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PLAINTIFF JABAREE HIGHSMITH
66. Plaintiff JABAREE HIGHSMITH was harassed and

to unreasonable searches and seizures on multiple
by CITY OF OAKLAND Police Officers while he was in West

including by Defendants VAZQUEZ, MABANAG, SIAPNO,

.d/or DOES 1-10, and each of them, individually and/or

concert with one another,

67. One such occasion occurred on or about June 21,

the time, Plaintiff JABAREE HIGHSMITH was in the

f Chestnut Street in Oakland, California, when he was

. by members of the Oakland Police Department, including
SIAPNO, HORNUNG and/or DOES 1-10,

VAZQUEZ, MABANAG,

f them, individually and/or acting in concert with one

68. Although Plaintiff HIGHSMITH had not committed any

there was no reasonable cause to believe that he had,

VAZQUEZ, MABANAG, SIAPNO, HORNUNG and/or DOES 1-10,

f them, individually and/or acting in concert with one
zubjected Plaintiff to excessive force and searched
s vehicle without probable cause.

69. Said Defendants and each of them, individually

:ing in concert with one another, planted drugs and

rarged Plaintiff with possession of cocaine. As a

aintiff was arrested and imprisoned without reasonable
e cause.

70. Plaintiff is further informed and believes and

1lleges that said Defendants, and each of them,

1y and acting in concert with one another, prepared a
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but not limited to, Deil 1dants MABANAG, HORNUNG and/or

, individually and/or acting in concert with one

103. Defendants MABANAG, HORNUNG and/or DOES 1-10, anc

am, initially claimed that Plaintiff was being detainec

cion of being in possession of guns. However,

failed to find any guns in Plaintiff’s possession.
104. Defendants MABANAG, HORNUNG and/or DOES 1-10, anc
em, then falsely claimed that the Plaintiff had drugs.
105.

During the incident, Defendant MABANAG, while in

ce of Defendants HORNUNG and/or DOES 1-10, and each of
ecting Plaintiff to excesgive force, struck Plaintiff
rad with a gun, kicked and/or beat the Plaintiff.
HORNUNG and/or DOES 1-10, and each of them, failed tc
to stop the beating of the Plaintiff taking place in
presence.

106. As a result of the incident, the Plaintiff was
ind imprisoned without reasonable or probable cause.
:iff was eventually released in November 2000 asg a
a successful Habeas Corpus petition.

PLAINTIFF CALVIN EDWARDS

107. On or about February 1, 2000, Plaintiff CALVIN
.8 going up the stairs to his aunt’s home at or about
acArthur Boulevard, Oakland, California. As he walkec

airs, he was approached by CITY OF OAKLA ) Police

DOES 1-10), whom Plaintiff is informed and believes and
lleges was/were (an) officer(s) identified as "The
Said officer(s), individually and/or acting in concert

22
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iFORE, Plaintiffs pray for relief as hereinafter set

SECOND CAUSE QF ACTION
(42 U.S.C. SECTION 1983)
NST CITY OF OAI'" "7'D, DEFENDANT WORD, DOES 1-100)

122. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference and re-allege

ragraphs 1 through 121.

123. As against Defendant CITY OF OAKLAND and/or

WORD and/or DOES 1-100 in his/their capacity as

policy-maker(s) for the CITY OF OAKLAND, the

5, and each of them, further allege that the acts
.ssions alleged in the Complaint herein are indicative
sentative of a repeated course of conduct by members of
OF OAKLAND Police Department tantamount to a custom,
repeated practice of condoning and tacitly encouraging
2 of police authority, and disregard for the
.onal rights of citizens.

124 . Plaintiffs are further informed and believe and
.lege that the acts alleged herein are the direct and
result of the deliberate indifference of Defendants
KLAND, WORD, DOES 1-100, and each of them, to repeated
police misconduct which were tacitly authorized,
1 or condoned by the CITY OF OAKLAND, Defendant WORD,
), and each of them.

125. The injuries to the Plaintiffs, and each of them,
foreseeable and proximate result of said customs,
of Defendant CITY OF

patterns and/or practices

Jefendant WORD and/or DOES 1-100, and each of them.
126. Plaintiffs are further informed and believe and

27



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Case 3:00-cv-04599-WHO Document 1-1 Filed 12/07/00 Page 28 of 34

thereon
the dir
policie
and/or

Departm

upon suc
and 1inj
practice
and eac:
supervis
Oakland
includi:

HORNUNG,

practice
100, ar
Plaintif
the fol:
(a,
police 1
(b,
Process
(c.
selzure:
(d.
(e
and/or ¢

COMPLAIN

™ 4

llege that the dan jes sustained as alleged herein were

't and proximate result of municipal customs and/or
>f deliberate indifference in the training, supervision
scipline of members of the CITY OF OAKLAND Police
c.

127. Plaintiffs are further informed and believe and

information and belief allege that Plaintiffs’ damages

‘les were caused by customs, policies, patterns or

of the CITY OF OAKLAND, Defendant WORD, DOES 1-100,
of them, of deliberate indifference in the training,

on and/or discipline of "The Riders," and/or other

>lice Officers assigned to West Oakland neighborhoods,
, but not limited to,

Defendants VAZQUEZ, MABANAG,

3SIAPNO, DOES 1-100, and/or each of them.

128. The aforementioned customg, policies or

of Defendant CITY OF OAKLAND, Defendant WORD, DOES 1-
each of them, vresulted in the deprivation of

3/ constitutional rights including, but not limited to,

ving:

the right to be free from excessive and unnecessary

> of force;

the right not to be deprived of liberty without Due

E Law;

the right to be free from unreasonable searches and/oxr

the right to be free from pre-trial punishment;
the right to be free from discrimination based on race
1der; and/or
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VY -’

tl Equal Protection of the Law.

129. Said rights are substantive guarantees under the

1d/or Fourteenth Amendments to the United State
ion.
iFORE, Plaintiffs pray for relief as hereinafter set

(42 U.S5.C. SECLIION LYB3)
AINST DEFENDANTS WORD, HAYTER AND DOES 1-100)

130. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference and re-allege
cagraphs 1 through 129.
131. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and thereon

at high ranking City of Oakland officialg, including

(ing police supervisors, such as Defendant WORD,
HAYTER and/or DOES 1 through 100, knew and/or
7 should have known about the repeated acts of

: by "The Riders" and/or other Oakland Police Officers

to West Oakland neighborhoods, including, but not

>, repeated acts of misconduct by Defendants VAZQUEZ,

3TAPNO, HORNUNG, DOES 1-100, and/or each of them.

132. Despite having such notice, Plaintiffs are

and believe and thereon allege that Defendants WORD,

id/or DOES 1-100, and/or each of them, approved,

condoned, encouraged and/or tacitly authorized the

3 pattern and practice of misconduct and/or civil
>lations by said officers.
133. Plaintiffs are further informed and believe and

tllege that at the time of the subject incident,

HAYTER supervised "The Riders," and specifically

29



Case 3:00-cv-04599-WHO Document 1-1 Filed 12/07/00 Page 30 of 34



Case 3:00-cv-04599-WHO Document 1-1 Filed 12/07/00 Page 31 of 34



Case 3:00-cv-04599-WHO Document 1-1 Filed 12/07/00 Page 32 of 34



Case 3:00-cv-04599-WHO Document 1-1 Filed 12/07/00 Page 33 of 34



Case 3:00-cv-04599-WHO Document 1-1 Filed 12/07/00 Page 34 of 34



