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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE WESTERN DISTRICT OF NORTH CAROLINA 

CHARLOTTE DIVISION 

G.S., a minor by and through her par-
ents and natural guardians, STEVEN & 
KRISTIN STOUT, 

Plaintiff, 
v. 

CHARLOTTE-MECKLENBURG BOARD OF 
EDUCATION,  

Defendant. 

Case No:  

VERIFIED COMPLAINT 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

PLAINTIFF’S VERIFIED COMPLAINT 

Plaintiff G.S., a minor, by and through her parents and next friends, Mr. and Mrs. 

Stout, by and through counsel, and for her Verified Complaint against Defendant, 

hereby states as follows: 

INTRODUCTION 

1. In A Tale of Two Cities, Charles Dickens began by contrasting how two dif-

ferent communities reacted to the same cataclysmic event—the French Revolution. 

G.S. and her family have experienced something similar, as they witnessed starkly 

different reactions to the horrific assassination of Charlie Kirk. 

2. For G.S., the assassination of Charlie Kirk was horrifying, as she admired 

his boldness in advocating for and defending his Christian beliefs in the public square 

and his desire to engage those who disagreed with him in civil conversation.  

3. In a desire to emulate Charlie Kirk’s boldness for his faith, G.S. wanted to 

remind her classmates, friends, and others in the Ardrey Kell High School community 

that Charlie Kirk had received and was enjoying eternal life with his Savior, Jesus 

Christ, and to create a space where students could memorialize him. 

4. After receiving permission from school officials to paint the Ardrey Kell High 

School spirit rock with a patriotic message related to Charlie Kirk, that’s exactly what 

G.S. and two friends did. They painted the spirit rock with a heart, a United States 
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flag, the message “Freedom 1776,” and a tribute to Charlie Kirk: “Live Like Kirk—

John 11:25.” Then they placed flowers in a vase at the base of the spirit rock. 

5. For Defendant and its officials, the reaction to Charlie Kirk’s assassination 

was quite different.  

6. Some—including members of Defendant Charlotte-Mecklenburg Board of 

Education—used the assassination of Charlie Kirk as an opportunity to air their 

grievances against him, often by taking his statements out of context and misrepre-

senting them. For example, one member of the Defendant Charlotte-Mecklenburg 

Board of Education at the time posted this publicly on social media:  

She and other people of like mind made it quite clear that they did not respect him 

or mourn his assassination.  
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7.  This reaction set the tone for other District officials. Within hours after G.S. 

and her friends finished painting the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock, Defendant’s 

officials ordered her tribute to Charlie Kirk censored and painted over it.  

8. The next day, Defendant’s officials publicly accused G.S. of a crime and a 

student conduct violation (vandalism), contacted law enforcement, and began cooper-

ating with the criminal investigation.  

9. The day after that, the Monday (and first school day) after G.S. painted the 

spirit rock, Defendant’s officials called her out of class, forced her to write out a state-

ment summarizing her rock-painting efforts, and forced her to edit that statement to 

include details they believed to be important. And they did this without first advising 

G.S. of her constitutional rights in any criminal proceeding, including the right to 

remain silent and the right to have legal counsel. 

10. Later that same day, Defendant’s officials called G.S. out of class again to 

interrogate her again about the statement they forced her to write. And they also 

forced her to reveal data from her cell phone, without first obtaining consent from her 

parents and again without advising G.S. of her constitutional rights in any criminal 

proceeding.  

11.  The next evening, Defendant unveiled its Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code, 

restricting student expression on the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock. Under the 

Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code, students could no longer express “political” or “re-

ligious messages” on the spirit rock, including any “religious, [sic] and/or political 

statements/symbols.”  

12. Under the Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code, Defendant and its officials have 

unbridled discretion to restrict student expression, as they require all student mes-

sages on the spirit rock to “reflect positive school spirit and uphold inclusive values,” 

to express “school-spirit and good news,” and to be in “good taste”—without defining 

these terms in any way.  
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13. Within three days, Defendant and its officials knew that G.S. had not en-

gaged in vandalism and quietly closed the criminal investigation against her. But 

they steadfastly refused to clear her name publicly, despite publicly accusing her of a 

crime before any investigation occurred and despite repeated entreaties from her par-

ents (including entreaties to Defendant itself). Instead, they issued false public state-

ments, claiming they had never investigated her for anything.  

14. G.S. and her family fully recognize that not everyone shares their admiration 

for Charlie Kirk, but they also recognize that G.S. has the constitutionally protected 

right to express her views in a forum Defendant’s officials created for student expres-

sion without those officials censoring her speech, launching bogus criminal investi-

gations against her because of her speech with the obvious effect of chilling her and 

others from engaging in similar speech in the future, and imposing new viewpoint-

based policies to restrict her speech in the future.  

15. Defendant and its officials unconstitutionally censored G.S.’s speech that the 

First Amendment protects, retaliated against her for exercising her First Amend-

ment rights, adopted new policies that violate her First Amendment rights, violated 

the unconstitutional conditions doctrine, ignored her Fourth and Fifth Amendment 

rights, and deprived her of due process and equal protection of the laws.  

JURISDICTION & VENUE 

16. This civil rights action raises federal questions under the United States Con-

stitution, particularly the First and Fourteenth Amendments, and the Civil Rights 

Act of 1871, 42 U.S.C. § 1983. 

17. This Court has original jurisdiction over these federal claims pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1343. 

18. This Court has authority to award the requested damages pursuant to 28 

U.S.C. § 1343; the requested declaratory relief pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201–02; the 

requested injunctive relief pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1343 and FED. R. CIV. P. 65; and 
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costs and attorneys’ fees under 42 U.S.C. § 1988. 

19. Venue is proper in this district and division pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) 

because Defendant resides in this district and division and all of the acts described 

in this Complaint occurred in this district and division. 

PLAINTIFF 

20. G.S., a minor, is a junior at Ardrey Kell High School and, at all times relevant 

to this Complaint, a resident of Mecklenburg County, North Carolina. 

21. Steven and Kristin Stout are G.S.’s parents and natural guardians and, at 

all times relevant to this Complaint, residents of Mecklenburg County, North Caro-

lina. 

22. G.S. is a Christian and desires to share her religious views and faith-based 

views on issues of the day with her schoolmates. 

23. Pursuant to her sincerely held religious beliefs, G.S. desires to express pub-

licly positive and uplifting messages, like those that she painted on her school’s spirit 

rock and that Defendant both censored and now bars her from expressing there. 

DEFENDANT & ITS OFFICIALS 

24. Defendant Charlotte-Mecklenburg Board of Education (Board) is the govern-

ing entity of the Charlotte-Mecklenburg School District (a.k.a., Charlotte-Mecklen-

burg Schools or District). N.C. Gen. Stat. § 115C-40; accord CHARLOTTE-MECKLEN-

BURG BD. OF EDUC. OPERATING PROCS. MANUAL § 1.1, a true, accurate, and complete 

copy of which is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 1.   

25. The District is not a separate organization from Defendant and has no legal 

authority apart from that of Defendant. Ex. 1 § 1.1 n.1.  

26. Defendant is also established, organized, and authorized to operate as a po-

litical subdivision of North Carolina. N.C. Gen. Stat. § 115C-40. 

27. As a political subdivision, Defendant has the capacity to sue and be sued. 

N.C. Gen. Stat. § 115C-40. 
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28. Defendant is charged, inter alia, with the administration, operation, and su-

pervision of all schools within the District, including Ardrey Kell High School. N.C. 

Gen. Stat. §§ 115C-36, 115C-40; Ex. 1 § 4.1. 

29. Defendant is charged with formulating, adopting, implementing, and enforc-

ing its policies, including the policies challenged here. N.C. Gen. Stat. §§ 115C-36, 

115C-40; accord Board Policy B-BPP, a true, accurate, and complete copy of which is 

attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 2.  

30. Defendant is responsible for enacting and enforcing policies and practices re-

lated to student expression, including those challenged herein. N.C. Gen. Stat. §§ 

115C-36; 115C-40; 115-47(1), (4); Ex. 1 §§ 4.1–4.2. 

31. North Carolina statutes specifically empower Defendant to establish policies 

for the selection and implementation of discipline and student management on Dis-

trict campuses, including Ardrey Kell High School. N.C. Gen. Stat. §§ 115C-36; 115C-

40; 115-47(1), (4); accord Board Policy B-DTY, a true, accurate, and complete copy of 

which is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 3; Board Policy B-SUPT, a true accu-

rate, and complete copy of which is attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 4.  

32. North Carolina statutes empower Defendant to select a superintendent, to 

define the superintendent’s duties, and to remove a superintendent. N.C. Gen. Stat. 

§ 115C-47(13), (15), (16); accord Ex. 3 at 1; Ex. 4 at 1–2. 

33. North Carolina statutes empower Defendant to employ assistant superinten-

dents. N.C. Gen. Stat. § 115-47(17). 

34. Defendant has designated the superintendent as the individual responsible 

for implementing its policy in the daily operations of the District, for serving as its 

chief executive officer, and for the organization and administration of the District. 

Ex. 4 at 1–2. 

35. Defendant has delegated broad authority to all District employees to ensure 

“the proper conduct and control of students while under the legal supervision of the 
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school.” Ex. 4 at 3; accord Ex. 1 §§ 4.1–4.2.  

36. Defendant has delegated to the superintendent broad authority to create and 

implement policies and procedures “to carry out discipline in accordance with Board 

Policies and the general statutes of North Carolina.” Ex. 4 at 3; accord Ex. 2 at 1; Ex. 

1 §§ 4.1–4.2. 

37. Defendant has delegated to the superintendent the authority to implement 

the decisions of the school board, which includes broad power to manage and delegate 

student disciplinary matters to assistant superintendents, school police officials, and 

school principals, among others. Ex. 1 §§ 4.1–4.2.  

38. Defendant retains broad supervisory authority over the superintendent, the 

assistant superintendents, school police officials, the principal of each school in the 

District, and all other staff in the District. Ex. 1 § 4.1. 

39. Defendant was and is aware of the enforcement of certain District policies—

including the District’s Unwritten Spirit Rock Speech Code, Vandalism Policy, and 

Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code—and their application to student speech. 

40. Defendant was and is aware that District officials enforced their Unwritten 

Spirit Rock Speech Code and Vandalism Policy against G.S. when they painted over 

her message on the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock and then publicly accused her 

of a crime.  

41. Defendant is and was aware that District officials adopted their Revised 

Spirit Rock Speech Code, which will prevent G.S. from expressing similar messages 

on the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock in the future. 

42. District officials acted pursuant to Defendant’s policy in promulgating and 

enforcing their Unwritten Spirit Rock Speech Code and Vandalism Policy against G.S.  

43. District officials acted pursuant to Defendant’s policy in promulgating and 

enforcing their Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code against G.S. 
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44. Defendant has ratified and implemented the application of the District’s Un-

written Spirit Rock Speech Code and Vandalism Policy against G.S. 

45. Defendant has ratified and implemented the Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code 

adopted and enforced by District officials.  

46. Defendant is ultimately responsible for the implementation and enforcement 

of all school and District policies by District officials.  

47. Ms. Crystal L. Hill is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, super-

intendent of Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools.  

48. Ms. Hill, as a policy maker with policy-making authority delegated to her 

from Defendant, is responsible for enacting, implementing, and enforcing District pol-

icies and their application to student speech. 

49. Ms. Hill is responsible for the administration, interpretation, and oversight 

of certain District policies—including the District’s Unwritten Spirit Rock Speech 

Code, Vandalism Policy, and Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code—and their application 

to student speech. 

50. Ms. Hill enforced the District’s Unwritten Spirit Rock Speech Code and Van-

dalism Policy against G.S. when she approved Ms. Nichol’s decision to accuse G.S. 

publicly of violating District policy and of committing a crime.  

51. Ms. Hill oversees all District employees, other than Defendant, and all Dis-

trict offices, including all offices and officials identified here (aside from the Board).  

52. Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Office of Staff & Community Engagement 

serves Ms. Hill and all District schools and departments. 

53. Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Office of Staff & Community Engagement 

oversees Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Customer & Administrative Services.  

54. Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Communications Office serves as the Dis-

trict’s mouthpiece, controlling communications both within the District and to the 

public at large. 
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55. Ms. Ingrid Medlock is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, the 

Chief of Staff & Community Engagement for Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools. 

56. Ms. Medlock oversees Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Office of Staff & Com-

munity Engagement and all personnel that work in that office. 

57. Ms. Medlock is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, the Interim 

Chief Communications Officer for the District.  

58. Ms. Medlock oversees Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Communications Office. 

59. Ms. Medlock reports to Ms. Hill.  

60. Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Customer & Administrative Services Office 

focuses on delivering support and guidance for District families, among other duties. 

61. Ms. Tasha Hall-Powell (Tyrelle) is, and was at all times relevant to this Com-

plaint, the Executive Director of Customer and Administrative Services for the District. 

62. Ms. Hall-Powell (Tyrelle) oversees Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Customer 

& Administrative Services Office and all personnel that work in that office. 

63. Ms. Hall-Powell (Tyrelle) reports to Ms. Medlock. 

64. Ms. Hill, Ms. Medlock, and Ms. Hall-Powell (Tyrelle) created and promul-

gated Defendant’s Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code.  

65. Mr. Ronnye Boone is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, the 

Executive Director of Internal & Executive Communications for the District. 

66. Mr. Boone reports to Ms. Medlock.  

67. Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Operations Office focuses on ensuring safety 

at all District schools, among other duties. 

68. Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Operations Office oversees the Charlotte-

Mecklenburg Schools Police Department. 

69. Mr. Timothy Ivey is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, the 

Chief Operations Officer for the District.  

70. Mr. Ivey oversees Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Operations Office and all 

Case 3:25-cv-00971     Document 1     Filed 12/08/25     Page 9 of 66



10 

personnel that work in that office. 

71. Mr. Ivey reports to Ms. Hill. 

72. The Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Police Department is the District’s state-

authorized police agency, providing police and security services to all District cam-

puses, properties, students, and personnel. 

73. Mr. Jonathan Thomas is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, the 

chief of Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Police Department.  

74. Mr. Thomas oversees the Charlotte-Mecklenburg Schools Police Department 

and all personnel that work in that office. 

75. Mr. Thomas reports to Mr. Ivey. 

76. Ms. Melissa Balknight is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, 

Deputy Superintendent for the District. 

77. Ms. Balknight reports to Ms. Hill. 

78. Ms. Christi Bostic is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, the 

Assistant Superintendent for High School Performance Area B for the District. 

79. Ms. Bostic reports to Ms. Balknight.  

80. Ms. Susan Nichols is, and was at all times relevant to this Complaint, the 

Principal of Ardrey Kell High School, a public school in the District and organized 

under the laws of North Carolina.  

81. Ms. Nichols reports to Ms. Bostic. 

82. Ms. Kelly Holden, Ms. Deborah Hitt, and Ms. Catherine Dugan are, and were 

at all times relevant to this Complaint, Assistant Principals at Ardrey Kell High School.  

83. Ms. Holden, Ms. Hitt, and Ms. Dugan report to Ms. Nichols.  

84. Ms. Hill, Mr. Ivey, Mr. Thomas, Ms. Balknight, Ms. Bostic, Ms. Nichols, Ms. 

Holden, Ms. Hitt, and Ms. Dugan, and the offices they represent, are responsible for 

enforcing certain District policies—including the District’s Unwritten Spirit Rock 

Speech Code, Vandalism Policy, and Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code—and applying 
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those policies to student speech, exercising authority Defendant delegated to them. 

85. Ms. Hill, Mr. Ivey, Mr. Thomas, Ms. Balknight, Ms. Bostic, Ms. Nichols, Ms. 

Holden, Ms. Hitt, and Ms. Dugan, and the offices they represent, enforced the Dis-

trict’s Unwritten Spirit Rock Speech Code when they decided to censor G.S.’s message 

on the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock by instructing District employees to paint 

over her message, exercising authority Defendant delegated to them.  

86. Ms. Hill, Mr. Ivey, Mr. Thomas, Ms. Balknight, Ms. Bostic, Ms. Nichols, Ms. 

Holden, Ms. Hitt, and Ms. Dugan, and the offices they represent, enforced the Dis-

trict’s Unwritten Spirit Rock Speech Code and Vandalism Policy against G.S. when 

they publicly accused her of vandalism and of violating the District’s Code of Student 

Conduct after she painted the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock, investigated her 

for the same, and refused to clear her of these charges, exercising authority Defend-

ant delegated to them.  

87. Ms. Hill, Mr. Ivey, Mr. Thomas, Ms. Balknight, Ms. Bostic, Ms. Nichols, Ms. 

Holden, Ms. Hitt, and Ms. Dugan, and the offices they represent, are responsible for 

enforcing Defendant’s Revised Spirit Rock Speech Code at Ardrey Kell High School, 

exercising the authority Defendant delegated to them. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

I. G.S. wanted to share her Christian views with classmates after the as-
sassination of Charlie Kirk. 

88. G.S. is a high school junior currently enrolled at Ardrey Kell High School. 

89. G.S. is a Christian. 

90. As part of her Christian faith, G.S. believes that Jesus loves people and wants 

people to trust in Him to receive salvation. 

91. G.S.’s sincerely held religious beliefs compel her to share her religious beliefs 

and views with her classmates, friends, teachers, and others.  
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92. G.S.’s Christian faith governs the way she thinks about human nature, mar-

riage, gender, sexuality, morality, politics, and social issues, and it causes her to hold 

sincerely-held religious beliefs in these areas.  

93. G.S.’s convictions concerning human nature, the purpose and meaning of life, 

and ethical standards that are to govern human conduct are drawn from the Bible. 

94. For several years, G.S. admired the work of Charlie Kirk, founder of Turning 

Point USA. 

95. G.S. admired Charlie Kirk’s ability to defend his beliefs and values in public 

and to explain those beliefs and values to often hostile audiences. 

96. G.S. primarily admired Charlie Kirk’s boldness and clarity in explaining and 

defending in the public square the fact that Jesus Christ died and rose again to pro-

vide salvation to all people, the truth of the Scriptures, and the fact that obeying the 

Bible’s teachings leads to human flourishing. 

97. G.S. also admired Charlie Kirk’s boldness and clarity in explaining how his 

religious beliefs influence his political views and defending both in the public square.  

98. On September 10, 2025, Charlie Kirk was assassinated at Utah Valley Uni-

versity while participating in an outdoor rally where he engaged people of different 

views, explaining and defending the beliefs and values that he held dear. 

99. G.S. was one of many young people across the country deeply saddened and 

profoundly moved by the assassination of Charlie Kirk. 

100. For G.S., as for many other young people, the assassination of Charlie Kirk 

was heart-breaking. G.S. was distraught after seeing the assassination on social me-

dia as this was the first time she had ever witnessed someone being martyred for his 

faith, his beliefs, and his convictions.  

101. In the days that followed Charlie Kirk’s assassination, G.S. desired to express 

her admiration for him in a message to her classmates. In this way, she wanted to 

model the boldness for her faith that Charlie Kirk personified. She intended for this 
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106. But from her years at Ardrey Kell High School, G.S. knew that students reg-

ularly painted the spirit rock to express a wide variety of messages pursuant to an 

unwritten policy and practice. 

107. G.S. has two older siblings who attended Ardrey Kell High School. 

108. As a result, G.S. has been coming to the Ardrey Kell High School campus for 

more than just the years she has been a student there.  

109. Throughout all her years coming to the Ardrey Kell High School campus, G.S. 

has seen a large number of messages, expressing a wide range of views and perspec-

tives, painted on the school’s spirit rock. 

110. For example, in 2020, students who aligned with Black Lives Matter painted 

the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock to express their personal and political views, 

painting the “black power” fist symbol along with the names of individuals they be-

lieved were the victims of police brutality, as shown below. 

111. Defendant and its officials permitted the students to paint the Ardrey Kell 

High School spirit rock to express a Black Lives Matter message pursuant to their 

policy and practice.  
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118. During the summer of 2025, students painted the Ardrey Kell High School 

spirit rock with the phrase, “United for Jamie,” to express support for the school’s 

recently-dismissed principal, as shown below. 

119. At the beginning of the 2025–26 school year, the Ardrey Kell High School 

spirit rock was painted with a “Welcome Back” message. 

120. Students also painted the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock with, “Let’s Go 

Panthers,” to express support for the National Football League’s Carolina Panthers. 

121. In sum, G.S. knew from years of visiting the Ardrey Kell High School campus 

that students use the spirit rock to express a wide variety of messages—some related 

to school events, but many not, including many political or ideological messages.  

122. In all the years that G.S. has been visiting the Ardrey Kell High School cam-

pus, she had never heard of any student being accused of vandalizing the spirit rock 

simply for painting a message on it.  

123. As a result, G.S., Mr. Stout, and Mrs. Stout decided that G.S. should call the 

school office to find out what fees or restrictions applied to painting the spirit rock so 

that they could either comply with those rules or decide to find a different way to 

express their message about Charlie Kirk.  
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B. School officials placed only one condition on G.S.—one with which 
she complied when she painted her message on the spirit rock. 

124. At approximately 2:28 p.m. on September 12, 2025, G.S. called the front office 

for Ardrey Kell High School and had a brief, approximately 44-second phone call with 

a female school employee. The records pertaining to this phone call, taken from G.S.’s 

cell phone, are attached to this Complaint as Exhibit 5.  

125. During this conversation, G.S. asked if the school charged a fee for students 

who wanted to paint the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock. 

126. The school official told G.S. that there was no fee for painting the Ardrey Kell 

High School spirit rock. 

127. The school official told G.S. that she could paint the Ardrey Kell High School 

spirit rock as long as her message did not violate the school’s policies.  

128. The school official told G.S. that there was only one rule governing student 

expression on the spirit rock. That is, students could not paint anything that included 

any profanity, any political messages (though Defendant’s officials have permitted 

many such messages on the spirit rock), or any vulgarity. 

129. The school official asked G.S. what message G.S. wanted to paint. 

130. G.S. had not yet formulated the precise design she wanted to paint on the 

Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock. 

131. But G.S. explained that she was thinking of “something USA themed” as well 

as “something for Charlie Kirk who recently passed.”  

132. The school official replied: “That would be very nice.”  

133. G.S. then thanked the school official, said goodbye, and ended the call.  

134. Mr. and Mrs. Stout were present with G.S. during this entire phone call and 

heard the entire conversation.  

135. After this call, G.S. naturally concluded that she was free to paint the Ardrey 

Kell High School spirit rock with her desired message, seeing as this school official 

had just authorized her to do so. 
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136. After this, G.S. and her parents purchased the paint needed to create her 

tribute to Charlie Kirk on the Ardrey Kell High School spirit rock.  

137. At about 4:00 p.m. on September 13, 2025, G.S., her parents, and two friends 

who were also Ardrey Kell High School students came to campus and spent about two 

hours painting the spirit rock. 

138. On one side of the spirit rock, they painted a United States flag. On another, 

they painted: “Freedom 1776.” On another, they painted: “Live Like Kirk—John 

11:25.” And on another, they painted a heart. They also painted their first names on 

the rock. Pictures of their expression are below. 

Case 3:25-cv-00971     Document 1     Filed 12/08/25     Page 18 of 66


































































































	Plaintiff’s Verified Complaint
	Introduction
	Jurisdiction & Venue
	Plaintiff



