ﬁ’w Wks I kave fmd time to tiamlc about how taymg to gam

e aoﬁmne (3 comPhance with the {aw by argumg it with the moron .
cmd his foﬂawers isa waste of' time. When deahng with people
| like rhzs, tt s better to samply enfbrce it and let the ch&ps fall
§ | wkm rhey may. The E‘nd” {sm] (Phinﬁtﬁt’ Exhibit 15) |
s On December 06, 2011, Oﬂieer Thomas Colyott did make this

- s’tatement on his Facebook Nt's mnazing how -th_e _s'ame iafiofs

_thmk they are iawvers They have to Zeam the hard way B@

sarprwe commg’ M [sw]

~In respeme to Oﬂ'icer Colyott's Faoehook status made Eecember._

ﬁth 2011 Washmgbon County Shenﬁ'—comm:smoned eﬂ"mer

. Tcmy Maxwel! d:d ask Ofﬁcer Colyott Are you ma ﬁ,ghtmg

o wath that mess up thgre? 1 went up there in 2007 mta that

ctuster" Esm]

3. Officer Co!yot’t made the fonowmg comments o hzs

-_'f.j.l__nmmhereeh 2011 Facehookmtus ‘Gotwom Somcd.m



54.

55.

56,

rumor mill websites. Ticket sales!”

The following comment waé deigted' sometimé after _ :
Deputy Colyott left it: "Some actually think they own the office, .
gate, mads‘ Cfam_munity center, pooi lakes, et(;;, All they own is
their lot. The deeds at the courthouse state wﬁo the true owner 13 |
Cant isic] fix stupid!” (Plaintiff's Exhibit 10) |
Defendants did use violence, threats and intimidation
while throwi_né the Plaintiffs off their land, and while

threatening and attempting to have Plaintiffs arrested for

: treepass On his Facebook, Officer Colyott did state, “If your

name is not on the deed, you're not the propertyowner and are
subject to being charged with peace disturbance.”

(Plaintiffs Exhibit 14)

A Washington County, Missouri, Sheriff-commissioned officer,

Tony Maxwell; did state on Deputy Colyott’s Facébaok, I you o

need some extra ‘hands on help Just gwe usa cali I may not

. haw a cure for zt but we can help pmzmie a treatmen.t plan

-_-’.{Pmnma' Exhxhxt 16)

- ; ?iamtxffs did ask for all recerds the T«xw Indentum

| ?.f mi:catsa am mﬂabie m pmperty cmwrs. vm Cemﬁeﬁ Maﬁ. -

mﬂ m a M&m mqm to Bebmnh Clum in ti‘w ffic

. -‘-*mv m fmhﬂ to mde_ Plaint




58, During a December 10, 2011 “WLT" open meeting, Officer
Colyott did inform thase in the room; Trustees, “WLT” Attorney
Dave Baylard and property owners present, that property
awners conld be arvested for trewpase while in the Woodland
Lakes subdivimon for as mimple a fiict a8 o trustee does not like
them, further indicating the Prosscuting Attorney and Judge
59, Plaintiffs were denied notices and all remedies of due process
during the transactions that deprived Plaintiffs of their
property, Mmm-mwmm
| their objections.
eo : mxmmumr&awndmmmmwm
u&ammmwmwmm
| thndwdmtﬁwmmbytpm wmm Bectule
__:Plunﬂ&hwdhlthm%hmtomply Piun‘hf&mﬁmad i
: ,_mm‘mamntdmarhianﬁnpmmmm A,
s -'hading goar on Plaintiffs fifth wheel broke, and with high
 winds, mmmmp.rdm wmmm'mek. eonmming _
g % mm %‘!";mmmmms&meh mdim,tonbmdm '




o 61 | ’I‘hmugh the angst of abrupﬂy shuﬂhng one’s life around,

Plamtxﬁ' Dave Campbell did suffer i m;ury to his knee that was 50

g .pamful lenuﬁ' cnuld not apply muscle or we:ght—beanng
| :mwements 8o did ge to the emergency room on November ié
| 2011., Iwhe_re Plaintiff was placed on crutches.
| 62, | On J_anuﬁty-{}é, 2012, Plaintiffs did reasonably‘-attémpt to | |
o receive [P addneﬁses from Defendant Larry Anderson, who

e sﬁmtmabem the Welcome to Woodland forum. (Plaintiﬁs’
 Exhibit 25)

Y On January 10 2012, Mr. Anderson emmledaresponse letterto

| Dave Cmpbell and also blogged it on the Woodland

) forum in spntefaﬂ noncomphance and stating, "Get your éawyer e 0

| busy...I’Zl be waztmg to hear fmm t&e Judggr” |

(Plaintiﬂa Exhibxt 2&)

6. On October 02, 2011, Trustee Cheryl Davis, while in nthe

preaeme of Plamn&’a’ cua’hamers, chd stop Plamtxﬁs in tmﬁc

ot - wh:le passmg hry Plamtlffs’ custmmrs pmperty in tlmr vehxcle,"}'_.; "




67.

called the Woodland Lakes office to complain against Plaintiffs,

| Piain-tiﬂh did vigit Trustee Cheryl Davis at her property in

Woodiand Lakes, that same evening, to provide notification that
if the trusteeship had any problems with Plaintiffs in the future,
they should discuss such matter with Plaintiffs in privacy
because Ms. Davia had discussed embarrassing business,
allegedly about Plaintiffs, while in the presence of Plaintiffs’
customers.

While conversing with Trustee Cheryl Davis, Plaintiffs did learn
from Ms. Davis the person she believed to have spilled sewage
had done so when turning out of the Emerald Lake Dump |
Station, alleging that sewage was on the road in front of the
Emerald Lake Dump Station.

On October 2+, 2011, Plaintiffs moved a fifth wheel camper

from property A to propérty B :ins'ide the development of -

Woodland Lakes, and Plaintiffs did not enter or exit any

bathhouses or dump stations m the development while doing so.

 In Defendants locking Plamtzﬁ'awton@etober% 2011at 9:45
t p‘m., Defendanm 1) harmd Plaintiffs’ reputation mfellaw

s Mwm 2) makmymu&’&udomtoeﬁeythe

T :_fmdmg ofGameSwmoftbe led Sems, 3) iam mﬁ:md




70,

an invasion of defamatory comments on Internet forums; 5)

- strong-armed Plaintiffs into péying anothers’ debts of well over

$1,000.00; 6) did humiliate Plaintiffs by mocking Plaintiffs,
refusing to communicate with Piaiﬁ-tiﬂ's, and denying Plaintiffs

due process; 7) did threaten to arrest Plaintiffs if Plaintiffs did

~ not leave the development of Woodland Lakes; 8) locked

Plaintiffs out from their full-time living quarters without

warning for fabricated chargés, only to harass Plaintiffs, with

prejudice; 9_) took away Plaintiffs’ right and freedom to enjoy

Plaintiffs’ property and amenities thereof.
In Defendants locking Plaintiffs out on November 11, 2011,
Defendants: 1) further harmed Plaintiffs’ personal and

professional reputations; 2) ruin Plaintiffs’ Veterans’ Day '_

celebration; 3) did harm Plaintiffs further by placing Plaintiffs

in fear of their Safety'and_wen;being,_which did cause_?l'aintiffs »

tb'-réseh out {o other’s in aea’rch.of answérs* 4) did 'further-

~ humiliate Plamtxffs on the mnmng of November 12, 2011 as

| ""Piamtiffs appmached the office in search of anawers Defendant'_-f. '.

- ?ii_mamh Clutter and Defendant Chrystal Kallansrud did ﬁle a e

"faiae shsmﬂ’s mpm't agmnﬂt ﬂamttﬂ"a m an attempt to lmve

I Phunhﬁ‘s msted

Waﬁ: imﬁma la-hwr‘s mce to: mmove all lenuﬂ”s personal




74,

73,

ﬁmperty. and vaeate Woodland Lakes, Plaintiffa were forced to
leave behind many personal items, while thousands of dollars
and hun-dmda of hours of investment became wasted, as well as
many lost huilding and property sales. |
Defendants did deprive Plaintiffs of the right to enjoy the fruits
of their Jabor; Plaintiffy’ property. )
Defendants did deprive Plaintiffs of a fond Veterans’ Day,

Thanksgiving, Christmas and New Year in what might be

Plaintiffs last Holiday Season in the Misgouri Ozarks. Holida_ys- '

épent in a small cabin and RV, on land Plaintiffs cut gut of raw |
woods are cherished days for Plaintiffs and Defendants did .dexlty |
Plaintiffs their right to this enjoyment of their property. ' |
The ripple-effect-costs are many. Plaintiffs’ funds to

_pret:ipi’tate 'moving_n}l personal belongings out of storage and |

out of Woodland Lakes in Missouri to Texas are tied up in this

~ cause and/or blocked as a result of Defendgnia- banning

Plaintiffs access to Plaintiffs’ property, which is an extreme

- inconvenience.

Ak 75 . Plamﬁfﬁs' schedule in life has been completeiy cunsmnad by the '. offl _' i s 2o

. : mail c:ous, rq;udlaal and dwturbmg cendmt of Defendams

e _.Inatead of movlng mto a stage of hfe ant.mpated fﬂ!‘ a hfet:me,
o _'._":'.Flmntxﬁ‘s are now in a fnll hme lﬂgal batﬂe to r&sam personal




property and dignity.
76.  Defendants’ malicious and intentional conduct has damaged the

property values in the development of Woodland Lakes. The

County Tax Coilector has, this year, put on the market,

approximately 1,400 (fourteen hundred) Woodland Lakes lots for

$1.00 tone dollar) each.

79.  Plaintiffa have suffered sleeplessness, fright, depression, loss of

appetite and feelings of helplessness since Defendants

acted with malicious intent and complete disregard for the truth
toward Plaintiffs in depriving Plaintiffs their “residence,” which
did place Plaintiffs into positions in which preparation had not
been achieved.

80. Plaintiﬁ‘s’ garden was lost as a result of Defendants’ egregious
conduct. Because Plaintiffs were locked out on the night of
October 28, 2011, Plaintiffs were not able protect the garden.

y 81. Plaintiffs have suffered damage as a result of Defendants’
disruptions. Plaintiffs’ property is where Plaintiffs were staying
| while'. in Missouri. As a result of losing their “home,” |

: ._Plaintiﬂ'"s did rent hotel rooms, incurring additional'expensve in: |

. food and survival items. |
82 Asa resu}t ofDefendants actions, Plaintiffs have lost time,

buﬂdms 333&8, the quahty of the 2011 Hohday Season, aswell as N




suffering pain, and continue to suffer the loss of quality of life.

' .Plaintiﬂ“s are being deprived of property which was improved as,
.t_)r did contain the following: 1) countless hours spent hand-
cutting woods, clearing & burning brush, and picking up rocks of
various sizes, by hand; 2) bobcat work was hired out to cut a

- path for a circle driveway; 3) excavation was done in building a

50’ RV pad pull-off with a tie-wall; 4) a cabin was bought and
delivered, wired and insulated, double-pane vinyl windows
installed and was set and leveled with underground wiring on
three circuits, by Plaintiffs; 5) a 120" (one hundred twenty fobt}
trench was dug 3 (three foot) deep; 6) a 16’ (sixteen foot) utility

pole with a nightlight was added; 7) 200-amp service with an

outdoor outlet; 8) 30-amp RV hookup; 9) 50-amp RV hookup; 10)

“bat house; 11) two ground rods; 12) a large 10’ (ten foot) circle, |
two-foot-high, rock fire-ring; 13) additional nightlight placed by

Crawford County Electric (who continue billing Plaintiffs for 12

= 'mths after new service); 14) tree swing; 15) basketball goal

16} paddleboat, 17)maed8arden 18) water tanks; 19) natural

o rmm-m, M)vmomﬁnmtum 2l}mterml ferthmnheds

(le&ﬁ&’ mb;t 22*24}

i ';Pm:mm hm m, D t-he bemﬁt aﬂm&e m (ch.mm. e



basketball goal; 4) picnic tables; 5) paddle boat; 6) raised garden;
7) barn foundation; 8) barn trusses; 9) lumber for three sheds;
10) the benefits & enjoyment of their land; 11) labor and
investment; 12) quality of life; 13) liberty; and 14) prosperity;

and 15) profits from perspective building and land sales.

(Deprivatmn of Pruperty Without Due Process of Law)

85.  Plaintiffs readopt and reallege Paragraphs 1 through 84 as if

fully set forth herein.

86. In committing the acts complained of herein, Defendants did act
under the color of law in depriving Plaintiffs of certain
constitutionally-protected rights under the Fourt.eenth.
Amendment of the Constitution of the United States, including,

-. but not limited to: a) the right not to be deprived of liberty
without due process of law; b) the right not to be deprived of
pmﬁerty without due process of law; ¢) the right to be free from

~excessive use of force by persons acting under color of law: d) .

| the right tojust compensation for taking of property.
87. In wolanng Plaintiffs’ rights as set forth above Defendants d;d

3 m underthe ooioraﬂaw by 3 . :




