NO. 19631

IN THE COUNTY CIVIL COQURT

f@m SCHOEDINGER

Plaintiff, AT LAW NUMBER 9

FORT BEND COUNTY, T E X A S

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
}
)
)
)

Mﬁ@\-mm AMENDED PETITION

ITO THE HONORABLE JUDGE g;}f; =

|
.! COMES NOW, MARGIE

Plaiptiff, in the above styled and

numbered cause, with respect, submittirig Plaintiff’s First Amended Petition,

and shows the court the following

Plaintiff 1s a resident of Fort Bend exas. Defendants are

Police Qfficers under the commission of the r Land and may be
| served with process at: City of Sugar Land, C Sugar Land City

Hall, 10405 Corporate Drive, Sugar Land, TX 77478.

1I.
On the evening of October 26, 2000, Plaintiff was dxi alone
after a shopping trip. Upon stopping at the red light at the 1iry 3 g;}un of

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




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

geat of the vehicle, a blue mini-van which had pulled up to the
aintiff, and began screaming obscenities and pounding
lde window with raised fists. Assailant threatened

violence, and held Plaintiff in terror under non-stop

att the light, to the la ighway. Plaintiff advised assailant

that the Trooper was nearby ad noticed her efforts to get help. At

which point assailant stated that he, the agsaiiant, would advise the Trooper

that Plaintiff had hit the mini-van.

III.
As Trooper exited his vehicle and walked acros Plaintiff
noticed that assailant had moved to the back of her was 1in the
process of concealing what looked like a switch blade 1n.- . of his

pants.




|| intentions, Plaintiff exited her vehicle

salid mini-van in which the assailant was a passenger,

At this point, the driver of the mini-van got out and both the driver
mini-van and the first assailant began to walk rapidly, back and
ang the back of Plaintiff’s wvehicle. After spotting an old gash on

the driver of the mini-van stated, “Here, Here’s

IV.
Once that Trooper was making the turn to come to the
scene, Plaintif| @d her vehicle and stood by the driver side
door with 1t open;
out at the back of At the same time, Plaintiff noticed that
the second assaillant, attempting to conceal himself in the

back seat of the mini-van.
As the first assailant and

going to c¢laim had been done to

manufactured tale the first assailant h
V.
After this, assailant made the false assert

this Petition, to the Texas State Trooper, however,

other direct poke into the glass, The Trooper also pointed ou




lofficers. BAs soon as Plaintiff began to speak, the officer

tiff’s bumper had dust on its entirety, and that because of the height
f}fer nce between the mini-van and the Plaintiff’s Explorer would have

Plaintiff’s bumper to rub across the mini-van and cause paint

VI.
Trnﬂper that Plaintiff felt assailant was going to
ner, and that assailant did not make the asserticn
Tr was spotted. Plaintiff pointed out the
low in the back seat of the mini-van. Plaintiff
ooper of what had occurred, but Sugar Land

iff to return to car and explain the

isdiction.

The Sugar Land Officers arrht arate units, both having no
nametags and having their badges covered ] . After taking some

time in their cars, then conversing wi the Officers began

walking towards the scene.

Vilil.

Plaintiff got out of her vehicle and walk




{| they, the Sugar Land Police, were there to do was investigate an ¢

back to her vehicle and cried briefly, waiting in her
Sugar Land Officers talked and laughed with the

assallantis

‘\/;) IX.

After notic aintiff had gotten into her vehicle, the second

Sugar Land Officer iniff's vehicle and stated that he was ready
to hear about the alntiff asserted that there was no

accident, officer laughed vanpc “Often times certain drivers

interrupt the Plaintiff, telling Plaintiff mistaken, confused or

over-reacting. These are the descriptive words er chose to use.

X.
At some point, the first officer joined

Plaintiff’s wvehicle, Plaintiff then stated firmly tha




=

|
|

Plaintiff asked the officer if they were refusing Plaintiff’s

?yla nt. In response, the first officer stated that they had the

XI.
At ;;aintiff said, “I want to know who this man is that

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

t, so that 1i1f he does something to me, at

did it.”

you two won't

least my family w

Hen went back to one of the units and

talked for a short while police radjo. At this point, officer one

asked for Plaintiff’s insurance and dtriver’s “license. Officer questioned

Plaintiff about the address on 4 ' g driver’s license and asked how

ime, which allows the
use of a P.Q. Box address. The Qfficer then
Plaintiff’s wvehicle and wait right there, then
and spoke with the other officer briefly.

When the officers returned to Plaintiff’s vehicle’ stated

that he would drive up to the highway and see if there was

highway.




A0

At this point, Plaintiff noticed that the first assailant, now sitting

ﬁ}the front passenger seat of the mini-van, was bouncing up and down. When
Plain&d ooked over, assailant shoved his hand down the front of his pants

1 fting his chin up and down at the Plaintiff.

ne’s return, he joined the other officer again and they
;a

spoke wit r a moment.

The offic u@ toc the mini-van. The officers and the

assallants spoke bther briefly in a huddle. The first assailant
was now smoking a cig aughing while he and the other assallants
talked with the officer shook hands with the assailants, and
mini-van drove off. Expecting

that the officer’s had taken the asse nformation, Jjust as they had

Plaintiff made one more attempt to tel

the first officer interrupted Plaintiff,

say he talked about your Blackness.”
At that point Plaintiff got in her vehicle and drc:u
q




XII.

ékiﬁ mmediately, upon arriving home, Plaintiff contacted the Sugar Land

QPD
=

Sergeant” S r at’ the Sugar Land Police Department, and was offered no help

Pepartment and asked to speak with a supervisor, hoping that the

still be 1located on the road. Plaintiff spoke with

Serge sjpared Plaintiff’s plight to his wife’s personality

when complaining

II.

V ION-OF CONSTI JONAL RIGHTS

Plaintiff alleges that by ref accept Plaintiff’s incident

report, or even hear Plaintiff’'s:acc incident, Officer Jones and

Officer Sipe violated Plaintiff’s rights xr—The Equal Protection Clause of

I While this assailant threatened Plaintif imaginable, and

made sure to let Plaintiff know the matter did nd he evening of

October 26, 2000, leaving Plaintiff feeling completely the Sugar

Land Police Department refused Plaintiff’s right to havs accovints of

be

being victimized by the assailants recorded and was denied

protected from the assailants’ threats by Sugar Land Police. {:}




Plaintiff further alleges that Sugar Land Police acted as judge and

i@( without ewen hearing the facts and further denied Plaintiff’s right to

ha assaillants answer charges before a tribunal.

B.

alleges that based on the friendly demeanor of the
officers * al'lants, and the fact that the officers spent nearly two
hours inves imaginary accident in which the damages were
approximately $1 Qijﬁhat one or more of the assailants were known
to one or both o Land Police Officers. And that the officers
acted as protectorat and engaged in Jjoking and laughing
with the assailants, s the possibility of prosecution for
the unlawful acts that they. - inst the Plaintiff on the evening
of October 26, 2000.

And in the end, when Plaintif ould use the accident report
to follow up at the District Attorney’s ficers further shielded the
thout, Plaintiff’s knowledge

assailants by allowing them to leave the

that absolutely nc information had been obtalingd £ asgailants throughout

the entirety of the nearly two hour process.

XIV.

Discrimination

Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges allegations in Paragt

XII.




Plaintiff further alleges that both gender bias and/or racial biases
rthering cause of the officers’ indifference to Plaintiff’s plight.

ce to Plaintiff’s ‘Blackness’ and comparing Plaintiff’s efforts to
tioned earlier, herein.

XV.

faith effort, in every way possible to describe the

Oc 26, 2000, As mentioned earllier herein,

| Plaintiff was tolcd attempting to assert her charges against the

|lassailants, or else. aving Plaintiff feeling under threat from
aintiff was in fear throughout the

entirety of the process t ight leave the scene before the

!
:

lassailants did, or cause the Plaintiff

Plaintiff further alleges that b

LR
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fiff has no idea as to

—h ey

'*Police Officers Jones, Sipe and Sergeant

e
i, - LT Tl —

‘the identity of the assailants who threatened Plaintiff is left

26, 2000, over and

with no other option but to re-live the night
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- Ay, e ey, g -,

over again, realizing that for some reason, the officey rich Plaintiff

fsmught help, and felt relieved to see, treated . 1 sdain and

lgfre. Lmm— o,

i indifference.
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I

lalternate reason for his actions upon the Plail

|to the attack.

XVII.

ﬁii:i:::} laintiff is afraid to go outside, Plaintiff is afraid to drive.

is in fear for her life. Plaintiff is afraid of retaliation by the

Department. Plaintiff is tired and overtaxed from trying

ese officers were so indifferent to Plaintiff.

XVIII.
By th refusing to take down Plaintiff’s account of the
facts and recorf
advocated the behavig F 1 tailant,

thereby making assailant feel free

to make obscene gestures towards

Plaintiff alleges that the assailants’ level of

organization: the driver waiting i-van; the second assailant
secreting himself on the opposite side dtiff’s wvehicle, apparently to
catch Plaintiff at the other side if P eyprted to exit via the

passenger side door; the way the first asgE

the State Trooper; and, the assailant’s level of

leaves Plaintiff in fear that fthis was not a r

Plaintiff had been followed and/or watched by assailants

el




Plaintiff further alleges that because of the assailant being able to
:ifﬁpes Plaintiff’s being put under further distress by members of law
the entire encounter was made even more thrilling for the
1s the assailant will feel even more comfortable about

again to cause Plaintiff further harm.

A.

By red sregoing, Plaintiff is in fear for her life and left

with no other

again.

To Plaintiff’s detri aintiff relied upon the Sugar Land Police

to be diligent, fair and thorough

| that Defendants: Officer Jones, Qfficer Sipe and Sergeant

Defendants’ actions have left P{ainti th /no other option but to seek
relief within the courts to prescribe e
treatment of citizens by Law Enforcement wtfi:gbt be tolerated and to insure
that the messages is sent that officers
effectively deny any citizen their right unde
to file a complaint and have the outcome of tha

or jury.

_12_




] Sugar Land Police Department, and the City of

rs of the City of Sugar Land Police Force, and were on duty on the

Officer Jones, Officer Sipe were the two officers that
answer Plaintiff’s call for help on the evening of

were in the performance of their duties as Police

The City o and Police Department further acknowledged tTO
Plaintiff that Serg . is the officer that answered Plaintiff’s
Police Department for help in locating

the assalilants while they weft road, and that Sergeant Schultz

name and badge number of the defendants g snes, Officer Sipe and

Sergeant Schultz. The defendants are pg ters with the City of

the actions taken by the defendants, as describec

October 26, 2000.

-13-=




XIX.

laintiff repeats and re-alleges allegations in Paragraphs I through

ntiff has sustained at least 81 in actual damages, and
in the amount of $50,000.00 for the emotional
of security and loss of peace of mind that Plaintiff

has suffered of the actions taken by defendants as described

herein. iii}

The Defendant’ endr as, described in this petition was in gross

violation of Plaintiff’s access and protection under the law,

resulting 1in Plaintiff’s and Jjustifies an award of exemplary

services, as fixed by the Court, in cons he preparation, trail

and appeal of this action.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that the Defendani % | to appear and

1. Judgment against defendants for actual
the Plaintiff.

2. Judgment against the defendants for punitive damage.

-14-




A further judgment against the defendants for damages 1in
excess of the minimum jurisdictional limits of the Court.

A Jjudgment against the defendants for the initial costs

. ssociated with the relocating of Plaintiff’s family.
: osts of Suit.
—Jizggment Interest

7"

(S

c-Judgment Interest

er and further relief to which plaintiff may be

= ¥
ustly ¢ ti.

For Plaintiff

12100 HWY 6 SO
UNIT 6204

SUGAR ILAND TX 77478
{281) 546-6765
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P.O. Box 2435
Beliaire, TX 77402-2435

(281) 546-6765

.

ENDED PETTION — ADDITIONAL COPIES

| should be recewving back (4) four citations ari (4) copies <
Crty of Suggs Lamd, Officer Jones, Officer Sipe and-S&

Please retumn the (4) citations, the (5) copies of the A

service to me Iin the self-addressed, post paid envelope ‘whi
will be serving the defendants via certified mail.

|
|




= P O. Beox 24356
Boftalre. TX 77402-2436

1281) 546-6785




— P. Q. Box 2435
Schoedingers Bobuire. TX 77402-2435

(281) 546-6765

1) AMENRED PETITION

four citations for the Amended Petitions to the Defendants:
fficer Sipe and Sergeant Schuttz, per your ‘Civil Fee Schedule’.

ed Petition and (1) copy of the original Amended Peutlon
Please keep the orniginal for n-the copy to show that orginal is on file with your

office, for my records.

the copy of the request for service o
> serving the defendants via certified




