T e ——— gy P PPy g ey e s —

L L Ty o gl ey THL L el oy e T L P ey L ST A Ty, oS gy ] M Sy )

- TR g

_—

r—

e T T L SRR T ey R L, TR O Y gt oy = ey ey, Y e Ry e T g ks L T LT S T e ity b T - o il a3 " Wy S e b e By ey oy
- .

S ——

| served with process via their Attorney of Reec

' Attorney at Law, 1221 McKinney Street, Houston, TX ¥
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NO. 19631

SCHOEDINGER IN THE COUNTY CIVIL CQURT

Plaintiff, AT LAW NUMBER 2

FORT BEND COUNTY, T E X A S5

)

)
)

)
}
SUGAR LAND POLICE
S, SIPE, AND :
)

)

)

)

)

)

Ll b b Bt T L A

5 SECOND AMENDED PETITION

2

! TO_ THE HONORABLE JUDGE 01 Q;%; ~OURT

— L

CCMES NOW, MARGIE CBOEDINGER, Plaintiff, in the above styled and

numbered cause, with respect, submittindg Plaint4iff’s Second Amended Petition,

1
1

' and shows the court the following:

T i e pyrbelr—

Plaintiff is a resident of Fort Be £ axas. Defendants are

ugar Land and may be

.

liam S. Helfand,

IT.
On the evening of October 26, 2000, Plaintiff was drij
after a shopping trip. Upon stopping at the red light at the i

Dairy Ashford and Highway 90, 1in Sugar Land, TX, Plaintiff was




i1l by an unknown white male assailant. While Plaintiff had turned her

seat of the vehicle, a blue mini-van which had pulled up to the
intiff, and began screaming obscenities and pounding
ide window with raised fists. Assallant threatened

violence, and held Plaintiff in terror under non-stop

Tighway. Plaintiff advised assalilant

her efforts to get help. At

e agsailant, would advise the Trooper

ITI.

As Trooper exited his vehicle and walked acro

noticed that assailant had moved to the back of her

| process of concealing what looked like a switch blade

pants.




At this point, the driver of the mini-van got out and both the driver
ﬂ)f:)the mini-van and the first assailant began to walk rapidly, back and
forthyr—aleng the back of Plaintiff’s vehicle. After spotting an old gash on

e, the driver of the mini-van stated, “Here, Here's

IV.

Once that Trooper was making the turn to come to the

scene, Plaintif

door with 1t open, Back to see what the two assailants were pointing

out at the back of At the same time, Plaintiff noticed that

the second assaillant,

back seat of the mini-wvan.

As the first assailant and the ted out what damage they were

]
Igoinq to claim had been done to rehicle as a result of this
Imanufactured tale the first assailant ha ifj:ﬂhr:ated to cover their actual

intentions, Plaintiff exited her vehicle and the Trooper.

V.
After this, assailant made the false assert
sald mini-van 1in which the assailant was a passenger,

this Petition, to the Texas State Trooper, however,

other direct poke into the glass. The Trooper also polinted ou




Rl

tiff’s bumper had dust on its entirety, and that the height difference
the mini-van and the Plaintiff’s Explorer would have caused the

bumper to rub across the mini-van and cause paint transfer.

VI.
Trooper that Plaintiff felt assailant was going to
harm Plaij manner, and that assailant did not make the assertion
Trooper was spotted. Plaintiff pointed out the
in the back seat of the mini-van. Plaintiff
Trooper of what had occurred, but Sugar Land
Plaintiff to return to car and explain the

details to Sugar Land PdcH w h Jjurisdiction.

The Sugar Land Officers riv separate units, both having no
k tape. After taking some
time in their cars, then conversing w'th another, the Officers began

walking towards the scene.

VIII.
Plaintiff got out of her vehicle and we
officers. As soon as Plaintiff began to speak, the o

be quiet and get back to her wvehicle. Stunned,




1S

by it, wait until he came to talk to her and he was not going to tell

éé?ag in, or else.

t back to her vehicle and cried briefly, waiting 1in her

the Sugar Land Officers talked and laughed with the

IX.

After not
Sugar Land Office : Plaintifffs vehicle and stated that he was ready
to hear about the aeC] hen Plaintiff asserted that there was no
accident, officer laug

Plaitntiff, “Often times certain drivers

can have accidents and don’ en Know it.”

Plaintiff then went o explain the entire situation

to the officer, but with each atte iff made, the officer would
interrupt the Plaintiff, telling Plainif@e as mistaken, confused or
over-~reacting. These are the descriptive ycer chose to use.

X.

At some point, the first officer IJjoine

Plaintiff’s wvehicle. Plaintiff then stated firmly tha
file a complaint and have this matter looked at by a jur The - 0fificgrs gave
each other a ¢grin and the first officer tcld Plaintiff that 2.~ 0N shing

they, the Sugar Land Police, were there to do was investigate an &




Plaintiff asked the officer 1if they were refusing Plaintiff’s

t. In response, the first officer stated that they had the

to ascertain whether or not they wanted to take a report on

x1.
At poi ;aintiff said, VI want to know who this man is that

threatened and I will file a complaint with the DA’s office, 1if

you two won’t
least my family witd

Ignoring Plaintif went back to one of the units and
talked for a short while . At this point, officer one
asked for Plaintiff’s icense. Officer questioned
Plaintiff about the address on Plaintd driver’s license and asked how
Plaintiff had maintained a P.O. on the license. Plaintiff
time, which allows the
use of a P.O. Box address. The Officer then 1ff to stand outside
Plaintiff’s wvehicle and wait right there, then

to the squad car

and spcke with the other officer briefly.

When the officers returned to Plaintiff’s wvehicle’
that he would drive up to the highway and see if there was

highway.




A5

At this point, Plaintiff noticed that the first assailant, now sitting
he |front passenger seat of the mini-van, was bouncing up and down. When
cooked over, assailant shoved his hand down the front of his pants

L.fting his chin up and down at the Plaintiff.

:ti return, he joined the other officer again and they

spoke witPk [ Oor a moment.

The office waTkegd -:.::t-:: the mini-van. The officers and the

assallants spoke ther briefly in a huddle. The first assallant

shook hands with the assailants, and
The mini-van drove off. ExXpecting
that the officer’s had taken the assaflants information, just as they had
taken Plaintiff's, Plaintiff askéd

ailants information and was

told that the officers had gotten no-info rolr-from the assailants and had,

Plaintiff made one more attempt to tell
the first officer interrupted Plaintiff, “I know

say he talked about your Blackness.”

At that point Plaintiff got in her vehicle and drove as




X1i.

mnediately, upon arriving home, Plaintiff contacted the Sugar Land
partment and asked to speak with a supervisor, hoping that the
still be located on the road. Plaintiff spoke with

the Sugar Land Police Department, and was offered no help

Sergeat ompared Plaintiff’s plight to his wife’s personality
when complaining

probably more intim

While this assailant threatened in every way 1maglinable, and

made sure to let Plaintiff know not end with the evening of
October 26, 2000, leaving Plaintiff™ feeli
being wvictimized by the assailants derelict 1in the
performance of their duty.

Plaintiff further alleges that Sugar Land ed~as Judge and
right to

Jury without even hearing the facts and further denis

have the assailants answer charges before a tribunal.




B.

laintiff further alleges that based on the friendly demeanor of the
.th the assailants, and the fact that the officers spent nearly two

an 1maginary accident 1in which the damages were
to $50.00, that one or more of the assailants were known
he-Sugar Land Police Officers. And that the officers
.{;;hthe assallants, and engaged in Jjoking and laughing
with the asdg, 2lding them from the possibility of prosecution for

the unlawful ac

of October 26, 20006

assaillants by allowing them to leave ithout Plaintiff’s knowledge
that absolutely no information had bee ined from assailants throughout

the entirety of the nearly two hour

XIX

Plaintiff made good faith effort, in ever i1 ble to describe the

events of the evening of October 26, 2000. As \mentfoned lier herein,

Plaintiff was told to stop attempting to assert h reg against the

assailants, or else. Thereby, leaving Plaintiff feelirig at from

entirety of the process that the officers might leave the sce

assallants did, or cause the Plaintiff some other harm.




XV.

Sipe and Sergeant Schultz, Plaintiff has no idea as to
assailants who threatened Plaintiff. Plaintiff is left
to re-live the night of October 26, 2000, over and

for some reason, the officers from which Plaintiff

sought help relieved to see, treated her with disdain and

indifference. ii:}

Plaintiff is afraid to drive.

|i Sugar Land Police Department. Plaint] is tired and overtaxed from trying

|

to understand why these officers | ent to Plaintiff.

By their actions in refusing to ta¥

\
facts and record the identity of the assaila teating Plaintiff with

|] such disdain in the presence of the assailard
advocated the behavior of the assailant, thereby 1] ' 3ailant feel free
s towards

of any consequence, comfortable enough to make obe

It Plaintiff while officers were still on the scene.

Plaintiff alleges that because of the assailants’

{organization: the driver waiting in the mini-van; the seconc

” -10-




{

ting himself on the opposite side of Plaintiff’s vehicle, apparently to
laintiff at the other side if Plaintiff attempted to exit via the
side door; the way the first assailant was able to create an
or his actions upon the Plaintiff gaining assistance from
the assailant’s level of rage towards the Plaintiff,
Fgar that this was not a random attack, but that

9

Plaintiff Towed and/or watched by assailants for sometime prior

to the atta

Plaintiff £ ajes that because of the assailant being able to
witness Plaintiff’s der further distress by members of law

enforcement, the enti

assailant and thus the

with no other reasonable alternative but~to =) ¢ and seek to feel safe
again.
B.
To Plaintiff’s detriment, Plaintiff relied upc S hand Police

to be diligent, fair and thorough in the performance

Defendants’ actions have left Plaintiff with no other optid

-11-
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|was 1in the performance of his duties as a po

1 Sugar Land at that time.

%members

- n — -t

AT,

indonment of the performance of duty by Law Enforcement Officers will not

C.

ar Land Police Department has acknowledged to Plaintiff
Acer Jones, Officer Sipe and Sergeant Schultz are

Sugar Land Police Force, and were on duty on the

The City of

The City of Sugar Land Po

Plaintiff that Sergeant Schultz t:::-r that answered Plaintiff’s

the assallants while they were still on the that Sergeant Schultz

with the City of

The City of Sugar Land has refused to provide plain
name and badge number ©0f the defendants: Officer Jones,
Sergeant Schultz. The defendants are police officers with/ t

Sugar Land Police Department, and the City of Sugar Land is responsi

-1 2~




actions taken by the defendants, as described herein, on the evenling of

pber| 26, 2000,

AVIII.

apeats and re-alleges allegations in Paragraphs I through

To da has sustained at least §$1 in actual damages, and

‘therein.

i

¥

[

:

%% Plaintiff prays that in additi -he aforementioned recovery,
|

iiPlaintiff is entitled to recover afnount for any such attorney’'s

3

2

i!services, as fixed by the Court, with the preparaticn, trail
}

¥

(i and appeal of this action.

|

|

/|

i

i; WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that the Def¢

iganswer, and that on final trail, Plaintiff be grz

[

¥

|

;! 1i. Judgment against defendants for ac

H _

1 the Plaintiff.

-

]

i 2 Judgment against the defendants for punitiv

1

3 A further Jjudgment against the defendants fo
i1

ﬁ excess of the minimum jurisdictional limits of t
K

1

-1 3~
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A Jjudgment against the defendants for the initial costs

associated with the relocating of Plaintiff’s family.

: Costs of Suit.
Pre-Judgment Interest
st-Judgment Interest
ther and further relief to which plaintiff may be
; entitled.
T
TN FUBMITTED,
ii:::::ji?E::} ol 4‘!';edinger

For Plaintiff

12100 HWY © SO
UNIT o204

SUGAR LAND TX 77478
(281) 54¢-6765

28 WY SRVl I
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P. 0. Box 2435
Bellaire, TX 77402-2435

(281) 546-6765

@:MENDED PETITION
; nd Amended Petitions to the Defendants: City of Sugar

Schuliz, per your ‘Civil Fee Schedule'.

Petiion and (4) copies of the original Amended Petition.
and stamp the copies to show that original is on file with your

h-he second amended petitions and the copy to Christopher
efendants via certified mei

pLE&SE Cawe COMEN Qébna

Calleo) tm (-300(




