX

APPLICATION FOR EX-PARTE PPO ON JANUARY 21, 2009

GRANTING OF EXPARTE PPO ON JANUARY 21, 2009

FALSIFIED PROOF OF SERVICE OF PPO ON JANUARY 21, 2009

U-HAUL MOVING RECEIPT ON JANUARY 13, 2009

REQUEST FCR PPPO ATTORNEY DATED MARCH 23, 2009

INMATE GRIEVANCE /REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY

REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY REIMBURSEMENT FOR PPO FILED JUNE 12, 2009

ORDER APPOINTING PPO ATTORNEY DATED JULY 10, 2009

. ORDER FOR EXAMINATION OF CRIMINAL RESPONSIBILITY {FRAUDLENT INSANITY PLEA)

ORDER REMANDING CASE BACK TO DISTIRICT COURT FROM CIRCUIT COURT
ORDER DISMISSING APPLICATION FOR APPEAL ON RE-SERVED PPO
ORDER DISMISSING APPLICATION FOR APPEAL ON SHELBY CASE

MICHIGAN CONSUMER PROTECTION ACT

~APPENDIX~

CIVIL RIGHTS: 42 U.5.C. 1983; ABUSE OF PROCE] s
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