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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Todd Micha-El of the Family Tomasella
Party Aggrieved

VS.

42 US.C. § 654(3) ALONE, SEPARATE 8-19CV- “71-N
AND APART CHILD SUPPORT DIVISION;
42 U.S.C. § 654(3) ALONE, SEPARATE Case No.:
AND APART KAUFMAN COUNTY
SUPPORT CHILD SUPPORT;

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 CONTRACTOR WARREN
KENNETH PAXTON JR;

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 CONTRACTOR KAUFMAN
COUNTY TEXAS

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 CONTRACTOR 86th
DISTRICT COURT;

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 CONTRACTOR RUTH
BLAKE in her Official and Private Capacity;
45 C.F.R. § 75.2 CONTRACTOR CASEY
BLAIR in his Official and Private Capacity;
45 C.F.R. § 75.2 CONTRACTOR RHONDA
HUGHEY in her Official and Private
Capacity;

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 CONTRACTOR BRYAN W.
BEAVERS in his Official and Private
Capacity;

DEFENDANTS

Jury Trial

42 U.S.C. § 1983 COMPLAINT FOR VIOLATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS:
(Non-Prisoner Complaint)

I. THE PARTIES TO THIS COMPLAINT:
A. The Party Aggrieved

Todd Micha-El of the Family Tomasella, the adult male of the hu-man species
with inherent Rights of equal, free, and independent, and possessing
inalienable Rights among which are enjoying and defending his life and
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liberty, acquiring, possessing, protecting property and reputation, and
seeking and obtaining happiness and safety.

1. DEFINITIONS:

(a) Equal: the condition of possessing substantially the same rights, privileges
Immunities. Black’s Law Rev. 4th Ed. p.631.
(b)Free means not subject to the legal constraint of another; unconstrained

having the power to follow the dictates of his own free will. Black's Law Rev. 4th Ed. p.
791.

(c¢) Independent means not dependent; not subject to control, restriction,
modification, or limitation from a given outside source. Black’s Law Rev. 4th Ed. p.911.

B. DEFENDANTS:
Defendant No. 1

42 U.S.C. 654(3) single (alone), and separate (apart/by itself) DIVISION OF
CHILD SUPPORT, in its Individual and Official Capacity. 300 W. 15th Street,
AUSTIN TX, 78701,

Defendant No. 2

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 Contractor KAUFMAN COUNTY CHILD SUPPORT in its
official an individual capacity. 100 W Mulberry St. Kaufman, TX 75142;

Defendant No. 3

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 Contractor WARREN KENNETH PAXTON JR. Director of
the IV-D Franchise in his Individual and Official Capacity. 300 W. 15th
Street, AUSTIN TX, 78701,

Defendant No. 4

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 Contractor KAUFMAN COUNTY in its Individual and
Official Capacity. 209 S. Washington Kaufman, TX 75142;

Defendant No. 5

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 Contractor 86th DISTRICT COURT in its Individual and
Official Capacity. 100 W Mulberry St. Kaufman, TX 75142;

Defendant No. 6

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 contractor RUTH BLAKE her Individual and Official
Capacity. Kaufman County Courthouse 100 W Mulberry St. Kaufman, TX
75142;

Defendant No. 7
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45 C.F.R. § 75.2 contractor CASEY BLAIR his Individual and Official
Capacity. Kaufman County Courthouse 100 W Mulberry St. Kaufman, TX
75142;

Defendant No. 8

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 contractor RHONDA HUGHEY in her Individual and
Official Capacity. 100 W Mulberry St. Kaufman, TX 75142;

Defendant No. 9

45 C.F.R. § 75.2 contractor BRYAN W. BEAVERS in his Individual and
Official Capacity. 1900 US-175, Kaufman, TX 75142.

C. DEFINITIONS

(1). Sec. 231.0011.(a) The Title IV-D agency shall have final approval authority
on any contract or proposal for delivery of Title IV-D services under this section
and in coordination with the federal Office of Child Support Enforcement, the
Texas Judicial Council, the Office of Court Administration of the Texas
Judicial System, and state, county, and local officials;

(a). 45 C.F.R § 302.34 IV-D contract means a mutually binding, legal
relationship obligating each Defendant to provide IV-D services in IV-D cases
and perform other “administrative” duties of the CSD that pertain to IV-D
cases in return for payment by the CSD.

(b). 45 C.F.R. § 75.2 contractor refers to a governmental entity or a public
officer with whom the CSD enters into a IV-D contract.

(¢). Governmental entity includes the following entities; office of attorney
general; a court; a prosecutor or other law enforcement official; a sheriff; a
clerk of court; or any other public or governmental agency or official.

(d). IV-D contractors perform functions of 31 U.S.C. § 6305 or 45 C.F.R §
302.34 contracts under 45 C.F.R § 303.107 (c) terms and conditions that are
inclusive of those contractors procured through purchase-of-service contracts,
as well as other contractual agreements with the federal OCSE and CSD.

D. INDEPENDENT CAPACITY FOR THE CONTRACTOR:

A. The contractor and its agents, employees, and subcontractors did act in
performance of the 31 U.S.C. § 6305 and 45 C.F.R. § 302.34 IV-D contracts
under 45 C.F.R. § 303.107 terms in an independent capacity and not as
officers, employees or agents of the State of Texas or the CSD.

E. F.R.C.P. 17 (a)(3)(b)
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(1). Quoting Sec. 8 Child Support Enforcement Program p.65 the IV-D
program is a [partnership] between the federal government and the states.
Pursuant to F.R.C.P. 17 (a)(3)(b), the capacity to sue or be sued is determined
as follows: (A) a “partnership” or other unincorporated association with no
such capacity under that state’s law may sue or be sued in its common name
to enforce a substantive right existing under the United States Constitution
or laws;

(2). 42 U.S.C. § 2000e (a) The term “person” includes one or more individuals,
governments, governmental agencies, political subdivisions, labor unions,
partnerships, associations, corporations, legal representatives, mutual
companies, joint-stock companies, trusts, unincorporated organizations,
trustees, trustees in cases under title 11, or receivers.

F . RULE 406. HABIT; ROUTINE PRACTICE:

Evidence of the Defendants habits and routine practices may be admitted to
prove that on a particular occasion the wrongdoers acted in accordance with
the habit or routine practice. The court may admit this evidence regardless of
whether it is corroborated or whether there was an eyewitness.

I1. BASIS FOR JURISDICTION:

A. Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 Tomasella may sue the wrongdoers for the
deprivation of any Rights, Privileges, and Immunities secured by the
Constitution and [federal laws]. Any used to refer to one or some of a thing or
number of things, no matter how much or many.

B. This is a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 action for deprivation of Rights under color of
law against 45 C.F.R § 75.2 contractors masquerading as State and local
officials.

III. FEDERAL CONSTITUTIONAL RIGHTS VIOLATIONS:

e S i i ol i

Article I. Section 9 Paragraph 3 infliction of a Bill of Attainder;

First Amendment forced or compelled association;

Fourth Amendment, the Right to be secure and the Right to privacy;

Fifth Amendment, double jeopardy, self-incrimination and due process;
Sixth Amendment denial of a trial by jury and the right to counsel;

Eighth Amendment Cruel and unusual punishment;

Thirteenth Amendment, slavery, involuntary servitude;

Fourteenth Amendment, due process and denial of equal protection of law;

1. OTHER CLAIMS:
FRAUDULENT INDUCEMENT:
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Wrongdoers fraudulently induced Tomasella under Sec. 403 Grants
(a)(5)(C)(1ii)(III), to enter into the terms of a personal responsibility contract.
He was also induced to make a commitment to cooperate in the payment of
IV-D; a commitment to participate in employment or related activities so he
could make regular payments to the wrongdoers; a commitment to
participate in services designed to compel him to obtain and retain
employment and increase his earnings in order to increase wrongdoers
profits; he was also induced under Sec. 466(a) 42 U.S.C. § 666 (a)(15)(AX]) to
have procedures to ensure that “if he” owed past-due support he will work or
have a plan for payment. Wrongdoers obtained the contract by means of
fraud and material misrepresentation, because Tomasella was under no duty
to enter into the contract, which is now the key element supporting his claim
for fraudulent inducement.

PEONAGE:

The holding of Tomasella to service or labor under the system known as
peonage is abolished and forever prohibited in any Territory or State of the
United States; and all acts, laws, resolutions, orders, regulations, or usages of
any Territory or State, which have heretofore established, maintained, or
enforced, or by virtue of which any attempt shall hereafter be made to
establish, maintain, or enforce, directly or indirectly, the voluntary or
involuntary service or labor of Tomasella in liquidation of any debt or
obligation, or otherwise, are declared null and void.

FALSE ARREST:

Wrongdoers did unlawfully physical restraint by Defendants of Tomasella’s
liberty, whether in prison or elsewhere. Gariety v. Fleming, 121 Kan. 42, 245
P. 1054, 1055; Russell v. Levinsohn, 5 N.J. Misc. 765, 138 A. 205; Great
Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co. v. Phillips, 253 Ky. 126, 69 S.W.2d 5.

FALSE IMPRISONMENT:

Wrongdoers did unlawful detain Tomasella, for the lengthy time of 16.5
months whereby he was deprived of his personal liberty. Mahan v. Adam, 144
Md. 355, 124 A. 901, 904. The term is also used as the name of the action
which lies for this species of injury. 3 Bl.Comm. 138; Buttrey v. Wilhite, 208
Ala 573. 94 So. 585; Christ v. McDonald, 152 Or. 494, 52 P.2d 655, 658.

FRAUD:

Wrongdoers did commit fraud in fact, and the essential elements support
Tomasella’s fraud claim because wrongdoers; (1) misrepresented the material
facts that IV-D was for the best interest of children and custodial parents,
and creates a federal right and entitlement to IV-D services, and needy

5
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families with children were the intended beneficiaries of the statute; (2)
wrongdoers knew the misrepresentations were false, because IV-D was only
created to benefit the state treasury; (3) Tomasella justifiably relied on the
misrepresentations; and (4) actual damages and losses was the result from
his reliance in the misrepresentations.

DISSEMINATION OF FALSE ADVERTISEMENTS:

IV-D provision for establishment and enforcement services for both welfare
and non-welfare families requires CSD to publicize frequently, through public
service announcements, the availability of IV-D services. Defendants
deprived Tomasella of his Rights through 15 U.S.C. § 52 by knowingly and
intentionally disseminating false advertisements; (a) It was unlawful for the
CSD to disseminate, and cause to be disseminated, the false advertisements
and did so (1) by United States mails, and various other means for the
purpose of inducing, or which is likely to induce, directly or indirectly the
purchase of IV-D “services; and (2) By any means, for the purpose of
inducing, which was likely to induce, directly or indirectly, the purchase IV-D
services, and (b) The dissemination and the causing to be disseminated the
false advertisement within the provisions of subsection (a) of this section was
an unfair and deceptive act.

COMPELLED USE OF AN SSN:

45 C.F.R. contractors performing under the Social Security Act 42 U.S.C. §
666 (a)(13) compelled the disclosure of the SSN held by Tomasella to obtain
benefits from certain U.S. agencies for the sole purpose of tracking him like
an animal in order to compel him under threat, duress, and coercion to
succeed to the status of a non-custodial pa-rent hereafter defined as a
customer in order to establish and modify collections to illegally steal his
property and financial assets. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. Chapter 7 Sec. 408.
Penalties (a) In general (8) whoever compels the disclosure of the social
security number in violation of the laws of the United States shall be guilty of
a felony and upon conviction thereof shall be fined under title 18 or
imprisoned for not more than five years, or both.

IV. JURISDICTION:

A. Jurisdiction is proper pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1343 based on 42
U.S.C. §1983 and questions of federal constitutional law. Jurisdiction also
exists under the Declaratory Judgment Act, 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201(a) and 2202.

1. LIABILITY:

A. Sec. 1983 allows wrongdoers to be found liable because they acted under
color of statute, ordinance, regulation, custom or usage of any state or

6
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territory or the District of Columbia. The following facts prove that each
contractor acted under color of law.

B. Each contractor performed 45 C.F.R. § 302.34 contractual duties under 45
C.F.R. § 303.107 (c) terms and conditions in return for payment by the CSD
and did certify that the current IV-D case which now deprives Tomasella of

his Rights was established in compliance with provisions of title IV-D of the
Social Security Act, Pub. L. No. 93-647, 88 Stat. 2351 42 U.S.C. § 651.

C. IV-D provisions are not law! Quoting the Federal Acquisition Regulations
Sec. Federal Acquisition Regulation (FAR) 2.101. Covered Federal action
means any of the following actions: Awarding any Federal contract; (4)
Entering into any cooperative agreement; (5) Extending, continuing,
renewing, amending, or modifying any Federal contract, grant, loan, or
cooperative agreement.

D. The word “provision” is legally defined as “foresight” of the “chance” of and
“event” happening, sufficient to indicate that any present “undertaking” upon
which it’s “assumed” realization “might” exert a natural and proper
“influence” was “entered” upon in full “contemplation” of it being a future

“possibility”. Appeal of Blake, 95 Conn. 194, 110 A. 833, 834. Black’s Law 4th Rev. Ed.
Pg. 1389.

E. Title 42, the Public Health and Welfare Code is comprised IV-D of the
Social Security Act which is editorially compiled and organized into the title,
but title 42 itself has never been enacted into positive law. The distinction is
constitutionally significant because a non-positive law title is prima faci
(presumed) evidence of law in contrast to 1 U.S.C. § 204 which proves that
positive law titles constitute legal evidence of the law in all Federal and State
courts.

F. Wherefore, the above facts prove the wrongdoers acted under color of law,
the appearance or semblance, without the substance, of legal right. State v.
Brechler, 185 Wis. 599, 202 N.W. 144, 148; and are now liable to Tomasella
under 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

V. STATEMENT OF CLAIM:

A. The events that gave rise to Tomasella’s claim occurred at 100 W Mulberry
St. Kaufman, TX 75142.

B. The date that gives rise to Tomasella’s claims occurred in to current;

C. The facts underlying Tomasella’s claims are as follows;

VL. NARRATIVE:
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In 1995 the Clerk of El Paso Texas Court sold Tomasella a marriage license
to wed his mate. However, the clerk who is a Constitutional officer did not
provide adequate notice to Tomasella, that by signing the license, and
children are born under said, and the marriage fails that he would by default
be in debt to the OAG, CSD, (WARREN KENNETH PAXTON JR).

The Fifth and Fourteenth Amendments, 45 C.F.R. §303.101(c)(2); 42 U.S.C.
§666 (a)(3)(A); and 42 U.S.C. §666 (a)(5)(C)(i) require Due Process Rights of
Tomasella must be protected.

voluntarily acknowledging is the simple civil process for paternity under
which the State must explain the rights and responsibilities of
acknowledging paternity and afford due process safeguards. So, it is clearly
noted that children born under a marriage license is by default voluntary
paternity establishment and as such affording Due Process of the legal
consequences that arise therefrom applies.

The El Paso Clerk did not afford Tomasella adequate notice (due process)
orally, or through the use of video or audio equipment, and in writing, that
without the birth of children the CSD would have no legal claim in his
income, assets, or property; and that by signing the license that he would be
waiving his privilege against self-incrimination and the marriage license
would be admissible as evidence of paternity that will used to against him in
order to subject him to the following legal consequences:

Wage withholding, liens on property; offset of unemployment compensation payments;
seizure and sale of personal or real property; reporting arrearages to credit agencies to
prevent the undeserved extension of credit; seizure of State and Federal income tax refunds;
revocation of various types of licenses (driver’s, business, occupational, recreational),
attachment of lottery winnings and insurance settlements of debtor parents; requirement
that recipients of financial assistance from the Small Business Administration, including
direct loans and loan guarantees, must certify that the recipient is not more than 60 days
delinquent in the payment of child support, authority to seize assets held by public or private
retirement funds and financial institutions; deprivation of a debtor to a fresh start to
discharge a debt completely, pay a percentage of the debt, or pay the full amount of the debt
over a longer period of time because debts for child support and alimony are not
dischargeable, and State or Federal imprisonment, fines or both.

Due process was never afforded to Tomasella with premeditation as the
Constitution requires. As a result of blatant deprivation Tomasella was
unable to fix his mind on, with a view to carefully examine the above legal
consequences that arise from the marriage license and a failed marriage. It is
concluded that Tomasella or no other man in his right mind would
voluntarily agree to the above egregious and unconstitutional conditions. See
Peonage. Had the Clerk informed Tomasella of the legal consequences he
would have never purchased the marriage license, nor would he have allowed
his mate to bare his seed.
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As a result of the Due process violations Tomasella has suffered other
deprivations as listed above in Sec III 1-7, see also Other Claims.

VII. FACTS IN SUPPORT OF CLAIM:

Title 28 U.S.C. § 3002 (15) (A) (B) (C) proves that the United States is a
Federal Corporation, not a Government. OCSE is the federal government
agency that oversees the national IV-D program. 31 U.S.C. § 102 “executive
agency” means a department, agency, or instrumentality in the executive
branch of the United States Government. Quoting Section 8 Federal Child
Support Enforcement p.47, However, every federal agency is responsible for
responding to a State IV-D program as if the federal agency were a private
business. 42 U.S.C. § 3122 (5) the term “federal agency” means a
department, agency, or instrumentality of the United States.

Quoting Sec. 8 Child Support Enforcement p.48, Other Provisions; “A
February 27, 1995 Executive order established the executive branch of the
Federal Government, including its civilian employees and the uniformed
services members, as a model employer in promoting and facilitating the
establishment and enforcement of child support. The Executive order states
that the Federal Government is the Nation’s largest single employer
and as such should set an example of leadership and encouragement in
ensuring that all children are properly supported”.

Quoting Sec. 8 Child Support Enforcement p.47. “As under prior law, “federal
employees” are subject to income withholding and other actions taken against
them by IV-D agencies in the State. IV-D claims are given priority in the
allocation of “federal employee” income.

Tomasella is not a federal employee pursuant to 26 C.F.R. § 31.340(c)-
1: the term employee includes officers and employees, whether elected
or appointed, of the United State, a Federal State, territory, Puerto
Rico or any other political subdivision, thereof, the District of
Columbia, or any other agency or instrumentality of any of the
foregoing. The term also includes an officer of a corporation.

The word federal employee is clear and free from all ambiguity, and its
definition cannot be disregarded under the pretext of pursuing its
spirit. The rules of statutory construction conclude that what is not
explicitly included is purposefully excluded. “Expresio unius est
exclusion alterius”— a maxim of statutory interpretation meaning the
expression of one thing is the exclusion of another. Becker v. United
States, 451 U.C. 1306 (1981).

Because Tomasella is not a federal employee by definition the administrative
action enforced against him is void on its face for lack of jurisdiction. “The law
requires proof of jurisdiction to appear on the record of the administrative
agency and all administrative proceedings.” Hagans v. Lavine, 415 U. S. 533.

9
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In this sense, administrative functions or acts are distinguished from such as
are judicial. People v. Austin, 46 N.Y.Supp. 526, 20 App.Div. 1.

A. CSD IS NOT A STATE AGENCY:

Pursuant to 19 Corpus Juris Secundum Corporations, §883; “a federal
corporation operating within a State is considered a domestic corporation
rather than a foreign corporation. The United States government is a foreign
corporation with respect to a state.”

Quoting https://www.acf.hhs.gov/css/about; Families receive services from the
local child support office [IN] their state or tribe”; Under the leadership of
Commissioner Scott Lekan who states we help IV-D agencies [IN] states and
tribes develop, manage, and operate under IV-D according to federal law
using effective child support enforcement tools.

Noticeably, the text is free and clear of any ambiguity and does not mention a
State IV-D agency. In accordance with expresio unius est exclusion alterius,
the 42 U.S.C. § 654 (3) single and separate unit is not a State agency, it is
merely an extension of the 42 U.S.C. § 652 (a) separate unit operating [IN]
this State.

B. CSD ARE CO-OWNERS OF A BUSINESS FOR-PROFIT:

Quoting Section 8 Federal Child Support Enforcement p.65 Audits and
Financial Penalties, the IV-D program is a “partnership” between the federal
government and the States. A partnership is an association of two or more
“persons” to carry on as co-owners a “business for profit”. Black’s Law Rev. 4th Ed.
p.1277. Business is activity or enterprise for gain, advantage which benefits
corporations, organizers or its members. Black’s Law Rev. 4th Ed. p.249. Profit is gain

realized from business or investment over and above expenditures. Black’s Law
Rev. 4th Ed. p.1367.

The wrongdoers entered into a 31 U.S.C. § 6305 contract with OCSE which
now allows them to offer and sell IV-D services in return for a share of
billions in profits. Quoting Section 8 Federal Child Support Enforcement p.11
States [must] have plans, approved by the director of OCSE, which set forth
the details of their IV-D program; p.65 Failure of a State to have an approved
IV-D plan will result in loss of both IV-D and IV-A profits.

See; www.govinfo.gov/content/pkg/GPO-CPRT-108 WPRT108-6/pdf/GPO-
CPRT-108WPRT108-6-2-8.pdf; “States still make a “profit” on their child
support program. States are free to spend the State “share” of collections in
any manner the State sees fit;”

10



Case 3:19-cv-00771-N-BN Document 3 Filed 03/28/19 Page 11 of 83 PagelD 15

The 42 U.S.C. § 652(a) federal OCSE is the (separate) unit that oversees the
national IV-D program. The 42 U.S.C. § 654(3) DCSE is the single, (alone)
and separate (apart/by itself) unit that offers and sells IV-D services in return
for payment from the OCSE in this State.

At face value the terms profit and share prove that the wrongdoers are
seeking to make as much money as possible. The facts prove that IV-D profits
are gained from customers factually stated on OCSE’S and CSD’s websites. A
customer is one who regularly or repeatedly makes purchases or has business
dealings with a tradesman or business house. Black’s Law Rev. 4th Ed. p.462.

The existence of the U.S. HHS “customer” service plan, the web-based child
support customer service for parents promising practices guide and the
wrongdoers website which all boasts customer service proves that the IV-D
program is in fact a private for-profit business that offers and sells IV-D
services to customers. The OCSE required the CSD to reassess its website
and consider ways in which the internet can improve IV-D “customer”
service.

Simply stated Tomasella has the Right to not associate with the tradesman,
or business house commonly referred to as the CSD or its contractors, agents,
and employees who perform through a fixed contract assignment under
federal terms, in contrast to their constitutional creation, duties, and
limitations. The above facts prove that Tomasella is now compelled to be a
customer of the CSD against his will from which wrongdoers gain substantial
profits from subjecting him to deprivation of his Rights, Privileges, and
Immunities under color of law, and authority, causing him a great deal of
emotional stress, significant financial losses, as well as damages to his
reputation. In general, Tomasella’s freedom of association includes the right
to be free from compelled association and is unconstitutionally burdened
where the defendants require him to support an espouse ideals or beliefs with
which he disagrees.

Each named wrongdoer was involved and was fully aware of what happened,
especially because they were individually contractually involved.

VIIL. INJURIES WERE VOLUNTARILY INFLICTED BY DEFENDANTS:

“In this regard, the court agreed with the finding in Oliphant, slip op. at 16,
that Title IV-D does not require participating states to provide child support
services to AFDC applicants Illinois, like other states which have
“voluntarily” agreed to participate in the AFDC program are required to offer
child support services as a condition of receiving federal funding.

11
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Sec. 231.001. (g) Participation in the statewide integrated system for child
support, medical support, and dental support enforcement by a county is
voluntary, and nothing in this section shall be construed to mandate
participation.

State and family law did do “major damage” to clear and substantial federal
interest and Tomasella can now demand intervention of this federal court.
Hisquierdo, 439 U.S. at 581. There is a factual nexus between the wrongdoers
who deliberately and with premeditation deprived Tomasella of his secured
Rights, Privileges, and Immunities which resulted in the losses and damages

he suffers from which are now remediable by the wrongdoers. Allen v.
Wright, 468 U.S. 737, 750-51, 104 S. Ct. 3315, 3324, 82 L.Ed.2d 556, 569.

IX. RELIEF:

WHEREFORE, because wrongdoers acted under color of law for profit, to set
right the above unconstitutional deprivations, this Court must enter
judgment in Tomasella’s favor to terminate the current private for profit
contractually enforced IV-D Case effective immediately to end the peonage
and deprivations of his Rights; Enter judgment in his favor for a full refund
of $68,000.00, accompanied with the CSD’s 66 percent profit, Kaufman
County’s 34 percent share of federal profits at eight percent interest; Enter
judgment in his favor to remove any and all negative reporting to all credit
bureau’s affecting his private person and professional credit reputation;
Enter judgment in his favor for $1900.00 against each wrongdoer for the cost
of this action; Enter judgment in his favor for a letter of apology from each
wrongdoer; Enter judgment in his favor for punitive damages for the
deprivations and violations of his secured Rights, Privileges and Immunities
in the amount of $15,000,000.00 against wrongdoers for actual general,
special compensatory damages.

CERTIFICATION OF CLOSING:

Under Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 11, by signing below I certify to the
best of my knowledge, information, and belief that this complaint (1) is not
being presented for an improper purpose, such as to harass, cause
unnecessary delay, or needlessly increase the cost of litigation; (2) is
supported by existing law, or by a non-frivolous argument for extending,
modifying, or reversing existing law; (3) the factual contentions have
evidentiary support or, if specifically so identified, will likely have
evidentiary support after a reasonable opportunity for further investigation
or discovery; and (4) the complaint otherwise complies with the requirements
of Rule 11.

Tomasella is proceeding in propria persona without a BAR member

12
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I agree to provide the Clerk’s Office with any changes in my address where case—
related papers may be served. I comprehend that my failure to keep a current
address on file with the Clerk’s Office may result in the dismissal of my case.
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the

~TopD mICHAL. ~TomASELLA

Plaintiff

Civil Action No.

CHILD Suffet ’D\\//Slofd/rx) 3 Igcv,'z 71K

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) W(Méﬁ/ éé,(/ C#/LD S()ﬁpﬁ/(rD\ 1/, S[OIU
2100 £. ST: ELmo RL. BLDG 2, 518225
pustiv, TX 797144

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and address are: /ﬂ - /]/O' m ASE[J"A' #

FRisCo, ~T x 76035

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AQ 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

(3 I personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ;or

O 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

[ I served the summons on (name of individual) , Who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ; or
O I returned the summons unexecuted because ; or
3 Other (specify):
My fees are § for travel and $ for services, for a total of § 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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AQ 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
T opp M HAE “hmpserln )
Plaintiff )
v ) Civil Action No.
)
)

K po Fman) COUU;,Z;M{W/LD SUAPAT) 8-19CV- 771« N

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) /< f\'VW CDO /J'Ty Gf/ (LD S AR 0@/
100 |, MULBEKRY ST

Kpueman), T X 751 4

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and address are: _/FZ_DD /‘]’; MAS ZLL/ A
Gao|  WAERGY KW #200

FRisco, T X 75055

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

O 1 personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ,or

(3 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

O I served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ; or
1 I returned the summons unexecuted because ; or
O Other (specify):
My fees are § for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
“Toop MicHae Tomseta )
Plaintiff
v. ; Civil Action No.
)
(ouTZACToL.  Kennert faxoy ) | B
Defendant ) 8*19 cv.—7 7 1 "N

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) K E oJ Ng[‘{,{ ,ﬂ f—/-}m Id
300 W. /s St

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and address are:
T oD o mASELLA
a0 lﬂ;ﬁ»@ép& PRy ST 200

FRSCo T X 75035

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

Date:

(3 1 personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ;or

3 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

3 1 served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ; or
O I returned the summons unexecuted because ; or
O Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the

Tob> MicHacL ~omaseld)

Plaintiff %
V. g Civil Action No.
VIZATL. Kewsman Co. [ExAS )
CO Defendant ) s‘lgcv-77l,—u

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) GO U’rz}}{/’ré V4 K H'U-/’_VV(A’V() él@ TX
/ DO - }4’\ VLA é:(ﬂy
KavEman, T X 75 142N

A lawsuit has been filed against you.
Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.

P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and address are: -—’T’SDD "TZS MmAas eLLA
9201 WAREY PRKwY 200

FRISCo, T x 75035

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

O I personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) s or

3 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

3 I served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ,or
3 I returned the summons unexecuted because ; or
O Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the

“Tom i CHAEL. T JowmaselLA

)
Plaintiff g
)
)

Civil Action No.

1 DisTR
(oTRICTOE BT DSACTCo0lT ) guy 9 @Y-771 - N

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) C/ O mm < %&‘w b ] g < | a' CDC) I{T
JOO . MULREEN

K aveman, —Tx 7514 >~

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and address are:
| ™D mnaSecl -t
/1920‘ 'b—\;ﬁ@ﬁf dandd H200
T x 9pF=<
’ 75035

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AQ 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

Date:

O I personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ;or

O I left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

O 1 served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (ame of organization)

on (date) ; or
3 1 returned the summons unexecuted because ;or
3 Other ¢specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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AQ 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
~Tooe  MCHAEL [owaASTELA g
Plaintiff
V. ; Civil Action No.
)
dtCToR RVTH BLake ) L
CO Defendant ) s. 1 9 cv- 7 7 l o H

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) C/@,}‘ﬂ(fabﬁ L vTH 1S CAK e

Kpur maw, TX 75142

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and address are:
/T’SDD /T,g)— m A’SE—LL/A'
Fao| W aRkew PRy # 200

FRiISCo, T X 75035

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk



Case 3:19-cv-00771-N-BN Document 3 Filed 03/28/19 Page 25 of 83 PagelD 29

AQ 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual ard title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

O 1 personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ;or

O 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

3 I served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ; or
O I returned the summons unexecuted because ; or
O Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:




Case 3:19-cv-00771-N-BN Document 3 Filed 03/28/19 Page 26 of 83 PagelD 30

AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

“TotD micHner TowmASELLA

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the

[owRAToR. (ASEY B LAIE

Plaintiff
Civil Action No.

R S A T N N g

Defendant

o - -w ‘:-"
SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and adress) CoNTRALTOR. CQg C/v éLN g
JOO v MULBERRY

KevpmAn , T X 7STH 2

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and address are: 7/D\DD /’[’5 m A»S w
0201 LWprken) PKwy 200

FRISCo, T X /S035

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AQ 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 ()

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

O I personally served the summons on the individual at (piace)

on (date) , or

O 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

O I served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ;or
0 1 returned the summons unexecuted because ; or
[ Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of § 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Prinited name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the

“TobD  MicHREL [ owASALA)

Plaintiff

[onrTRecTor. Rroupa Huse |
Defendant 3_190W_771’N

SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION

To: (Defendant’s name and address) CO VTEACTOR [Q HowD A —}7& 1) 6HE >/
joo .  MULB&KRY

KfuEman, TX 7514 -

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Civil Action No.

N’ N S N

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and addr :
ess are: /,———E.DD ——T’é m '%SEI_[_'
Yol WHAK een) Ry FF200

FR1SCo, ‘7")( 7SI

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 ())

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

3 I personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) , or

3 I left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

O I served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ; or
O 1 returned the summons unexecuted because ' ; or
O Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and § for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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AO 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
“Toto mctac Tompsels )
Plaintiff
V. ; Civil Action No.
)
LonTRACIoR PRYAN W . BEAVERS ) |
Defendant . 8.19 cv_ 7 7 1 ;;H
SUMMONS IN A CIVIL ACTION ®

To: (Defendant’s name and address) C o N TRACTOR BQ\/LA’I\I W . B’é}dﬂ/ 6(_3
1900 E. US-17S
KAavEmar, 17x 75147

A lawsuit has been filed against you.

Within 21 days after service of this summons on you (not counting the day you received it) — or 60 days if you
are the United States or a United States agency, or an officer or employee of the United States described in Fed. R. Civ.
P. 12 (a)(2) or (3) — you must serve on the plaintiff an answer to the attached complaint or a motion under Rule 12 of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. The answer or motion must be served on the plaintiff or plaintiff’s attorney,

whose name and address are: _,T—’g oD /TE m A—S @L/]Af
a0l WHRRE) (Rwy #2020
FRSCo, T X 75142

If you fail to respond, judgment by default will be entered against you for the relief demanded in the complaint.
You also must file your answer or motion with the court.

CLERK OF COURT

Date:

Signature of Clerk or Deputy Clerk
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AQ 440 (Rev. 12/09) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No.

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

3 I personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ;or

O 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)

, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,

on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

O I served the summons on (name of individual) , who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (ame of organization)

on (date) ; or
O I returned the summons unexecuted because ; or
O Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:

Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:
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NOTICE TO CEASE AND DESIST

From:

Todd Michael Tomasella

9201 Warren Parkway Ste 200
Frisco, Texas 75035

Date: March 22, 2019

Dear Judge Casey Lee Blair, 86™ District Court, Rebecca “Becky” Boyd Tomasella, and Michael Mowla,
Attorney at Law, Case No. 61378

Re. Notice of Cease and Desist for Specific Activity:

This letter is served upon the aforementioned subjects due to malicious litigation, harassment, false
imprisonment, fraud, and violations of the RICO Act directed against Todd Michael Tomasella.

If you do not cease the aforementioned activities, further legal action will be commenced against you.

If these activities continue, we will seek an immediate restraining order against you and any
accomplices. We will also seek further monetary damages at trial. We hope that this course of action
will not be necessary, however, we will take any steps necessary to protect our interests and we will do
S0 vigorously.

You will not receive another warning letter. If you do not confirm in writing to us by April 12, 2019 that
you will cease violating the Constitutional rights of Todd Michael Tomasella, legal action will be
commenced-immediately.

Signed:
Todd- Mickrel lomasetlon.
Todd Michael Tomasella

State oﬁc_ﬂ Y] fgg Y ,jVKA [/

County of MU Son

On this, thég 'Sh'\day onY\argﬂ 2019, before me a notary public, the foregoing document was
acknowledged before me byTOéél M civgel Tomasdlic who is personally known to me or who has
furnished Tedas DL bl 3024 as identification.

Wiy,
\ /)
N\ VP:.EB..O. O/f-,”/‘

In witness hereaof, | hereunto set my hand and official seal.

- :0
Notary Public S—L‘.é/(\*m () = i;
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?DLB 3090 0001 5E47? 331

U.S. Postal Serwce

Domestic Mail Only

2 MAIL® RECEIPT

For delivery mformatlon visit our website at www.usps.com®.
A .

Certified Mail Fee

&
By

S .
Exira Services & Foes (check box, add o8 454
] Return Receipt hardcopy) $__ -
I Retum Recelpt ic) $
[ Certifled Mait Restricted Delivery ~ $
7] Adult Signature Required $
[2J Adyt Signature Resiricted Delivery $
Postage $7,85
4 { i
Total smge and F Fees | .
s Fléed
Sent To

Street and Apt. No., or PO Box No.

PS Form 3800, April 2015 PSN 7530-02:000-9047

See Reverse for Instructions

$2.80

Return
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AFFIDAVIT CONCERNING THE 86" DISTRICT
COURT AND CPS, KAUFMAN COUNTY, TEXAS

My name is :Todd-Michael: Tomasella.
9201 Warren Parkway Ste. 200
Frisco, Texas 75035

Safeguardyoursoul.com

This is true and correct.

The 86™ District court of Kaufman County Texas, at the behest of Becky Tomasella and her
attorney Michael Mowla, has perpetrated injustices and chased me down like a wild animal
beginning in 2002.

The operatives in Kaufman county unjustly took away my son away from me, his father, using in
~ part, trumped up “abuse” which amounted to no abuse at all. Before he killed the DA and his
wife and assistant DA, Eric Williams was appointed as my son’s guardian ad litem. Eric was a
kingpin in the “good ole boys” Kaufman system, scratching backs and having his own scratched
and pockets filled. Eric Williams is now on death row for the death of the Kaufman DA, his wife,
and the Assistant DA. The Eric Williams murders include the cold blooded premeditated murder
of Mr. and Mrs. Mike McLelland and Mr. Mark Hasse.

Eric Williams dressed up in a disguise, gunned down Asst DA Mark Hasse. Then, Eric Williams,
drove to the Kaufman DA’s home, the home of Mr. and Mrs. Mike McLelland in a disguised
vehicle he bought for this specific occasion. Eric Williams, dressed as a policeman then knocked
on their door, Mrs. McClelland answered the door and was shot several times to her death.
Judge Eric Williams then proceeded quickly to the bedroom where Mr. Mike McClelland was
and shot him in cold blood, 12 times to his death.

Judge Ruth Blake, 86™ District court (visiting judged) ordered me to pay Eric Williams $5,500 on
top of the large amount of grossly over charged, incommensurate child support arrearage they
were viciously hunting me down for. The judge, Ruth Blake, charged the child’s mother zero
dollars for Eric Williams. All they did was use her to attack me while she sat home and collected
monies. And, all Williams was doing was filling his own pockets, knowing there was no abuse.
Not one time did Eric Williams tell my son “You just need to be spending time with your father.”
This should in no way be a surprise since it afterward came to light that Eric Williams stole
computer equipment from a Kaufman county government and was caught on camera doing
such. He lied profusely to cover this up. He was purloining (stealing) by pretending to be helping
my son, holding monthly sessions with him, billing at S___ per hour, knowing there was no
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evidence of abuse. Williams was milking the bill-out system he enjoyed at the hands of this
corrupt Kaufman county court.

Since when is destroying a child’s father supporting the child = “child support”?

Texas state law clearly states that child support is VOLUNTARY. Yet by failure of full disclosure
Texas committed fraud and crime as they did not inform me that child support is VOLUNTARY
nor was | ever informed of the consequences of signing up for it.

At the behest of his client, Becky Tomasella, attorney Michael Mowla, throughout the years,
continually sought to and called this a CRIMINAL cast instead of a CIVIL case. They were legally
criminalizing being poor — or my inability to pay $900 per month, every month.

16 %2 Months in Jail — 3 Arrests and Trips to Jail

Summation of jail sentences:

1. Committed to the Kaufman County jail for 9 months beginning April 3, 2013. Was
released after 6 months due to appeal being granted by higher court in Dallas.

2. Was sent back to jail sometime in 2015 for 7 % more months.

3. Judge Ruth Blake set my bond at $45,000 CASH. In other words, to be released, | would
have had to pay that whole amount.

Not 24 hours after being arrested and incarcerated in the Kaufman County jail, | was called out
of my cell (April 4, 2013) and put into a room with 2 FBI agents who under the guise of querying
me about the yet unsolved murders of the DA and his wife and Assistant DA, coerced me to
take down my website. The FBI used coercive language and positioning, presumably by way of
the Kaufman authorities to coerce me to take down my KaufmanCountyCorruption.com
website which was breaking no law. So, at their behest, | called a close friend who took down
the site. Did Kaufman coerce the surrendering of my Constitutionally protected First
Amendment rights?

Becky Tomasella, using her attorney and the Kaufman 86™ District court, relentlessly since 2002, filed
malicious litigation, weaponizing our son and so-called “child support” in order to destroy his father.

From the start to present, Becky Tomasella has played the victim card. | was jailed at the hands of
Becky Tomasella, attorney Michael Mowla and judge Ruth Blake for not being able to pay the
full $900 per month child support - child support that was grossly overblown from the
beginning. Yet, nearly without fail, since 2001 (divorce) | paid every month. So, they threw me
in jail for now having the ability to pay the whole $900. They had no proof | had the ability to
pay $900 per month.

The day before being released from jail after 9, Becky Tomasella and Michael Mowla concocted
and had judge Ruth Blake signed yet another, more stringent, impossible, malicious, fraudulent
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order ordering me to pay $1,300 per month from that moment, that signature forward. This
was coercively forced upon me as it was presented as something | must sign in order to be
released from jail. My court appointed attorney, Daniel Oliphant (Rockwall, Texas) told me “this
is the most severe order I've ever seen.” He was just reluctantly doing his job by getting me to
sign that order.

It was a so-called “conditional release” temporary agreement pending my absolutely paying
them $400 per month more than | couldn’t possibly pay with the $900 month ($1,300 totally
per month). This way they had it in writing and with my signed agreement which they obtained
by coercion and the full signature approval of judge Ruth Blake. This set things up for my 3" trip
to the Kaufman County jail.

When they coercively forced me to sign the $1,300 per month, upping the previous impossible
$900 order that got me thrown in jail, it was specifically so that they could get me thrown in jail.
This was a premeditated trap. Becky Tomasella and her attorney Michael Mowla knew they
could get judge Ruth Blake to sign anything they put in front of her.

My son was kidnapped by Becky Tomasella, Michael Mowla, Kaufman CPS, and the Kaufman
86" district court judges are fully guilty. As his father | got little or no visitation with my own
son and yet have pursued like a wild animal from 2002 to this day by the names
aforementioned. On top of the unspeakable pain of losing my son, and paying child support
nearly ever month, | was thrown in jail 3 times for a total of well over a year of my life for not
being able to pay an amount of child support that was far more than 20% of my income. Each
person involved knew fully that | was unable to pay $900 per month.

Becky Tomasella, Michael Mowla, and Kaufman county’s 86" district court have brazenly
ignored all the filings my attorney has filed over the last 2 years and judge Casey Blair dismissed
our case against himself. Judge Blair ignored, did not respond to several documents | officially
filed with his office. This is more evidence of a pattern of injustice, crass disregard, tyranny, and
the trampling of my Constitutional rights. Fraud? RICO? The Kaufman county 86" district court
continues to be a place of great harm and injustice to American citizens. See Exhibit 1.

Also, when submitting filings on this case to the 86" District Court of Kaufman County, Becky
rejected at least 2 of them. She turned them away when they were mailed to her via certified
mail. Consequently, they were returned. See Exhibit 1. This demonstrates the disregard and just
how comfortable she is with the tyranny and full backing of the 86™ District court. Becky
Tomasella has no fear of any consequences from the Kaufman 86thh district court because she
knows there are no consequences for her not complying.

Every one of the court hearings were nothing more than a vicious attack on me, all because |
was the father, the male parent, and wasn’t able to earn enough money to pay these malicious
greed-mongers. The fact that | wasn’t able to pay the full amount of child support (grossly
overcharged, much more than 20% of my income) was used against me as a weapon. During
one court session | was ridiculed and attacked for having gone to see my family in another State
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for Thanksgiving. | didn't even pay for that trip. Family members paid for it but it was assumed
that | did and as usual | had no say-so, was unable to respond.

So, upon being thrown in jail the first time, for not being able to pay $900 per month in child
support, the Kaufman authorities had the FBI coerce me to remove my website which was
exposing them, detailing what they had and were doing to myself, my son and many others. On
the very first full day in jail, | was pulled out of my cell to be interrogated by the FBI and part of
what they did was to strong-arm me to remove the KaufmanCountyCorruption.com site. The
FBI obviously had no reason or motive to have that site removed. There was nothing illegal on
that website. After years of abuse at the hands of this unjust system, | put up that website to
warn others, detailing the abuse I'd been suffering at the hands of the ‘good ole boys’ Kaufman
system. KaufmanCountyCorruption.com was shining the light. It was gaining lots of attention,
evidenced by the traffic to the site. And, when the Kaufman County murders took place,
bringing national attention, the site was receiving thousands of hits daily, and tens of thousands
on some days. This infuriated the Kaufman ‘good ole boys’ because the site was bringing light
to the darkness of the whole Kaufman system of corruption.

My tax returns for these years I've been bill child support don’t even come close to being
commensurate with the amount of money mercilessly charged me in child support. 20% is the
law and yet Kaufman refused to deal according to the law after being asked to do so repeatedly
for many years and to this day. This financial grief, hardship, and thievery doesn’t even include
the irreparable damage perpetrated by Kaufman county’s kidnapping of my only child.

| do not have a college degree. They said it was up to me a prove that | couldn't pay $900 per
month. But doesn’t the law say that it’s THEIR responsibility to prove that | can pay that much
child support per month? Is it a crime to be poor? This is a clear case of malicious gross malice.
As is proven on record with the Attorney General’s office of Texas, | paid child support even
when | couldn't pay my rent. Am | a criminal because | don’t earn enough money to pay $900
per month in child support and other fees?

The 86™ District court of Kaufman County Texas was at all times in full possession of the Texas
State Attorney General records of my child support payments which were paid monthly (98% of
the months beginning in Spring of 2001). They had the full knowledge and detailed, recorded
proof from the Attorney General of Texas that | was always paying child support. Had the
named judges of the 86" District court of Texas been truly concerned with “justice for all”, and
the Constitutional protected rights of myself and everyone involved, they would have
concerned themselves with the truth — which was in writing and in their possession the whole
time.

There was no concern at all for my son. These judges, the child’s mother, and her attorney,
Michael Mowla were on and continue to be a malicious, unwarranted tare to destroy this
child’s father, at any cost. Their blood thirst has and continues to completely blind them from
the needs of my son who was being cheated out the vital familial relationship with his dad. This
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familial bond was destroyed by those listed in this affidavit and lawsuit. There is no getting back
those lost years that were stolen from my son and | in this tragic irreparable loss.

Kaufman had no evidence that | had the ability to pay $900 per month child support and the
burden of proof was on them to prove that | could pay that amount and they could not do it.
So, in the court paperwork they said the burden of proof was on me to prove | couldn’t pay that
amount. This whole case has been ruthless. WHY as if | were any less a parent, did | have little
to no time with my son? Why was | charged? Why did she never pay a penny? After all | am
100% the parent of my son also, who came out of me, is my property. Why was this “child
support” used as a weapon against the child’s father? How does attacking a parent “support” or
in any way help a child?

Doesn’t the legal term “property” include my children, my child, Micah David Tomasella, who
came out of me and is therefore my property? How can a man be charged to pay for his own
property, something that is already his possession?

5" Amendment:

“No person shall be held to answer for a capital, or otherwise infamous crime, unless on a
presentment or indictment of a Grand Jury, except in cases arising in the land or naval forces, or
in the Militia, when in actual service in time of War or public danger; nor shall any person be
subject for the same offence to be twice put in jeopardy of life or limb; nor shall be compelled
in any criminal case to be a witness against himself, nor be deprived of life, liberty, or property,
without due process of law; nor shall private property be taken for public use, without just

compensation. - From:
http://constitution.findlaw.com/amendment5.htmli#isthash.N8VvDdbk.dpuf

Jail Conditions

Along with enduring a constant influx and danger of rough jail characters, there were other elements to
endure during the 16.5 months of incarceration in the Kaufman County jail. In one incident, the jail
nurse moved me to maximum security, seg (segregation, punishment confinement), for 30 days due to a
rash | got in the jail. The cell was 5 foot by 9 foot. That included the bed, desk, toilet, and sink.
Obviously, there was very little room to move around.

In a separate incident, a guard was sent in to ask us inmates in that particular cell a question. When we
(3 of us) answered the simple question, they moved us all to seg for punishment. This was for another
30 days in the same conditions listed in paragraph above.

Due to lack of nutrition, on both trips to that jail, I lost 25-30 pounds while there. It should be noted that
the composition lost was mainly muscle tissue. | was not overweight upon entering that jail.
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My 1% and 2" Arrests and Trips to the
Kaufman County Jail

Judge Ruth Blake scheduled me to spend 9 months in jail for:
1. Lack of ability to pay the full child support monthly (6 months), and
2. For sending my son a text message, telling him | loved him (3 months).

While in jail during this period, my court appointed attorney, John Daniel Oliphant (Rockwall,
Texas), filed an appeal with the higher court in Dallas (see appeal granted attached, Exhibit 2).
The higher court granted the appeal and so accordingly, the Kaufman County’s Sherriff’s office
released me after 6 months in their jail. 48 hours later (nearly to the minute), after attorney
Michael Mowla relentlessly harangued them (namely the Kaufman County Sheriff), | was called
by the Kaufman County’s Sherriff’s office to return to jail for 3 more months. I readily,
immediately complied, asked a friend to transport me, and we drove to meet two deputies for
re-arrest and induction into the Kaufman County jail for 3 more months. Judge Ruth Blake
forbid me to communicate with my son and sent me to jail for texting him one time.

There was no legal obligation on my part to return. They had released me and therefore the obligation
was completely theirs to find me at that point.

$45,000 CASH Bond

In order to assure that | could not possibly get released from jail on bond, judge Ruth Blake, in
conjunction with Becky Tomasella and her attorney Michael Mowla, put a $45,000 CASH bond
on me so | couldn’t possibly get out. Isn’t that like the usual $450,000 bond where for 10% of it
one can be released. This further reveals the deep malice and attempt to destroy my life and
also that this was not about the money. As the Attorney General of Texas’ records show, Becky
Tomasella was receiving child support payments from me on a regular basis (most months with
little exception) beginning in 2001. If this case were about the money, they would never have
wanted me in jail in the first place. No money could or was being paid when | was in jail due to
the inability to earn and send the money.

After being arrested for lack of child support, while escorting me from the courtroom, one of
the officers who works in the 86™ district court in Kaufman told me concerning how Kaufman
operates that “It’s all about the money.” This was the second Kaufman officer in their courts to
say this exact thing to me. People are run in and out of that court system only to be threatened,
intimidated, and robbed. This is the testimony, the observance of several people who’ve visited
that courthouse for my hearings.

Regrettably and without exception, Becky Tomasella had the full backing of Kaufman County
and mercilessly ran roughshod over me for over a decade and a half. She was the mother and |
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was from outside of Kaufman. In the eyes of the 86" district court of Kaufman and CPS
Kaufman, | was the public enemy due to being the “wrong” parent, the father. Every one of the
numerous times | went to court in Kaufman, | was attacked and destroyed, ridiculed, belittled
and treated like a criminal due to not being able to pay $900 per month in child support, even
though I paid every month with very few exceptions as can be seen in the Attorney General
record of my payments. To date, | paid appr $68,000 in child support for one child. And Becky
Tomasella, Michael Mowla, and judge Casey Lee Blair (86™ District court) are still pursuing me
like a wild animal to collect $58,000 dollars in overcharged “child support.” Read my letter to
CPS Kaufman, see Exhibit 3 attached.

Perspective: | am equally 100% the parent of Micah David Tomasella as is his mother. Score to
date:

1. I've paid her appr $68,000 per the Attorney General’s office of Texas
2. She’s paid me SO

There was no remedy. No matter what | did including using several attorneys and spending all
the money | had to do so, there was no justice to be had. With absolutely all possible options
exhausted and all monies spent, while still being under absolute attack by my ex-wife, her
attorney, and Kaufman County since 2002, in approximately early 2013, out of sheer self-
defense, | put up a website to attempt to get my ex-wife to cease this relentless war that
destroyed my relationship with my son and my whole life. | could have and thought of the
option of putting an expose of her on a third party site like ripoffreport.com but decided against
it due to not being able to remove it once it was placed on that site. So, | got website address
with her name in it so that | could easily be in control and remove it at any time.

Not long after being arrested the first time and inducted into the Kaufman County jail for 9
months (April 2013), the authorities brought me out of my cell to re-finger print me. When |
asked them why they were doing such they said | had been charged with another crime, a
felony, “internet impersonation.” | was absolutely shocked due to having no idea there was any
such law. Also, a sitting judge in Texas, who is a friend of mine, said this was a total miscarriage
of justice because the law they used did not fit this action. His name in Judge Travis Bryan ill,
Bryan, Texas. In the Kaufman county jail, there were other men in that jail who had publicly
threatened judges on FaceBook and they got misdemeanors.

Becky Tomasella was married previously to a Robin McDaniel (before our marriage). That
marriage lasted 6 months, most of which he (Robin) was gone, absent, having vacated the
home due to the incessant, violent badgering of Becky.

Becky Tomasella wanted revenge and had an unscrupulous bulldog attorney named Michael Mowla.
Kaufman wanted more money for their coffers and were willing to intentionally ignore many things
including that | was paying monthly and had paid tens of thousands. They had the State Attorney
Generals office’s record of my payments. There was no protection under law for me in Kaufman County.
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Kaufman did nothing to protect my relationship with my son. They did everything to destroy it. My
protected rights were trampled. Kaufman County’s 86™ District court judges ran ruthlessly roughshod
over me. Kaufman facilitated the whiles of this malicious litigation over and over and over again and still
to this day has a warrant out for my arrest.

This has been the worse catastrophe of my life, all due to my divorcing a woman who was
committing adultery with my ex-boss due to him having a lot of money. He was also a married
man with several children. After being separated from Becky, before the actual divorced
hearing, | pulled the cell phone records from her phone which | had bought her. There were 256
phone calls to this man’s private phone line. This didn’t include the calls he made to her.

Becky’s father was a judge’s assistant for 20 years and her uncle is an attorney in Dallas. This is
their arena, not mine. And, they used many tricks to paint me into a corner, in order to
criminalize me and gain 100% custody of my son, and the Kaufman 86™ district court complied.

In 2016, standing in the 86™ District Court of Kaufman County before judge Casey Blair, | asked
Blair point blank: “Am | receiving judicial due process of law?” He hesitated then answered in
the affirmative. This is on court record. How could | have been receiving judicial process of law
when Casey Blair is not in compliance and is not an Article Ill judge?

Personal Background

From 1981-1988 | served as a United States Marine, was honorably discharged, and have no
pattern or propensity to be rebellious against authority and had no brush with the law until
encountering, and divorcing Becky Tomasella. Also, have been in the ministry since 1987. This is
why | couldn’t pay the whole amount of $900 or $1,300 per month child support (for one child)
being that the love offerings which support the outreach are not and never have been large.
This whole ordeal has greatly damaged my reputation, cost sales of my books, and created
deep seated fear, along with PTSD (Post Traumatic Stress Disorder) which has resulted in
perpetual, endless nightmares of being arrest again and thrown into the Kaufman dungeon

(jail).

Because | exposed them publicly for what they were choosing to do to myself and many others,
Kaufman County retaliated. They decided to attempt to make a criminal out of me. This has
greatly harmed my reputation and ability to earn a living.

Due to their own decisions and actions, | viewed and view Kaufman County as public enemies of
WE THE PEOPLE. For this reason, for conscience toward God and my fellow man, | was
persuaded to let the deeds of Kaufman to be made known as they are public enemies, enemies
of people, of families. My opinion is shared by many victims in Kaufman county. Untold
destruction has been perpetrated on scores of families in Kaufman county.

Kaufman’s attack accelerated when | placed a lawful website up exposing their tyranny over
myself and others. Many emails from fellow abused victims of this system came as a result
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(through that site). The site was kaufmancountycorruption.com. As a result of setting up this
website, | received scores of emails from parents whose children were also taken from them in
Kaufman County, Texas for no good reason. Several of the emails, all coming from victims of
Kaufman county, specifically stated that the same people are the ones who abused their family
(Linda Dugan, Eric Williams, Sherry Rust (counselor, judge Howards Tygrett).

Through the non-stop, relentless PAS (Parental Alienation Syndrome) attacks leveled and
leveraged through the Kaufman courts, my son was taken away. To date there was never any
actual abuse. It was all exaggerated, intimated, falsified, and yet non-existent. Through this |
lost my posterity, my only son. He is still alienated from me due to all of this.

At least one counselor involved in this case found that Becky had “coached” our son to say that
he was afraid of his dad.

This whole war was waged via my ex-wife, Becky Tomasella and her attorney, Michael Mowila, a
vicious, unscrupulous greed-mongering attorney from Dallas who has a personal vendetta
against me because after extensive research on the matter, | don’t believe Mother Teresa was
the saint she’s painted out to be and expressed that on my personal ministry website which is
my FREEDOM of SPEECH right guaranteed by the Constitution. This was all brought out in court
before judge Ruth Blake. Mowla used this to further turn judge Ruth Blake against me for my
exercising of my First Amendment Constitutionally guaranteed right of freedom of speech. Why
was such foolishness ever allowed to be spoken of or entertained in Ruth Blake’s court? Why
should such have anything to do with my relationship with my son?

Incessant PAS (Parental Alienation Syndrome) was perpetrated by Rebecca/Becky Tomasella
through the Kaufman system. The abuse known as PAS does no justice to the war waged
through the Kaufman 86™ District court against my son and his father. Kaufman completely and
readily facilitated this atrocity which stole my heritage, my one child, my property (legal), who
to this day has been turned against me and refuses to answer my attempts to communicate
with him. He’s now 22, just graduated college, and engaged to be married. | only know this
through internet searches. His mother blackballed me, turning my son against me with the full
backing of the Kaufman Country courts who sought to make a criminal out of me. My son and
I's relationship was previous good. See Exhibit 4 for pictures of my son Micah and I.

Taking away my son from his father and all the other things that were done intentionally made
his young impressionable mind believe that | was the enemy and bad for him. This is strongly
attributed to his refusal to communicate with me to this day.

To further turn my son against me (more PAS — Parental Alienation Syndrome), in the midst of
this long, exhaustive, catastrophic ordeal, Becky Tomasella, the child’s mother, intentionally
brought my son to court several times in order to show him just how much of a “criminal,” a
bad person his father is. In fact, she made sure my son Micah was at court for at least 1 of the
times she knew | was going to jail due to my inability to pay $900 per month child support she
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was using to fund her war against Micah’s dad. Hand cuffed, walking out of that 86" district
courtroom, | looked my son in the eyes and said “I love you son, | love you.”

Most healthy children view their dad as a hero. At the hands of this corrupt court Becky Tomasella
intentionally destroyed our son’s image of his father which continues to this day. s this not
psychological child abuse?

Of my many attempts to reconnect with my son after being completely shut out of his life, the
latest was a letter | mailed to his fiancé’ at Dallas Baptist University. | mail the attached letter
(see Exhibit 5) in May of this year in order to have an address to reach, otherwise they were
going to be moving off campus later that month after graduation. Keep in mind that all my
attempted correspondences with my son have been flatly turned down by him. Those attempts
included letters and gifts | mailed to him and calls to Dallas Baptist University to see if there
could possibly be a mediation to reunite my son and I. (My letter to Emily, my son’s fiancé
Exhibit 5)

On many occasions through the years, when | knew | was going to see my son, for example in
court, I’d buy him gifts which he refused to take. It appears that he refused my gifts for him due
to believing his mother would disapprove of him accepting them. This further insult added to
injury which broke my heart.

Becky Tomasella’s hatred toward me was passed down to my son Micah. It was so
orchestrated through the courts that this separation endures to the present time. The 86"
District court of Kaufman County Texas facility all of this. They were beckoned (by myself) to
bring healing to not harm this child, my son Micah, but refused over and over again. They had
the power in their hands to keep my son and I's relationship in tact but continually refused and
still to this day hunt me down like a wild animal to pay $60,000 on top of the $68,000 already
paid and the 16.5 months in jail paid with my life. Why? All because | am a father, a dad. This is
the work of evil, destroying familial bonds, leaving a trail of broken hearts and broken lives in
their path.

The unrelenting attacks of Becky Tomasella on Micah and | and our bond included yet were not
limited to TRO’s (Temporary Restraining Orders) being placed against me simply because |
didn’t believe MY son should be endlessly drugged. That opinion came as a result of personally
consulting with several medical professionals who agreed. My son had had a few episodes, not
seizures. His mother, whose family believes in hyper over-medicating, did not like that my
opinion was to go easy on the drugs. So, Kaufman County facilitated her mere opinions by
allowing TRO’s. This further separated my son and .

The way Becky Tomasella wages this war included the hot button items of “I'm afraid of him”
and “he’s a religious extremist.” Yet, during this period, while we were separated, Becky gladly
met with me in a hotel room in Dallas, clearly revealing that she had no fear of me, knowing |
was no danger to her.



Case 3:19-cv-00771-N-BN Document 3 Filed 03/28/19 Page 44 of 83 PagelD 48

On another occasion she set things up like a trap. She had the TRO served to me on a Friday,
when | drove an hour to pick up my son for our weekend together. Becky had me served on the
spot in front of her house. So, | signed for the receipt of the paperwork and put it in my vehicle
and went and knocked on the door to get my son, having no idea what the paperwork was
about. So, she called the cops soon as she heard the knock at her door. She didn’t answer the
door much less release my son to me. Becky Tomasella called the cops and had them run me
down and pull me over for violating the TRO that was just handed me. Upon pulling me over, |
explained to the police what was really going on and informed them that they were being used
like a monkey by my ex-wife.

More PAS: On the weekends when | had my son the child's mother was constantly calling him
on the cell phone she bought for him in order to distract his attention away from his father
sabotage. Her goal was to never allow his heart to further bond with his father.

After the separation and divorce, over and over again in my phone and written communications
with my son’s mother, | sought to amicably work, out for our son's best interest, him being able
to see his dad but his mother refused repeatedly and only fought and falsified to destroy the
relationship between Micah and his father. His mother, Rebecca/Becky Tomasella, would have
none of amicability. Her whole goal was and still is to destroy what mattered most to me in this
world — my relationship with my son, my only child. She knew how much | loved him. She knew
how crazy | was about my son and so for all these years has focused on destroyed this bond
between my son and | because she knew/knows that is what would hurt me most. Becky
Tomasella also knew she had the full backing of Kaufman county obliged her every step of the
way. The child’s mother had no heart to do anything in the best interest of our son but only
used him as a weapon to destroy his own father. See exhibit 6 for a sampling of the letters |
mailed my son.

The CPS Debacle: Fake, Trumped up,
Fabricated Abuse Charges......

Due to the unrelenting barrage of attacks waged by Becky Tomasella against me in the Kaufman
County 86™ district court system and CPS, by her design and wielding, my son and | were forced
to meet at the Linda Dugan facilities for a whole 1 hour per month. Unfortunately, Linda Dugan
sought to turn my son against me. She acted as if she were in control and that |, my son’s
father/parent was the outsider. It should be noted that Linda Dugan lost her license from the
State of Texas due to malpractice and her numerous DWI’s including being so drunk that she
drove up the wrong side of the road on one occasion. Her own cohort, who worked there at
Dugan’s offices, Carla Herrin, said she’d never seen any evidence of abuse between my son and
. Carla met with me for months and with my son before determining this. When | asked her to,
Carla put this in writing. During our time at the Linda Dugan facility, Linda sought to turn my son
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against me. Like many of the women involved in this case in Kaufman county, Dugan clearly had
a problem with and prejudice against men.

At Dugan’s offices, | left a Gospel leaflet in the waiting room and Linda Dugan lashed out at me
or doing so. Linda was opposed to me also for being a Christian author.

The Case Moved to CPS

How can those in public service be go unpunished for destroying the all-important bond
between a parent and a child? Beginning in 2006 my son Micah David Tomasella was taken
away from me for no good reason. Kaufman County’s judges and CPS took my son away
without any real abuse because my ex-wife, Rebecca Tomasella turned Micah (our son) in to
CPS in order to get herself off the hook in judge Howard Tygrett’s court. It is more than obvious
that CPS operates to take away children from their parents in order to receive continual funding
from the federal government. They have a quota to fill to qualify! Here’s how this all transpired

In July of 2006, from his bench, Judge Howard Tygrett read aloud the list of trumped up,
fabricated accusations asserted by the child’s mother, Becky Tomasella. She had formulated
this list and gave it to her attorney. In part, this list was put together by a counselor who has
the reputation for being one of the most unreliable, women-advocate counselors in Kaufman
County, Sherry Rust. Sherry Rust has a reputation in Kaufman county as being a counselor who
helps women. It seems obvious that Sherry Rust is not objective. Rust never met with me. In the
86th district court, when the list of “abuse” allegations were cited by attorney Michael Mowla,
judge Tygrett rolled his eyes at the accusations and ordered the mother to give our son to me
(his dad) on August 5, 2006. The mother defied judge Tygrett and was in contempt of his
orders/court by refusing to give the child over to me, his father, on August 5th. Then, in fear
she’d be punished for disobeying judge Tygrett’s order, the mother had another counselor turn
the child over to Kaufman, since | had had my attorney file an order in Tygrett’s court to take
her back to court for violating his order. Becky Tomasella had deliberately defied his order and
was in contempt of his court. She was not in compliance and was cheating my son and his
father out of lawful time together.

CPS made both the mother (Becky) and father (myself) “agree” that we had both been
“abusive” in the same matter because they have to get you to agree in order to take the child.
CPS need a “reason” or excuse to have taken our son from us. | don’t remember the alleged
offence. Remember Becky needed the case removed from before the judge whose order she
defied. After the case got rolling, CPS Kaufman said that my “abuse” was 1. Reading the Bible to
my son, 2. Praying with my son, and 3. Being too much of a doting father. So, on this 3" point,
Becky and CPS chose to call my love, and affection for my son a criminal act because like most
children, a child gets embarrassed when their parent kisses them. This is all in writing. Yet,
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Becky slept with our son Micabh till he was 12 and possibly beyond. My son told me so. This was
never cited as a concern or abuse by CPS or the Kaufman 86™ District court.

As she is skilled at doing, Rebecca/Becky Tomasella ingratiated herself in good favor with her
hometown, man-hating CPS, working a deal with them and becoming good friends with CPS
case worker Kathy Sayles. Rebecca and Kathy would stand out in back of the CPS offices there in
Kaufman after the meetings where all involved parties had to be in attendance at, shooting the
bull like the good buddies they’d become. As with many female employees of CPS, Kathy Sayles
had an obvious problem with men and especially this man, myself, due to my concern that my
son had been taken from his father for no good reason. This collusion between my ex-wife and
Kathy Sayles caused a complete bias from the beginning and many lies, falsifications, and
twisting of the truth. No abuse was ever proven from then forward and to this day, my son now
being 22, our relationship is destroyed as a result of Kaufman County judge Howard Tygrett
releasing the case to CPS Kaufman and CPS’s unjust dealings. Kaufman County courts nor CPS
Kaufman had any real reason to destroy the familial bond between Todd Tomasella and Micah
Tomasella.

Unfortunately, it is no secret nor small thing that Kaufman County has destroyed many, many
familial bonds.

Now on death row Eric Williams who was previously my son’s guardian ad litem was in the
middle of this all. More on Williams in a moment.

What has happened to me in the Kaufman County 86th District court and CPS Kaufman County,
Texas has caused incalculable grief in my life with the loss of my only child. And all this was
done while trampling my Constitutional rights and with no evidence of abuse. My parents who
are my son’s loving grandparents and my siblings (the uncles and aunts of my son) were and
still are all shut out of Micah’s life and this chasm persists unto this day.

These judges and workers in Kaufman County Texas have had a personal vendetta against me
for exposing this whole thing online, on my own website: KaufmanCountyCorruption.com.

Eric Williams has been convicted of and given the death penalty for murdering the Kaufman
County Assistant D.A. and the D.A. and his wife in cold blood. Eric Williams was my son Micah’s
guardian ad litem and a judge in Kaufman county and did nothing but perpetuate the
“counseling” of my son Micah in order to bill out hours. Eric Williams is a proven, convicted
thief and that’s why he murdered the D.A., the D.A.’s wife, and the assistant D.A. in Kaufman
County, Texas. They prosecuted him, yet not before Eric Williams was able to inflict great
destruction on my family heritage and many other families. Eric Williams was allowed to
operate unhindered in his thievery and defrauding of the citizens of Kaufman County and Texas.
It wasn’t till he murdered those 3 people that he was prosecuted. Before that Eric Williams
operated as one of the ‘good ole boys’ of the money making machine of Kaufman County,
Texas. The fact that Eric Williams was allowed to wreak havoc on families, familial bonds
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leading up to that time is a shame. He nearly got away with murder and would never have been
stopped by Kaufman if he hadn’t been caught and would have continued to steal children from
their parents for his own self-serving gain. Before he murdered those 3 officials, Eric Williams
was a central player in the Kaufman ‘good ole boys” cult. Judge Ruth Blake ordered me to pay
Eric Williams the sum of $5,500. She did not charge the mother a red cent. On top of robbing
my son and | of our familial bond, judge Ruth Blake and now present judge Casey Lee Blair have
also charged me thousands of additional dollars, on top of the way-out-of-proportion child
support arrearages by ordering me to pay my wife’s attorney bill.

Kaufman County Texas was operating a child thieving ring. The judges named in this affidavit
along with Eric Williams and the CPS workers cited in the affidavit are guilty of this atrocious
defrauding and the resulting damage which can never be recovered. These are fully guilty of
irrevocably destroying familial bonds.

As previously stated, CPS Kaufman specifically accused me of the “crimes” of 1) praying with my
son, and 2) reading the Bible with my son, and 3) being affectionate with my son (I am a doting,
loving father — crazy about my son with no apology). This “crime” of praying, reading the Bible
with, and being affectionate with my son is all officially on record in CPS Kaufman and was
stated as being abuse in this wicked courthouse! CPS judge Virginia Schnarr did nothing to
rebuke these foolish, unfounded, accusations because she’s in on it, she plays her part in this
whole game in order to steal children from their parents, to take them away and put them in
foster homes in order to reach their quota so they can be paid, receive more funds, be
rewarded by the federal government for kidnapping! Judge Virginia Schnarr was in on it as the
whole courtroom scenes were clearly pre-rehearsed. That CPS court is nothing but a staged act!

Example: While sitting in that courtroom, waiting to go before judge Virginia Schnarr, |
witnessed a married couple who had a daughter who was only a few months old being told
they still could not have their daughter back that CPS had taken from them. It was stated that
this was an ongoing separation of parents and their daughter. They were again told that if they
didn’t somehow come up with the money to add on to their house, they couldn’t get their
daughter back. Their “crime” was not having enough money to add on to their existing family
home!

Two close friends who came to CPS court with me witnessed CPS case worker Kathy Sayles wink
at my ex-mother-in-law as she walked off the stand after falsely testifying against me, the very
father of the child she had kidnapped from his own daddy! Kathy Sayles was utterly unethical. It
seems possible that Kathy Sayles was abused by a man in her youth and now spends her whole
adult life seeking to destroy the lives of precious children by cheating them out of the God-
given relationship with their own father. It is my opinion that the subjects listed by name in this
affidavit, all part of the Kaufman County legal system, are guilty of allowing Kathy Sayles, judge'
Virginia Schnarr, and CPS attorney Sandra Harwood to defraud the citizens of Texas.

With no exception, | satisfied EVERY single requirement CPS Kaufman asked of me and yet
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Kathy Sayles stood in that Kaufman CPS court and falsified her reports during every court
hearing, painting a picture that | was some kind of an unfit person. It was an obvious and
falsified spin. Kathy Sayles is totally dishonest and ruthless and still employed at Kaufman CPS.

| dared to question her and CPS in a letter after they unjustly stole my son and God forbid that
ANY person DARE question high and mighty Kathy Sayles! Any person who questions Kathy
Sayles becomes her sworn enemy. My letter and warranted disgust as the parent further fueled
Kathy Sayles’ hatred.

My life has been greatly and perpetually traumatized, robbed, and defrauded due to the actions
allowed to be perpetrated by these named authorities in Kaufman County, Texas. Due to their
actions, there is no getting back the precious time or relationship with my only child that they
defrauded my son and | of as father and son. What they have done has had a lasting impact.

Among many other things suffered in this ordeal has been public shame, loss of a good
reputation, and defamation of character.

Exhibits

Return Mail that was rejected

Appeal

My letter to CPS Kaufman

Pictures of Micah

Letter to my son Micah’s Fiancé’ Emily
Letters I've written and sent to my son.
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Writ of Mandamus is GRANTED; Opinion Filed September 13, 2013.

In The
@Court of Appeals
Fifth Digtrict of Texas at Dallas

No. 05-13-01077-CV

IN RE TODD TOMASELLA, Relator

On Appeal from the 86th District Court
Kaufman County, Texas
Trial Court Cause No. 61378

MEMORANDUM OPINION

Before Justices FitzGerald, Lang, and Myers
Opinion by Justice Lang

Before the Court is relator’s petition for writ of habeas corpus relating to the trial court’s
March 28, 2013 “Order for Writ of Commitment for Todd Michael Tomasella, and Setting of
Bond.” Relator complains that he was wrongfully denied the right to a jury trial. We agree.

The trial court’s order finds relator guilty of criminal contempt, sentences him to six
months plus an additional three months, and orders the sentences to run consecutively. Because
relator was sentenced to more than six months in jail, he was entitled to a trial by jury. See Ex
parte Sproull, 815 S.W.2d 250, 250 (Tex. 1991). Real party in interest agrees that relator’s
sentence for criminal contempt must be set aside. However, as real party in interest points out,
relator was also incarcerated on a finding of civil contempt. Relator has not challenged his
sentence for civil contempt, and we do not disturb the trial court’s findings or sentence related to

civil contempt.
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Therefore, we GRANT habeas corpus relief and VACATE the criminal contempt
portion of the written order dated March 28, 2013, entitled Order for Writ of Commitment for
Todd Michael Tomasella, and Setting of Bond, issued by the 86th Judicial District Court of
Kaufman County, Texas, in the case styled In the Interest of M.D.T., a Child. The portion of that
order committing Todd Michael Tomasella to the custody of the Sheriff of Kaufman County for
civil contempt remains in effect. We ORDER that relator Todd Michael Tomasella be
unconditionally released and discharged from the custody of the Sheriff of Kaufman County

pursuant only to the criminal contempt portion of that order.

/Douglas S. Lang/
DOUGLAS S. LANG
JUSTICE

131077F.P05
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AFFIDAVIT-Letter to CPS
Defamation of character
Cps letter

11/29/06

To: Melissa Hobbs/Kathy Sayles

From: Todd Tomasella

QUESTIONS:

Why was the child never brought together with his father in order to scrutinize what really happened as
opposed to the outlandish exaggerations and fabrications? Can any parent get any old counselor to
manufacture and maniputate truth and get the child taken away from his own parent? Why did you not
look more closely into this information before you decided to rob a little boy of his relationship with his
own father and further assist his mother in her long-term agenda of alienating this child and his father? Do
you not realize the negative reputation Sherry Rust has among counseling professionals?

CHALLENGE:

In light of the fact that it has been completely unfair to isolate Micah from his father while separating him
to a completely father-alienating mother, grandparents, and counselor (Rust), would it not be appropriate
and revealing to let the child be present with his dad and ask those same questions (cross examination)
while with his father? Who is it that would be afraid of the answers that might come from this
session/study?

QUESTIONS to be ASKED MICAH by HIS FATHER in the PRESENCE OF COUNSELOR (recorded if
possible)

1. Did daddy force you to clean up things | pushed off coffee table?

2. Do you believe your dad would hurt you?

3. How did you get your Bible? Did you ask your dad to buy it or did your daddy just go out and get it
for you? (either way is LEGAL, yet for the sake of showing how exaggerated the initial information
is that got this case into CPS, this will be a good question to ask)

4. Does your daddy force you to pray? If so, how long? (this is also not illegal)

5. Does your dad force you to read the Bible? (reading the Bible is a good thing and certainly not
illegal)

6. Did daddy rip a cross off of your neck, or did he just tell you that the cross itself has no
significance other than the Savior who died on it for our sins?

7. After the one time your daddy spanked you when you were 5, what did you say to your dad about
that spanking? Did you tell him that it “hurt on the outside, but it felt good on the inside?”
(unsolicited)

| believe that the nature of the exaggerations and fabrications initially submitted to CPS (which have
stolen this relationship from this father and son) will reveal themselves in the answers to these simple
questions, invalidating the whole initial CPS report that separated this father and his son.
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None of the above things are true and a fair interview concerning these exact items will show that they
were fabricated, conjured up and largely exaggerated. This will reflect the father-alienating agenda of the
child’'s mother and reveal her coaching of the child, The idea that Micah would say these things (if he ever
really did say them) would also show that the hypnotic affect of counselor Sherry Rusk is unreliable and
manipulating. As is clear from the overwhelming negative testimony of so many other professionals in the
field of counseling concerning Miss Rusk, her “evidence” should be completely disregarded as unreliable.

THE BIG PICTURE

In the historical view, the continuum of events will clearly reveal that the relationship of Micah and his
father is a good one and a safe one. The one event that happened in June or July was isolated and it is
therefore very unfair and damaging to Micah to be separated from his own father, especially in light of the
fact of his mother's relentless history and campaign of PAS (Parental Alienation Syndrome).

What you do not realize (and may not care to realize), due to her extremely insidious methods, is that
Becky continues to control Micah’s answers by enticement. She is enticing him using upcoming Holiday
family planning and gifts, telling him that he will miss all this (being with her family, traveling, gifts, etc.) if
he goes to be with his father for Thanksgiving/Christmas.

Why has this father and son not yet been sat down together to test the information? Why are there no
plans for such? What is there to hide? Who, among all those involved in this case, would be afraid of the
answers and revelation of this study?

Todd Tomasella

972.571.3459
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Hello Emily, May, 2018

You look like a dear lady (from the pics), a treasure and someone a parent would be proud for their son
to be with.

With this correspondence, there is no intention to manipulate but rather simply to communicate to
Micah that his father loves him. Like all of us, Micah only has one father and that is myself. As you know,
communication has been completely shut down for many years due to the all out war waged. That was
not even slightly my doing. It’s been an all out attack. It would seem that Micah has been the one who
has largely been the victim. He doesn’t realize that. My desire is the best for Micah and you.

Regrettably, Micah’s thinking has been conditioned by his mother. This happened because of the things
she deliberately did to destroy our relationship (knowing that’s what would hurt me the most). This is
called PAS (Parental Alienation Syndrome).

During that time, with no evidence of abuse, | could only see Micah once per month at a counselor’s
compound. Her name was Linda Dugan. She lost her license due to 3 DUI's and so many who filed
complaints about her. Linda is not a Christian, is against Christians and so was turning Micah against me.
So, after so long | decided to stop seeing Micah at Linda’s and was working on restoring the every other
weekend visitation with him as we had before and as is standard. Unfortunately, that didn’t work.

| am relating this to you as a bit of background. Also, | am not saying this was the best thing for me to
have done, but rather just sharing. That day, when | told him | could no longer meet with him at Linda
Dugan’s compound, | told him to call the judge and tell him you want to see your father at his (my)
house. The damage this did to him — to feel abandoned and rejected by his dad, must have been very
traumatic.

To date, according to the Attorney General of Texas, | have paid appr. $68,000 in child support which is
most likely more than | should have ever been charged, based on my income. It is suspected that Micah
has been led to believe that | paid little and not enough child support. Child support was the weapon
used to destroy me and Micah and his father’s relationship.

The case is not over but it will be once we file, finally as the plaintiff instead of defendant.

Kaufman county is long known to be a good ole boys network. They favor their home town folks and
abuse outsiders. In response, my new attorney will be filing.

I sure have loved my son from the moment he was born, prayed for him in the womb, and pray for him
daily. Micah is obviously very wounded and much of that could be cleared up if there was just a little
communication. He doesn’t realize the scope of what has happened and to discover a bit more, he’'d
gain much insight. He may not seem hurt and yet | believe this will definitely come out sometime if it's
not tended to. To say this is not important would be to say that the bond, the relationship God created
to be between parents and children is not important nor significant. There is no intention here to play a
blame game and yet, the absence of communication is helping no one. The LORD instructed all of us to
honor our parents and if we don’t it will come out, somewhere in our lives. My desire is to help Micah. |
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assume he may be getting back at me for abandoning him, by rejecting my suggestion that we
communicate. You would not believe the hell that has been endured due to this attack and the attack
was on Micah as well as myself. Micah doesn’t know that but the enemy of souls warred against him in
this attack.

“And he shall turn the heart of the fathers to the children, and the heart of the children to their fathers,
lest 1 come and smite the earth with a curse.” Malachi 4:6

Thank you for listening Emily. Ephesians 6:2-3 <<<< blessings is what the LORD wants to give.
In Christ,
Todd Tomasella

info@safeguardyoursoul.com

twitter.com/sgysoul/
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Here below is the content of the website | set
up, aforementioned. This is the site Kaufman
County asked the FBI to get me to take down:
KaufmanCountyCorruption.com

Below is the latest version of the site before being taken down. This is from a concerned person
who presently has the contents of my site still online on his site. Remember, Kaufman had the
FBI coerce me to remove this site due to the light it was bringing on their tyrannical darkness.
Somehow, before the site was removed, or by way of waybackmachine.com this man who has
this still on his site, captured the contents of my site. The picture of my son and I is shown due
to it being on my site and as this man has captured from my site. His site is:
http://fromthetrenchesworldreport.com/das-murdered-for-exposing-good-ole-boys-child-
kidnapping-in-texas/39761

The horrifying story of what one man has been through due to the corruption in the Kaufman
County, Texas court system and Child Protective Services has been reprinted below in its
entirety with the permission of Kaufman County Corruption. The ‘crimes’ committed by this
author include reading the Bible to his son as well as praying with his son. Really! His must read
story is further below.

With the recent murder of Kaufman County DA Mike McLelland as well as his chief prosecutor,
Mark Hasse, within the last two months, we must ask the questions: Were the deaths of DA
McLelland and Hasse related to their ‘exposure’ of the ‘good ole boy’ network in Kaufman
County, Texas and the child kidnapping ring being run out of Child Protective Services? Before
you discount this possibility, please remember what happened to the late Senator Nancy Schaefer
of Georgia after exposing the CPS. Schaefer exposed the abuses of CPS and the international
child sex slavery ring and was murdered along with her husband shortly afterwards. Please read
the following quotes from two recent stories in which both Mark Hasse and Mike McLelland
were in charge of the prosecution and conviction of a member of the ‘good ole boy’ network of
CPS criminals, Eric Williams. MUCH more below.

Eric Williams: Kingpin Operative of Organized Child-Thieving Ring in Kaufman TX

Suspended justice of the peace Eric Williams has been found guilty on all charges by a Kaufman
County jury in the 422nd District Court on Friday.

“I’'m ecstatic,” District Attorney Mike McLelland said after the verdicts were announced. “It

shows the community that elected officials should be, and are, held to a higher standard. It’s not
the old system over here any more.”

“The Good Old Boy Network is gone.”
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The prosecution called witnesses that testified to death threats made by Williams in the past.

Janice Gray was a district court coordinator in Coryell County in the mid 1990s. She said she
met Williams at a conference and the two, then single, began dating for a short time before
breaking up. The next year, she ran into Williams at the same annual conference.

Gray said they talked in the lobby of the
hotel where the conference was being
held.

“He said he had something for my son,”
Gray testified. She said Williams
showed her a gun.

Later, as she and several other court
coordinators attending the conference
went out in the evening, Gray said
Williams showed up at the same “sports
bar” where her group went.

She said he asked her to step away for a
private talk, then told her if she walked
away, he’d shoot her ... that he had
nothing to lose.

When a couple of the other court

coordinators came over, she took the

opportunity to leave with them and get
away from Williams, she said. Gray said she later called the police and Williams was arrested
and questioned, although she eventually decided not to pursue charges.

Assistant district attorney Mark Hasse also called local attorney Dennis Jones to the stand to
testify about another death threat attributed to Williams.

Jones testified that he knew of a problem with a mediation hearing Williams was in charge of,
one that involved another local attorney, Jon Burt, and a Dallas-area attorney. Burt had testified
that after the hearing was canceled, the Dallas-area attorney wasn’t notified. That attorney
expressed some anger about the lack of notice.

Later, Jones testified that Williams showed up in the law offices that he and Burt share on the
Kaufman Town Square. Jones said he heard Williams threaten to kill Burt, his wife; his children
and that he would burn down their house.

WHAT IF you picked up this Sunday’s newspaper and it read “Judge Orders Man Whose Child
Was Kidnapped 7 Years Ago to Pay Kidnappers $23,000”? OR, “Victim Ordered to Pay Criminal
who Kidnapped His Son and Held Him for 7 Years Running!”?
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Also, this same victimized father has been sentenced to jail for: 1) Sending loving text messages
to his son, 2) for not paying $23,000 in attorneys fees for an attorney he never hired, and 3) for
not being able to pay his full, grossly over charged child support.

Even children whose fathers are in jail for murder get to go see their dad once per month!

If children whose fathers are in prison get to go see their dads once a month, WHAT in the
world have | done to forfeit ever seeing my son —my only child whom I have not seen outside
of court for many years?! This boy’s grandparents have not been allowed to communicate with
him for this many years also! WHAT did they do to be forbidden to have a relationship with
their grandchild?

THIS is what has been done by Judge Howard Tygrett, Ruth Blake, Sandra Harwood, and Kathy
Sayles of DFPS/CPS Kaufman County, Texas. These are brazen public enemies, a danger to
society. Bewarel

What would be your reaction? Would you be outraged? Would you be incensed?

What has happened to me in the Kaufman County 86th District court is exactly as this headline
states! This is exactly what has happened to me over the last several years in this evil system of
injustice in Kaufman County, Texas! If this headline hit the papers there would be a massive
outrage. This type injustice is rampant in the Kaufman County system of IN-justice and the
emails we get from this site testify to such as we have been contacted by numerous defrauded
parents and otherwise.

Eric Williams has been convicted of 2 felonies and has another worst one still pending.
Regrettably, with the help of other child thieves still allowed to operate in the Kaufman County
legal system, Eric Williams has been stealing children from their parents for years. This is
exactly what he did to my son and I. Find out who else is involved in this child-thieving ring
below.

HYPER-JUSTICE which is clearly injustice! In the corrupt Kaufman County culture, every person
accused is “GUILTY until proven innocent” instead of “INNOCENT until proven guilty.”There is a
“they MUST be guilty” toward any person accused. With this unprofessional, unethical, illegal,
and immature mindset, the judges, counselors and prosecutors mete (deal) out undue, harsh
judgment upon anyone who is merely accused, regardless of whether or not there is proof or
evidence to prove they are guilty. Regrettably, never is there seen a judge in this filthy corrupt
Kaufman system who stands up to so much as rebuke the false accuser and person who is
abusing the judicial system — using it to hurt another person unduly. The minions who operate
in their darkness inside the Kaufman INjustice system thrive on attacking people — Tax paying
citizens of the USA. Beware!

I was accused of the “crime” of 1) praying with my son, and 2) reading the Bible to my son!!!!
This is officially on record and was stated as being abuse in this wicked courthouse! The judge
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did nothing to rebuke this foolish, unfounded, protected accusation. The silence of those evil
minions who run the corrupt Kaufman County system of INjustice are destroying vital family
bonds by their silence.

This is a web of deceitful workers. Once the Kaufman County cast of clowns take a disliking to
their victim, they arrange the “facts” and manipulate the law to see that person “in contempt”
of court or “abusive” or otherwise for not being able to reach an impossible order these clowns
set up and charge their victim. In other words, they find a way to make that person they are
victimizing guilty. These clowns are completely unprofessional and quite immature. They don’t
rule with bias and according to the law but rather by their own personal likes, dislikes, and
personal vendettas. That’s not what they swore on the Holy Bible to do. That’s not what the
tax-paying citizens of Kaufman County are paying them to do.

Well the Judgment Junkyard is filled with Littered Lives here in this corrupted system of
injustice and | suspect there will be more going there due to their insistence upon working evil
instead of doing justly to their fellow man. You see, the only real Judge, the One who holds the
life-breath of every man, sees exactly what these people are doing and He rewards the
unrepentant wicked both here in the earth and in the eternal prison of fire.

The evil minions of the corrupt Kaufman County court system continue to deal unjustly and are
perhaps under divine condemnation (details below). Their personal lives will not be blessed.
They are under a curse for destroying family bonds unjustly. Dividing a child from his/her father
comes with a specific curse (Malachi 4:6). It’s on open record in God’s Word — the One who
designed the family unit.

“The curse of the LORD is in the house of the wicked: but he blesseth the habitation of the
just.” Proverbs 3:33

As you will see for yourself below, this “curse” from the Almighty has and is coming on all those
involved in the Kaufman County courts who are not deliberating justly.

Not one stitch of evidence of abuse against me has ever been presented in the courtroom —
because there is none. And yet, | have not seen my son alone in over 5 years! This will be
brought to the light and the LORD is judging the evil doers responsible for this! He is“send(ing)
forth judgment unto victory.“~The Son of God, Matthew 12:20

it’s a matter of time. The LORD will have the last say in this and concerning the individual
personal lives of those who rage against Him by destroying families in Kaufman County (Ps.
7:13). To date, below are some of the things we are aware of that the Almighty has done to
some of the family-destroying perpetrators in the Kaufman County courts.

After and while ruling/acting corruptly and unjustly in this case, the following 6 people
experienced .....
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Kathy Sayles: The CPS case worker on this case was beaten severely with a weapon. (Kaufman
CPS Monsters)

Two close friends witnessed Kathy Sayles wink at the ex-mother-in-law of a guy she just
misrepresented as she walked off the stand after falsely testifying against the fellow, the very
father of the child she was kidnapping from his own daddy! Watch out for Kathy Sayles, CPS -
DFPS Kaufman, Texas. If you have ever seen someone with a chip on her shoulder, it's Kathy
"combat-boot-wearing" Sayles of Kaufman CPS. She is totally unprofessional and only working
for CPS because she didn't rate a real job. It seems apparent that Kathy Sayles was abused by a
man in her youth and now spends her entire adult life seeking to destroy the lives of precious
children by cheating them out of the God-given relationship with their own father. I know
people who satisfied EVERY single requirement CPS Kaufman asked of them and yet Kathy
Sayles stood in that foolish Kaufman CPS court and falsified her reports during every court
hearing. This woman cannot be trusted. Kathy Sayles is totally dishonest and malicious. When
someone dares to question her (high and mighty Kathy Sayles) and CPS after they unjustly steal
their children, she unleashes her wrath using her citizen-funded position! Any person who
questions Kathy Sayles becomes her sworn enemy. Read more here: www.Kaufman-TX.com
pass on so others can be protected from this evil woman LW, Texas

Two close friends witnessed Kathy Sayles wink at my ex-mother-in-law as she walked off the
stand after falsely testifying against me, the very father of the child she was kidnapping from his
own daddy! Beware of Kathy Sayles, CPS - DFPS Kaufman, Texas. If you have ever seen someone
with a chip on her shoulder, it's Kathy "combat boot wearing" Sayles of Kaufman CPS. She is
utterly unprofessional and only working for CPS because she didn't rate a real job. It seems
clear that Kathy Sayles was abused by a man in her youth and now spends her whole adult life
seeking to destroy the lives of precious children by cheating them out of the God-given
relationship with their own father.

I satisfied EVERY single requirement CPS Kaufman asked of me and yet Kathy Sayles stood in
that kangaroo Kaufman CPS court and falsified her reports during every court hearing. This
woman cannot be trusted. Kathy Sayles is totally dishonest and ruthless.

I dared to question her and CPS in a letter after they unjustly stole my son and God forbid that
ANY person DARE question high and mighty Kathy Sayles! Any person who does becomes her
sworn enemy.
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