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C/O CopWatch

PO Box 27421
Tempe, Arizona
85285
Plaintiff, In Pro Per

In the United States District Court

In and for the District of the State of Arizona

	NORML  – Plaintiff #1

Mike   – Plaintiff #2

Rain   – Plaintiff #3

John   – Plaintiff #4

Models – Plaintiff #5


Plaintiff,


vs.

G Sotomayor     - Defendant #1

City of Phoenix – Defendant #2
              Defendants                                         
	)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)

)
	Case No.: CV ’12 ???? PHX ???

AMENDED COMPLAINT 

(Jury Trial Demanded)


COMES NOW the Plaintiff, Ross, and for his complaint alleges and avers as follows.

I. JURISDICTION AND VENUE
1. This action arises the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution for the United States of America and Article II, §§ 4, 8, 10, 32, and 33 of the Constitution for the State of Arizona, and A.R.S. 13 § 1202.1, 2, 3 and A.R.S. 13 § 1204.2. Jurisdiction is conferred upon the Court under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 and 42 U.S.C. § 1983. Jurisdiction over the state pendant claims is conferred upon the Court under 28 U.S.C. § 1337.

2. Venue is proper in this District Court as the Defendants are believed to reside within this district and all acts alleged occurred within this District

II. PARTIES
3. Plaintiff #1 is NORML which is not a legal entity, corporation, partnership or business, but a group of people that think the “war on drugs” is immoral and unconstitutional and who want to end the insane “drug war” and legalize marijuana.

4. Plaintiff #2 is Mike, a man who was helping in the “photo shoot”.

5. Plaintiff #3 is Rain a woman who was helping in the “photo shoot”.

6. Plaintiff #4 is John a man who was the photographer.

7. Plaintiff #5 is xxx, a woman who was modeling for the “photo shoot”.

8. Defendant #1 is G Sotomayor a man believed to be a resident of the State of Arizona and are further believed to be a Park Ranger with the City of Phoenix who works at Papago Park.

9. Defendant #2 is the city of Phoenix, Arizona, a government entity.

III. GENERAL STATEMENT
10. On Thursday October 4, 2012 shortly after 5:45 p.m., the Plaintiffs where having a “photo shoot” at Hole in the Rock, which is a  mountain in Papago Park. Papago Park is a park operated by Defendant #2, the city of Phoenix.
11. The “photo shoot” was not a “commercial activity” or business activity but simply a way for the Plaintiffs to express their First Amendment rights to raise awareness of the “drug war” in the press and express their First Amendment rights to petition the government for redress of their grievances to what the Plaintiffs consider an insane, immoral, illegal and unconstitutional “drug war”.
12. Plaintiff #4 was shooting the photographs, Plaintiffs #2 and #3 where assisting in the photo shoot, and Plaintiffs #5, #6, and #7 were being models in the photo shoot.

13. At about 6:30 the Plaintiffs were approached by Defendant #1, Phoenix Park Ranger G Sotomayor who told the Plaintiffs that shooting photos in Papago Park was illegal and ordered the Plaintiff #4, John to stop taking photographs.  
IV. FIRST CAUSE OF ACTION
Violation of Rights

14. The Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 13 of this complaint as if fully set forth herein.

15. As is more fully described the Plaintiffs were ordered to stop their photo shoot without reasonable suspicion or probable cause and without due process of law, and the plaintiffs were prevented from using Papago Park for their photo shoot, all in violation of the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution for the United States of America.

V. SECOND CAUSE OF ACTION

False Arrest

16. The Plaintiff incorporates by reference the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 13 of this complaint as if fully set forth herein.

17.  As is more fully described the Plaintiff was falsely detained, arrested, and restrained of his liberty by the Defendants who knew full at the time that they did not have probable cause or reasonable suspicion to arrest the plaintiff for any offense.

WHEREFORE the Plaintiffs respectfully requests that this Court:

A. Proceed with a trial by jury upon issues so triable; and,

B. Award the Plaintiff’s damages of no less than $1,000,000; and

C. Award the Plaintiff’s costs and fees incurred for the prosecution of this action;

D. Award such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED this ?_day of October, 2012
	 
	

	
	


*************
                                    C/O CopWatch

                                        PO Box 27421
                                        Tempe, Arizona
                                        85285
Plaintiff, In Pro Per

 VERIFICATION


I, Ross verify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America, that I am the Plaintiff herein, that I have read the foregoing Complaint, and that the same is true and correct that, based upon my knowledge, information, and belief, it is well-grounded as fact, is warranted by existing law or a good-faith argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law, and is not interposed for any improper purpose. 

Dated October ?, 2012____________
______________________________


   



Ross 
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