Case 3:22-cv-00518-MMH-LLL  Document 3  Filed 05/10/22 Page 1 of 116 PagelD 118

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

For the
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
ORLANDO DIVISION

7

I AVK 220;

BEFAITHFUL COKER,
MINOR CHILD V. COKER, :
AND MINOR CHILD M. COKER =
3 23-Cv =51 G- mer - L T
Plaintiffs, CASE NO. 622=€V-854—RBD—LHRm
VS.

61

SLYVESTER WARREN, III, individually and collectively,

JUSTICE AND EQUALITY COALITION, INCORPORATED,
collectively,

CITY COUNCIL OF LAKE CITY FLORIDA, individually and
collectively;

JAKE HILL, individually and in his official capacity,

EUGENE JEFFERSON, individually and in his official capacity,
CHRISTOPHER TODD SAMPSON, individually and in his official
capacity,

STEPHEN WITT, individually and in his official capacity,

AUDREY SIKES, in her official capacity as CITY CLERK OF LAKE
CITY, and DEPUTY SUPERVISOR OF ELECTIONS FOR COLUMBIA
COUNTY

TOMI BROWN, in her official capacity as COLUMBIA COUNTY
SUPERVISOR OF ELECTIONS

FRED KOBERLEIN JR., individually and and in his official capacity,
for the CITY OF LAKE CITY COUNCIL

KOBERLEIN LAW OFFICE

ROBINSON, KEENON, AND KENDROW, PA

JOEL FOREMAN, individually and in his official capacity as

Attorney for COLUMBIA COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS, and Attorney for COLUMBIA COUNTY
SUPERVISOR OF ELECTIONS
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COLUMBIA COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
Ronald Williams, individually and in his official capacity

LAKE CITY - Columbia County Chamber of Commerce

STEVE SMITH, in his individual capacity

NORTHEAST FLORIDA NEWSPAPER, LLC. aka LAKE CITY
REPORTER,

TODD WILSON, individually,

STEPHEN DOUGLAS, individually,

GLENNEL BOWDEN, individually,

VANESSA GEORGE, individually,

NATHAN GAMBLES III, individually,

KRIS ROBINSON, individually,

DAVID FINA, in his official capacity as Judge of the Third Circuit
Judicial Court, and

FLORIDA SECRETARY OF STATE, DIVISION OF ELECTIONS,

Defendants.

NDED TATED COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiffs brings this suit pursuant to 52 U.S.C. §10301
seeking injunctive declaratory judgment and with request for an
Observer, 42 U.S.C. §1983 seeking declaratory judgment declaring
certain policies and practices of the Defendants, and their agents
and employees, to be unconstitutional under the Fourth and
Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, and in

violation of the certain Civil Rights of 1964 and Voting Rights Act of

2006, together with an award of damages associated with those
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unconstitutional policies and practices and Whistleblower
Protection Improvement Act of 2021. Plaintiffs also bring several
state law claims pursuant to the supplemental jurisdiction of this
Court. Plaintiffs further seek an award of damages, Consent Decree,
costs and a declaration of rights.

VENUE

1. Venue is in the Middle District of Florida, Orlando Division
since the policies and acts complained of are those of
Defendants who either reside or have a principal place of
business in Lake City, Columbia, Putnam, or Leon County, the
geographical area of Orlando provides neutrality.

PARTIES
2.  Plaintiffs

a. BEFAITHFUL COKER (hereinafter “Plaintiff B. Coker”)
PO Box 15
Lake City, FL 32056
386.697.6075

befaithfulcoke;@ggaﬂ.com

b. V. COKER is the minor child of BEFAITHFUL COKER
(hereinafter “Plaintiffs V. Coker”)
PO Box 15
Lake City, FL 32056
386.697.6075
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befaithﬁalcoke;@ggail.com

¢. M. COKER is the minor child of BEFAITHFUL COKER
(hereinafter “Plaintiffs M. Coker”)
PO Box 15
Lake City, FL 32056
386.697.6075

befaithfulcoke;@gmajl.com

3. DEFENDANTS

a. SYLVESTER WARREN III,
(hereinafter “Defendant Warren II1”)
930 Joe Coney Street
Lake City, FL 32055

123 NE Bradley Terrace
Lake City, FL 32055

b. JUSTICE AND EQUALITY COALITION , INCORPORATED
Incorporated on July 31, 2020 in the State of Florida
(hereinafter “Defendant Agents Equality”)

930 Joe Coney Street
Lake City, FL 32055

Registered Agent:
Sylvester Warren III

c. AUDREY SIKES
Clerk of the City of Lake City Council
(hereinafter “Defendant Clerk”)
Deputy Supervisor of Election
(hereinafter “Defendant Deputy Supervisor”)
233 NW Overflow Lake Drive
Lake City, FL 32055
386.755.2130

sikesa@]cfla.com



Case 3:22-cv-00518-MMH-LLL ~ Document 3 Filed 05/10/22 Page 5 0f 116 PagelD122™

d. CITY COUNCIL OF LAKE CITY FLORIDA
(hereinafter “Defendant City Council”)
% City Clerk
205 N. Marion Avenue
Lake City, FL 32025
386.755.2130
ikes (e 0

e. CHRISTOPHER TODD SAMPSON
Lake City Council
(hereinafter “Defendant Sampson”)
495 SW Lakeview AVE
Lake City, FL 32025
386.719.5756

sampsont@lcfla.com

f. JAKE HILL
Lake City Council
(hereinafter “Defendant Hill”)
499 NW Dixie Avenue
Lake City, FL 32025
386.719.5756

hillj@lcfla.com

g. EUGENE JEFFERSON
Lake City Council
(hereinafter “Defendant Jefferson”)
721 NE Center Avenue
Lake City, FL 32025
386.697.6803

jeffersone@lcfla.com

h. STEPHEN WITT
Lake City Council
(hereinafter “Defendant Witt”)
1809 Sw Paloma Court
Lake City, F1 32025
386.397.0824
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witts@lcfla.com

i. FRED KOBERLEIN JR.
(hereinafter “Defendant City Attorney”)
509 NW Savannah Circle
Lake City, F1 32025
386.365.5007
fred@klolaw.com

j. KOBERLEIN LAW OFFICE
City of Lake City
(hereinafter “Defendant Koberlein Law”)
855 SW Baya Drive
Lake City, FL 32025
386.365.5007

k. KRIS BRADSHAW ROBINSON
Robinson, Keenon, and Kendrom, PA
(hereinafter “Defendant Robinson”)
655 NW Lona Loop
Lake City, FL 32025
KBR@RKKATTORNEYS.COM
386.303.1605

1. ROBINSON, KEENON, AND KENDROM, P.A.
(hereinafter “Defendant RKK”)
582 W. Duval Street
Lake City, FL 32055
386.755.1334

m.DAVID FINA
(hereinafter “Defendant Fina”)
200 S. Ohio Avenue #104
Live Oak, FL 32064

14146 92nd Trail
Live Oak, FL 32060
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n. TOMI BROWN
Supervisor of Elections - Columbia County, Florida
(hereinafter “Defendant Brown”)
vote@votecolumbia.com
971 W. Duval Street, 102
Lake City, FL 32055
386.758.1026

0. COLUMBIA COUNTY BOARD OF COUNTY
COMMISSIONERS
% Chairman Rocky Ford
(hereinafter “Defendant CCBCC”)
135 NE Hernando Avenue, Suite 203
Lake City, FL 32055
386.758.2182
becadmin@columbiacountyfla.com

p. RONALD WILLIAMS
Columbia County Board Of County Commissioners
(hereinafter “Defendant Williams”)
440 Nw Winfield St
Lake City, F1 32055
386.752.0158
ron_williams@columbiacountyfla.com

q. STEPHEN DOUGLAS
(hereinafter “Defendant Douglas”)
205 SE Butler Glenn
Lake City, FL 32025

r. JOEL FLETCHER FOREMAN
County Attorney - Columbia County Board of County
Commissioners
(hereinafter “Defendant Foreman”)
137 NW Madison Street
Lake City, FL 32025
386.984.0627
joel@foreman.law
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s. NORTHEAST FLORIDA NEWSPAPERS, LLC
DBA LAKE CITY REPORTER
DBA CNI NEWS
(hereinafter “Lake City Reporter”)
1825 St. Johns Avenue
Palatka, FL 32177

t. TODD WILSON
(hereinafter “Defendant Wilson”)
126 NW Irish Glenn
Lake City, FL 32055
twilson@lakecityreporter.com

u. GLENNELL BOWDEN
Advisory Council Member
City of Lake City
Fireman Pension Trust Fund
1156 Ne Bascom Norris
Lake City, F1 32025

Advisor Council Member
Columbia County Board of County Commissioners
(hereinafter “Defendant Bowden”

v. VANESSA GEORGE
Treasurer - Defendants Agents Equality
City Manager - Town of White Springs
(hereinafter “Defendant George”)
930 Joe Coney Street
Lake City, FL 32055

w. NATHAN GAMBLES
Vice President - Defendants Agents Equality
(hereinafter “Defendant Gambles III”
318 NW Mathews Street
Lake City, FL 32055

5711 Crowntree Lane
Orlando, FL 32029
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x. LAKE CITY, COLUMBIA COUNTY CHAMBER OF
COMMERCE
(hereinafter “Defendant Chamber”
162 S. Marion Avenue
Registered Agent: Joseph O’'Hearn
Lake City, FL 32025
y. STEVE SMITH
377 NW Lona Loop
Lake City, FL 32025
z. SECRETARY OF STATE
(hereinafter “Defendant Secretary”
RA Gray Building
Tallahassee, FL 32301
Plaintiffs satisfied the notice requirements of §768.28(6) Fla.Stat. by
notifying Defendants by letter dated April 15, 2022.

JURISDICTION

4. Federal Question jurisdiction pursuant to:

a. 28 U.S.C. §1331 to hear cases arising under the
Constitution of the United States, under 28 U.S.C.
§1343(3) to redress the deprivation under color of state
law of any right, privilege or immunity secured by the
Constitution. This Court is authorized under 28 U.S.C.
§1343(4) to award damages and secure other relief for the

invasion of civil rights.
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5. This Complaint seeks injunctive declaratory relief to address
violations of the Plaintiffs’ rights, privileges and immunities
under the Constitution of the United States and pursuant to:

a. 52 U.S.C. §§10301 and 10308, and Rule 65, Fed.R.Civ.P.
28. This Court is authorized to award damages for
violation of Plaintiffs' constitutional rights under 52
U.S.C. §§10301 and 10310.

6. This Complaint seeks declaratory relief to address violations of
the Plaintiffs' rights, privileges and immunities under the
Constitution of the United States and Title 42 U.S.C. §§§1983,
1985, and 1988, specifically seeking redress for the
deprivation under color of state statute, ordinance, regulation,
custom or usage of rights, privileges, and immunities secured
by the Constitution and laws of the United States. The rights
sought to be protected in this cause of action arise and are
secured under the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments to the
Constitution.

7. This Complaint seeks declaratory judgments and relief
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§2201 and 2202, and Rule 65,

Fed.R.Civ.P. 28.This Court is authorized to award damages for

10
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violation of Plaintiffs’ constitutional rights under 42 U.S.C.
§§1983 and 1985.

8. This Complaint seeks relief and declaratory judgments and
grant further relief pursuant to the Whistleblower Protection
Improvement Act of 2021.

9. This Complaint seeks relief under the supplemental
jurisdiction jurisdiction this Court holds over Plaintiffs' state
law claims pursuant to:

a. 28 U.S.C. §§§1366, 1367, and 1391(b).

b. Florida Sunshine Law - 286.011.

c. Florida Election Code FS §Title IX -

d. Florida Formation of Municipalities Act FS §Title XII.
e. WhistleBlower Act of FS 112.3187.

STATEMENT OF FACTS

10. Plaintiff B. Coker resides in Lake City, Florida and has from
1974 to 1990 and 2009 to present. The latter of which dates she
has been an outspoken community activist who devotes much of
her time and attention to issues affecting the quality of life for
young and elderly citizens; with a special interest to the impact of

crime on education, leadership development, and racial harmony

1
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within Columbia County.

11. Plaintiffs V. Coker has resided in Lake City, Florida from age
four (2009) to present and is an aspiring youth leader for the ten
years preceding 2022, attending and speaking in regular intervals
at public meetings including but not limited to the City Council of
Lake City, and did so on January 4, 2021, January 19, 2021,
October 13, 2021, October 26, 2021, November 1, 2021, and
November 8, 2021.

12. Plaintiffs M. Coker has resided in Lake City, Florida from birth
(2012) to present, attending and speaking on occasional intervals at
public meetings including but not limited to of the City Council of
Lake City, and did so on January 4, 2021 and January 19, 2021,
2021, October 13, 2021, October 26, 2021, November 1, 2021, and
November 8, 2021.

13. Plaintiffs V. Coker attended Belmont Academy Charter School
from 2016 - December, 2021, was an honor roll student, served as
President of the National Junior Honor Society for two years, the
President of the Performing Arts Club, recipient of the NJHS Youth
Leadership Scholarship in 2021, member of Mensa Gifted Youth

Honor Society, member of Intertel Gifted Youth Program, Vice

12
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President of the Ambassador Leadership Council, Honorary
Mentioned Prudential Scholarship, and volunteered in excess of two
hundred service hours between 2016 to 2021 between school and
the community.

14. Plaintiff M. Coker attended Belmont Academy Charter School
from 2016 - December, 2021, where he was actively involved in
school activities and youth clubs while participating in events and
activities within the community.

15. Plaintiff B. Coker actively volunteered in classrooms, youth
clubs, served on School Advisory Council, PTO, and regularly
contributed where needed throughout the Belmont Academy
Charter School from 2016 to December 2021 when the minor
children could no longer be safeguarded in school.

16. Section 2.46 of the Lake City Code of Ordinances has been in
place since 1968 and it bars “Any person from making personal,
impertinent, or slanderous remarks or becoming boisterous while
addressing the City Council to include yelling or making audible
comments from the audience........ ” with penalty to include removal,
arrest, and ban (“Rules of Decorum”)

17. In addition the Rules of Decorum are defined in Resolution,

13
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printed on the Agenda of each meeting, and verbalized by the Mayor
at the commencement of each meeting.

18. On January 4, 2021 and January 19, 2021 the Plaintiffs
attended the regular scheduled meeting of the Lake City Council
and witnessed Defendant Hill vote for the City of Lake City to enter
a Lease with the George & Warren Foundation at a nominal rate of
$1.00 per month on claims that white organizations were extended
the discount without stating he held a conflict because his spouse
sat as a member of the Board of Directors of the same organization.

19. On or about February 2, 221 Plaintiff B. Coker did become a
Whistleblower and report the actions of Defendants City Council,
Hill, and Jefferson along with official letters written by the
Defendants City Council, Hill, Jefferson, and Williams along with
other local officials and members of the Florida Bar to request that
Defendant Warren III be released early from his obligation of federal
probation services. Exhibit A

20. Defendant Hill defended his actions to approve the nominal
lease to an organization under false pretenses, as necessity of
fighting racial injustice and further admitted on January 4, 2021

and again on January 19, 2021; a scheme to give the appearance of

14
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a not for profit daycare facility owned and operated by a convicted
felon, to be intertwined with the George & Warren Foundation to
give the appearance of being its parent company. The owner
operator Lavelle George is quoted as saying, “Lollipop is just the
brand that collects money and the true owner is the George &
Warren Foundation.”

21. Defendant Hill did announce at a public meeting the names of
the individuals who had filed Ethics Complaints against him and
opined his actions were rendered to balance racial inequality,
neglecting to disclose his spouse was a member of the board of
directors of George and Warren Foundation on the date he
advocated for the nominal rent and voted to extend the Lease to the
George and Warren Foundation at a rate that would prevent citizens
of Lake City from the benefit protecting the financial interest of
Lake City, inciting racial tension and harmful threats to all in
opposition.

22. On February 1, 2021 the Rules of Decorum were in effect
when Plaintiffs V. Coker at age fifteen addressed the City Council to
extend appreciation for their participation and Black History Month

and when she returned to the podium to express appreciation to

15
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the Chief of Police for her leadership.

23. The Rules of Decorum were in effect while Defendants George,
Warren III, and Bowden along with other aduits in the room did
slander, make boisterous screams, and yell obscenities to Plaintiffs
V. Coker.

24. Defendants Witt, Hill, Sampson, Jefferson, and Koberlein sat
watching and did not enforce the Rules of Decorum in Section 2.47
of the Lake City Code.

25. On January 19, 2021, Plaintiff B. Coker was at a regular
meeting of the Lake City Council when Defendant Hill provided
perjured information to the public that he had been harrassed by
members of law enforcement and citing white citizens lacked
empathy to incite racial disharmony, causing threat and
intimidation to all in opposition.

26. On April 13, 2021, Plaintiff B. Coker did become a
Whistleblower and disclose publicly the video footage of the actual
encounter Defendant Hill referenced in his miscommunicated
attempt to incite hate, bigotry, and vitriol against law enforcement
when in fact the video footage showed Defendant Hill commit

assault and battery against members of law enforcement

16
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(https: //youtu.be /vxOwM8jgSEE).

27. Plaintiff B. Coker did become a Whistleblower and disclose to
local, state, and federal officials that Defendants City of Lake City,
Witt, Jefferson, Hill, and Sampson did in violation of its Charter
terminate the employment of the City Manager Joseph Helfenberger,
reinstate a terminated employee Ami Fields, and install the
terminated employee Ami Fields to Acting City Manager knowing
her application for employment was perjured and the potential
harm the constituents would incur employing an individual whose
recent employment as a bus driver and owner of a janitorial service
company did not meet the requirements of a City Manager.

28. Plaintiff B. Coker became a Whistleblower after reporting to
Defendant Koberlein that Defendants City Council encouraged by
Defendant Sampson misrepresented information to citizens and
Defendant City Council to illegally terminate City Manager and
make a replacement with a terminated Director of Human
Resources based on misrepresentation of Defendants Sampson and
Hill and submission of a fraudulent application, resume, and
references to the City of Lake City to gain employment.

29. On May 12, 2021, Plaintiff B.Coker met with Defendant

17
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Sampson, to discuss among other things concerns of increased
criminal activity within the city limits under the guise of business
ventures that by citizens the City of Lake City was exempting from
requirements to hold Business/Occupational licenses that could
quite possibly eliminate the these occurrences through
enforcement.

30. On June 21, 2021, Plaintiffs sought information from
Defendants Sampson and Sikes under the FOIA in accordance to
Lake City Charter and reported suspected criminal activity by
business owners who were in non compliance of the municipal
charter including businesses owned by Defendants Sampson,
Warren III, Sikes, Gambles, Bowden, and other appointed members
to municipal boards.

31. On June 21, 2021, Plaintiff B. Coker sought information
under the FOIA from Defendants Sampson and Sikes requesting
details and requesting disclosure of the required financial reports of
Defendant Sampson.

32. On June 22, 2021, Defendants Agents, Warren III, George, and
Gambles along with Defendant Bowden through their individual

and collective social media identity Agents for Equality, did display

18
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posts to include the home address of the Plaintiffs with disparaging,
debasing statements of a graphic sexual nature, slanderous
statements alleging false identity of the biological father of the two
minor  children, allegations of  prostitution, deceitful
characterizations and claims that actions purported by Plaintiff B.
Coker including those of Plaintiffs V. and M Coker (minor children)
were of those similar to “Uncle Tom " and intended to deprive and
harm the “Black” community and encouraged citizens to treat the
minor children of Plaintiff B. Coker as adults.

33. Defendants Agents Equality and Warren III authored and
displayed in public posts claiming the unsolved murder of Plaintiff
B. Coker’s brother on June 15, 2018 resulted from acts of local law
enforcement officials. A murder being investigated by local law
enforcement and assigned to Third Circuit States Attorney John
Durrett, who was Assistant States Attorney at the time of the
victim’s death.

34. At a community meeting attended by public citizens and
elected officials including, the Defendant Warren III and the Third
Circuit States Attorney John Durrett, did Defendant Warren III

publicly demand the presence of the Third Circuit States Attorney

19
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John Durret, at the personal residence of Defendant Warren III in
Lake City, Florida to which the Third Circuit States Attorney John
Durrett did obliged accompanied by Donald Kennedy.

35. Plaintiff B. Coker and members of the public repeatedly
requested Defendants City Council enforce its Rule of Decorum and
bar citizens from slanderous, loud, and boisterous comments
culminating into public threats and intimidation to prevent the
access of all to democracy and such request were made to and
denied from the Third Circuit States Attorney John Durret directly
and the Third Circuit Court of Columbia County.

36. On July 21, 2021 B. Plaintiff B. Coker and another citizen
met with States Attorney Durrett from the Third Judicial Circuit
Office of State's Attorney seeking protection to exercise democracy
without threat of harm at public meetings againsts Defendants
Warren III, Bowden, George, and Gambles and was told no
protection was available through the Office of the States Attorney to
citizens who chose to speak at public meetings.

37. Judge David Fina of the Third Circuit Court of Columbia
County, Florida denied Plaintiffs protection from the escalating

course of conduct by Defendants Warren III, George, Gambles and

20
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their entourage, through Petitions For Injunction for Protection
Against Stalking Cyberstalking were filed in the Third Judicial
Circuit Court of Columbia County, Florida on July 21, 2021 in
cases numbered 2021-173-DV; 2021-174-DV; 2021-175-2021-175
that were all denied along with the Supplemental Affidavit In
Support of Petition for Injunction for Protection Against Stalking by
the Honorable Judge David Fina of Suwannee County without a
Hearing on July 30, 2021 and sought appellate review to the Denied
Injunctions dated August 5, 2021 in the First District Court of
Appeals.

38. Plaintiff B. Coker became a Whistleblower on September 1,
2021, making additional reports of the violations to the municipal
charter by Defendant Sampson and did make such reports to local,
state, and federal officials.

39. Defendant Sampson retaliated against Plaintiff B. Coker with
slander and defamation to Plaintiff B. Coker to constituents of
Plaintiff B. Coker including staff and teachers at the place where
both Plaintiffs V. Coker and M. Coker attended school with the
children of Defendant Sampson.

40. On September 9, 2021, the City Council of Lake City, Florida

21
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(the “Council”) announced the approved resignation of Councilman
Chris Green who served District 14.

41. On October 9, 2021, Plaintiff B. Coker again acted as a
Whistleblower and informed local, state, and federal authorities that
non-qualifying persons with felony convictions were seeking to hold
public office on the Lake City Council.

42. Defendant Sikes advised there was no provision in the Lake
City Charter that would prevent a convicted felon from holding
public office and Defendant Sikes did inform Defendant Bowden of
Plaintiff B. Coker’s request.

43. Defendants Agents Equality, Warren III, Gambles III, George
and Bowden did obtain and publish the requests on social media
along with defaming and slanderous statements of Plaintiff B.
Coker.

44. On October 13, 2021 Defendant City Council attempted to
select Defendant Douglas to fill the vacant seat in District 14 using
a secret ballot that Defendant City Council voted to redo at its
regularly scheduled meeting on October 18, 2021 following
proceedings initiated in the Third Circuit Judicial Court of

Columbia County in Case No. CA-2021-268 by Plaintiff B. Coker on

22
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October 16, 2021.

45. On October 26, 2021 Defendant City Council corrected the
defaulted attempt to select Defendant Douglas and after five failed
attempts selected Plaintiff B. Coker in open sunshine as

representative of District 14 in a 3 to 1 vote with Defendant

Sampson being the only council member voting in opposition.

WEDNESDAY, OCTOBER 27, 2021

Lake City Reporter
City council goes with Coker
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Contnued From 1A
Douglas was sclected, but

never sworn in.

The second meeling on
the appointment came sfler
Coker filed a lawsuit against
the council, contending its
process fo select Douglas
was illegal. The lawsuit is
slill pending.

Douglas was sclected
after council members,
unable to make a motion
and reach a consensus on
one candidate, wenl to a
ranking system where
Douglas came oul on top.

In the lawsuil, Coker
called the ranking system
a “secret ballot® and said
she never got to sce the

Tuesday night she had
to sit in the audience and
walch the drama unfold
before she was selected as
the District 14 representa-
tive.

Council members went
one round with each candi-
date getting a motion and
a second to claim the posi-
tion, but each motion failed
because tie. City officials
carfier in the meeting said
they would select the coun-
cil member based nomina-
tion and majority of votes to
claim the post.

City Attorney Fred
Koberlein suggested the
council suspend the rules,
in order to sclect a candi.
date,

After a motion for
Jernigan failed with 2 2.2
tie, a motion for Douglas
met the same 2.2 fate.

Then, a motion for
Coker was adopted by a
3-1 margin with councilman
Todd Sampson casting the
dissenting  vote. Mayor
Stephen Witt, who previ-
ously voled against Coker,
cast the deciding vote,

“l think Bea is a great
person, very qualified and
I support her,” Witt said

following the meeting, I
think she was my second
pick in the original selac-
tion and so | think shel be
a fine council person.®

Before city officials made
their final nomination, there
were five rounds where no
candidate was selected due
(o 22 voling ties,

‘I stopped thinking,”
Coker said. “It had to play
out”

She said she thinks
that the lawsuit she filed
expressed the significance
of legal advice. She was
glad to see the coundil
members were open o
receiving Koberlein's guid-
ance during Tuesday's
meeting.

“They (council) Estened
to the people,” Coker said
of the meeting’s direction.
“The people came oul,
they spoke and the council
heard them. The selection
of District 14 {representa-
tive) was significant. I think
that's what the citizens
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spoke W and the council
responded,

“We only had four city
councilman doing the pro-
cess, we had very good
candidates, they were
very qualified and they
were very interested in the
job,” Witt said. “f think it
was a good process even
theugh it maybe didn't look
as smooth as some people
would have liked, but the
fact that there was people
supporting cach one shows
the consideration cach
councilman gave (o it.”

Witt said he thinks the
process o select a District
14 candidate at Tuesday’s
mecling was 2 good one.

‘It was a compromise,”
he said. “Everybody didn't
get who they wanted, but
1 think we were fine with
any one of the three. [ think
the city will be well repro-
sented and Lhe other thing
is this is the year for the
election, so everybody can
un"

46. On October 26, 2021 Defendant City Council through its chair
and Mayor Defendant Witt made perfectly clear Plaintiff B. Coker
had been duly appointed with the only act remaining was the Oath
of Office.

47.  On October 27, 2021 Defendant Sampson emailed Defendant
Koberlein seeking a method to prevent Plaintiff B. Coker from being
seated on October 27, 2021 and using Defendants Koberlein and
Sikes as liaisons did communicate to Defendant City Council the

desire to prevent Plaintiffs from being seated. Exhibit B

48. After learning on October 27, 2021 that a Motion for
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Reconsideration was not an option to undo the vote appointing
Plaintiff B. Coker to the City Council, Defendant Sampson
instructed and Defendant Sikes complied with his request to inform
other members of council of his attempts to undo the vote and a
Motion for Reconsideration was not longer an option

49. On October 27, 2021 Defendant Koberlein informed Defendant
Sampson that he was willing to discuss other options to achieve his
desired outcome.

50. Defendant Sikes knew Plaintiff B. Coker was duly appointed
and scheduled onboarding process to provide Plaintiff B. Coker with
required paperwork, medical and life insurance benefits, council
member training.

51. Defendant Sikes did receive the Oath of Office by Plaintiff B.
Coker on November 1, 2021 prior to the ministerial function of the
ceremony where Plaintiffs V. and M. Coker would be present to hold
the Bible during the installation ceremony.

52. On November 1, 2021, Plaintiff B. Coker arrived at the
regularly scheduled meeting of the Lake City Council with her two
minor children Plaintiffs V. Coker and M. Coker along with friends

and family members that were both local and traveling abroad and
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Plaintiffs Witt, Jefferson, Hill, Sampson, and Koberlein did sit
without an objection a point of order or without a request that
boisterous, slanderous and defaming statements be made by
Defendants Bowden, Warren III, and George of claims that Plaintiff
B. Coker was a prostitute, incapable of managing her financial
affairs, possessed criminal background and other demeaning
characterizations that were each untrue, defaming, and without the
requisite background before Defendant Hill announced he had a
change of heart due to Plaintiff B. Coker possessing a “background”
without any opportunity of due process to Plaintiff B. Coker.
53. The City Charter requires that an oath be filed with the City
Clerk in order to assume office. Article V, Section 513 of the Lake
City Charters reads:
Every officer of the city, before entering upon the duties of his
office, take and subscribe to an oath of affirmation to be filed
and kept in the office of the City Clerk; which oath shall be in
the form prescribed for state officers by the Constitution of the
State.
54. Florida Statute 876.05 requires that all public employees,

including city council members are required to take an oath before
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any person duly authorized to take acknowledgements of
instruments for public records in the state. Section (2) requires
that the oath be filed with the records of the governing official or
employing governmental agency.FS 876.05 applies to municipal
officers via 876.09 which states the provisions of 876.05 applies to

officers of cities.

55. The Plaintiff B. Coker was properly selected by the City
Council to fill the vacancy in District 14 at the special meeting held
on October 26,™ 2021, and officially assumed that office when she
signed the oath of office, had it notarized, and submitted it to the
City Clerk on November 1, 2021. This act was the all that was
required under Section 513 of the City Charter and Florida Statute
876.05. Once the Plaintiff B. Coker filed her Oath with the City
Clerk, the only action available to the City Commission was for the
Plaintiff B. Coker to be seated as the City Council Member for

District 14.
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No seat for Coker either

Council split on her
ntment; spectal
meeting set for Monday.

By TONY BRITT
BeRtplitaityrepert.com

The Lake City Council is
down (o its Enal strike.

Twice, the council has
held special mectiogs to
appoint a District 14 repees

sentative, only to back out
when il came ime to swear
the candidate in.

Guess what?

Ancther xpecial Gty coun
il meeting has been sched.
uled for 8 pm. Monday as
ity officials atirmpt, lor Lhe
third tiene, to Gl the vacant
vouncil seat.

Manday cvening,
Befithul Coker, who was

appointed by the councl to B0

meinthemth’lmk.
was sct (o be sworn in,

'hcnu!yufﬁaakl‘uwpt ] o

ing o approve Lhe resolu-
bmln:llmvlu‘rbm
in the post had a 22 vote,
with Jake Jill jr. and Todd
Sampson casting the dis-

senting votes.
Similarly,

Stephen ¢ et member Todd

Sampson
QY coromedon 64 and councll member Jake Hill Hsten to a speaker at the podium during Monday’s meeting.

TONT STINake Oy Bepurtre

{from left), Gty Gerk Audrey Skes, Mayor Stephen Wit
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CITY

Continured From 1A

Daughs, was appainted as
the District 14 represen-
tatve last month ondy to
suocimb o the same fale
when oty ofbeinls failed
to appruve the resoluBan
appainting him to the post.

During that meeling,
Caker prowvided coun-
cl members paperwark
indxaling she Ead filed a
lawszil against the coun.
cil for a Sunshine vdlaion
fir using 2 “secyel ballot’
in renking the canddites
where she was never
allowed to s=e ihe ballots.
That lawswid B sbill pend-
ing.

Dauring the public com.
memt session of Manday's
meeting, Coker's past was
a pamnl of conlention s
Glened Bowden, 2 commu.
ndy activist and [former
counciiman, sad Coker
hzd previausly been
arrested xwl had Bed for
bankruptcy in two stxies.
Bowden =iid he didnl
believe she should serve

edy™ and “tolad trmoil.”
“l have no shame for
who | 2m and make no
excuses o blame any-
one or anything,” Coker
wrole. “| am not ashamed
of uxing lngal remedies o
live, that's what owr city
needs. Peaple who have

| real Iife
| cxperi-
eace and
respect
the laws
zod  aspi-
rations
al athers
within begal boundaries™

Shawn  Holmgren, a
local resident, mid i
Cokes’s past could desqual-
ify her from holding the
posl, the coundd shoudd
lock at everyone's mst

Afler hexing the afor-
miion, Hill changed his
vote zbout supporting
Cokrer. The councilman
also informed Holmgren
thal be has never been
arresied, but has been
imvolyed with 2 “runin®
with fhe police.

When councilman
Eurgene Jefferson made
the molion to adopt the
resolution for Caker
serve as bhe Disioct 14
repeesentative, there was
a noticestble gap | Eme
before Mayor Stephben
Writ scoonded the moBon.
Hill, a5 he had already
=2id he intended to do,
and Samgson both cast
“No" voles,

However, with cty offi-
cials allempling b &1
the post within B days
as required by lbe city
chaster, the city has
schedfuled the  special
meeting  Monday  with
Coker, Stephen Dougles
and Ricky Jernigan as
the potentizt Thsirict 14
appaintess.

Chris Greear resigned

from fhe District 14 postin
exly Seplember. Monday
is he &Mh day since, the
final day for the coundl in
fili the vacancy.

Sampson,  the city
council District 11 repro
senlabive, s23d he made
the motiun to go back
and revisit selecting the
District 14 representalive
agzin and have resolutions
to zppodnt he person xt the
special meefing becuse
that would streamline the

process.

“[ think alter the reso-
lution didat pass oo Ms.
Coker that we needed o
stzrt lhe process agan,”
he said (wllowing the mend.
ing. “Sa, my perspertive is
we have anofher meeling
and at thal mesling have
we have lhe rolutions
prequred in achvance if
thaf's possibde, which they
said # was possible, so xi
thal next meeling we czn
Gnalize tvestng in one
meeting selSng and oom-
plete the process.

“It seens like we bave
a'hig issue with approving
things in a special meeling
aml then when il cumes
to a resolution, for what
cver reasan, we decsle
we're nod going o do #,°
Samgmon cunBinued, not
ing thal be spoke tn City
Attorney Fred Koberlein
and thought the oouncil
cauld vobe on the reso
fution for Daughs. “That
resolution was tabled. I
was never defeaied. Ta
me that could be brought
back, bul [ hink from the

meeling
wheve Lhat
N sol tzbled
we woudd
have
support
for  that,
because
three people sid “abso-
hetely nol” beczuse thry
were worrietd about Lhe
lawsuiL™

Wid 2k spoke about
the process that has
dgly afficias vsing the
appointment for a thied
lime,

“I've been smying that |
thought it was gooil pro-
cesx because we were
working together, hui 1
think i#t's very unfxriunxie
for the two that have been
nominated and voled oa to
come up here bo be sworn
in and Eor this to hxppen,”
he wid nllowing the meet
ing. “T'm not real happy
{had that's happened and |
azree fhal next Sme iff we
do it, we need tn put some-
body in, but [ reslly feel
bad tha we've done that
to bwo people and hadnt
(ollownd through.”

Witt seemed hopelul
that the councl woud be
abie o select a District
14 repeesenlative with ils
third atiempt 1o appaint
someone o the post.

“I hope wr can resolve
with diccarum znd 2 good
prucess,” he said. *1 think
Al three of them will be
siood and 1 thick they all
have good intealinas, so
hopehully we can finxh the
process.”

Cokar
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56. Between October 26, 2021 and November 1, 2021 Defendants
Agents Equality, Warren III, Gambles III, and George did author
what they characterized as public “legal advice” to Defendants City
Council, Hill and Sampson to disregard its vote and do all that was
possible to either delay or prevent Plaintiff B. Coker from being
seated at all costs and instructing the Defendants Council to
instead appoint candidate Ricky Jernigan.

57. On November 1, 2021 Plaintiffs V. Coker at age fifteen and M.
Coker at age eight sat in a packed room, for public attendance,
while being aired live, and recorded for public viewing and listed
with tears streaming down their face to a convicted Defendants
Warren III, a convicted drug trafficker, Bowden a convicted
murderer debased their mother without any opposition to the
boisterous and slanderous comments by any member of the council
or the attorney hired and paid for by constituents of Lake City
inclusive of tax dollars.

58. For the second time, Plaintiffs V. and M. Coker sat in tears in
tears forced to hear the humiliation of their mother Plaintiff B.
Coker being debased by an entourage of convicted felons disguised

as concerned citizens without the Rules of Decorum being enforced.
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59. Defendant City Council, Sikes, and Koberlein knew that
Plaintiff B. Coker met every qualification to be selected and held no
obstructions in her background after having served in the
community as a Guardian ad Litem, school volunteer, attended
graduate school, sat on numerous statewide boards, serving as a
volunteer in public schools each requiring a criminal background
check, and attended graduate school for an occupation where
background checks were required.

60. Defendant Koberlein did sit in silence as Defendants City
Council employed the use of a Resolution as a requirement for
Plaintiff B. Coker to be seated without explaining no such
requirement existed.

61. Defendants Koberlein, Sikes and Council sat as Defendant Hill
reasoned he was changing his vote and support for Plaintiff B.
Coker because she had a history of character flaws that others were
unaware to Defendants Witt, Sampson, Jefferson and Hill himself
fully aware that the current council membership consisted of a
member convicted of DUI while in office, a member whose spouse
was convicted of Voter Fraud in connection to his campaign while in

office, a member who assaulted and battered law enforcement in a

3N



‘Case 3:22-cv-00518-MMH-LLL  Document 3 Filed 05/10/22 Page 32 of 116 PagelD 149

viral video and later discharged a firearm at a minor child while in
office, and members who bored to enrich organizations with public
funds where either themselves or spouses served the organizations
boards while in office.

62. After Defendants City Council failed to fulfill its duties on
November 1, 2021, on November 8, 2021 Plaintiff B. Coker
commenced action in the Third Circuit Judicial Court of Columbia
County in Case No. 21-288-CA receiving a Writ of Mandamus and
Order of Prohibition ordered by Judge Dereck Jackson prohibiting
any additional acts of the Council of Lake City to fill the seat and
requiring Plaintiff B. Coker be seated or the Defendant City Council
show cause why Plaintiff B. Coker should not be seated (the “Self
Executing Order”) Exhibit C.

63. On November 8, 2021 Defendant Koberlein chose not to
inform his client Defendants City Council and Sikes of the
Self-Executing Order and adjourn the meeting until Defendants
Warren III, Bowden, George, Smith, and Chamber of Commerce,
were broadcast live debasing, ridiculing, or otherwise demeaning
Plaintiffs Coker again in the presence of Plaintiffs V. and M. Coker

along with family, friends, and constituents all in public view to be
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recorded and stored permanently.

64. On November 8, 2021, instead of conducting the ceremonial
installation as required by the Charter the Defendant Sikes sat in
silence as a Deputy Supervisor knowing the oath she took required
her to uphold the Election laws under both the Constitutions of the
State of Florida and the United States of America and fulfill her
obligation all while the Oath of Office she knew had been placed
directly in her hand on the morning of November 8, 2021.

65. On November 8, 2021, instead of conducting the ceremonial
installation as required by the Charter the Defendant Witt sat in
silence knowing the oath he took required him to uphold the rules
of the Charter, the Election laws under both the Constitutions of
the State of Florida and the United States of America and fulfill his
obligation and direct that Plaintiffs be seated.

66. On November 8, 2021, instead of conducting the ceremonial
installation as required by the Charter the Defendant Jefferson sat
in silence knowing the oath he took required him to uphold the
rules of the Charter, the Election laws under both the Constitutions
of the State of Florida and the United States of America and fulfill

his obligation and direct that Plaintiffs be seated.
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67. On November 8, 2021, instead of conducting the ceremonial
installation as required by the Charter the Defendant Sampson sat
in silence knowing the oath he took required him to uphold the
rules of the Charter, the Election laws under both the Constitutions
of the State of Florida and the United States of America and fulfill
his obligation and direct that Plaintiffs be seated.

68. On November 8, 2021, instead of conducting the ceremonial
installation as required by the Charter the Defendant Hill did
opined he had changed his mind on selecting Plaintiff B. Coker
“because of her background” without any due process and with
disregard for the oath he took required him to uphold the rules of
the Charter, the Election laws under both the Constitutions of the
State of Florida and the United States of America and fulfill his
obligation and direct that Plaintiffs be seated.

69. On November 8, 2021, instead of conducting the ceremonial
installation as required by the Charter the Defendant Koberlein sat
in silence knowing the oath he took before the Florida Bar required
him to advise his clients and to uphold the rules of the Charter, the
Election laws under both the Constitutions of the State of Florida

and the United States of America and fulfill his obligation and direct
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that Plaintiffs be seated.

70. On November 8, 2021, Defendants Chamber and Smith did
publicly declare the best position for Defendants City Council was
to select Defendant Douglas and deny the rights of Plaintiff B.
Coker because she would not appeal to the likes of “a Jeff Bezos”
and spruce the local economy despite Plaintiff B. Coker having been
duly qualified and selected to serve District 14.

71. On November 18, 2021, Defendants Northeast Florida
Newspapers and Wilson did use the Lake City Reporter to influence
public discourse and did advise Defendant City Council despite its
obligation to follow the Lake City Charter, the Florida Constitution,
and the United States Constitution its obligation to afford each
citizens equal protection and civil rights and liberties and knowing
the requirements of the Defendant City Council were to have five
members in its council that Defendant City Council should deny
Plaintiff B. Coker her civil rights and liberties and the constituents
of District 14 their right to be represented and allow the District 14
seat to remain vacant and the City should incur the penalty of
doing so to save the citizens from future embarrassment. Exhibit E

72. Defendants Agents Equality, Bowden, Warren III, and George
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continued publishing defaming, slanderous, and debased material
for public display on social media including Defendant Bowden
publishing his committed threat that he would take any and all
actions necessary to prevent Plaintiff B. Coker from being seated
with such contemporaneous conviction that members of the public
offered to the Lake City Reporter their unfulfilled requests for the
publishing of their concern for Bowden’s statement.

73. The Self Executing Order gave Defendant City Council a
deadline of twenty (20) days to seat Plaintiff B. Coker or show cause
why she should not be seated.

74. On November 9, 2021 David Fina despite his involvement to
all parties to the case was assigned and did replace the sitting
Judge who issued the Self-Executing Order in Case No. 2021-288
choosing to withhold his conflict and involvement with all parties to
the case denying Plaintiff B. Coker due process not requiring
Defendants City Council to adhere to the Self-Executing Order.

75. As of April 22, 2022, Defendants have not filed an Answer nor
fulfilled its obligation to seat Plaintiff B. Coker.

76. Despite time being of the essence Defendants City Council,

Sikes, and Koberlein continued the deprivation to the rights of all
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citizens and refused to fulfill their Oath of Office and comply with
the Self-Executing Order of the Third Judicial Court of Columbia
County and seat Plaintiff B. Coker despite the ongoing financial
expense and burden of resources continuing their efforts by having
the case reassigned to the same Judge David Fina, who denied
Plaintiffs a hearing in the Cyberstalking case on Appellate review
involving  Plaintiffs and Defendant Warren III, George, and
Gambles.

77. The next effort of the Defendants Koberlein and City Council
was to secure Defendant Robinson to represent the City of Lake
City after its deadline knowing Defendant Robinson was the
business partner of Defendant Warren III and knowing he served as
the Board of Governor representative for the Third Judicial Circuit
of Columbia County and had been named in complaints made by
Plaintiff B. Coker to local, state, and federal officials.

78. The conspired efforts also included Defendant Foreman, filing
a Notice of Appearance for Defendant Douglas on a Motion to
Intervene in CA-2021-268, to claim his failed appointed to the City
Council of Lake City on October 13, 2021 by Secret Ballot afforded

him standing to the lawsuit after the deadline imposed on the City
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to respond.

79. Despite Defendant Foreman knowing his firm had represented
Plaintiff B. Coker, and who currently serves as the elected Attorney
for Columbia County Board of County Commissioners, the
appointed attorney for the Town of White Springs managed by
Defendant George, Attorney for the Columbia County Supervisor of
Elections, and member of the same County Commissioners
Economic Development Board under the direct control of the
Columbia County Board of County Commissioners that Defendant
Douglas.

80. Defendants Foreman and Douglas knew Defendant City
Council offered the defect in the October 13, 2021 meeting which
selected Defendant Douglas was cured in the October 26, 2021
where Defendant failed to secure the votes to be appointed and
Plaintiff B. Coker secured the seat on appointment with a 3 to 1
vote.

81. The Motion to Intervene filed by Defendants Foreman and
Douglas is a sham and deliberate attempt to create delay and
prevent Plaintiff B. Coker is direct discrimination of Plaintiff B.

Coker because of her race and gender, deny her liberty rights, deny
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her right to hold public office, and inflict intentional emotional
duress to the Plaintiffs.

82. Despite the urgency and sensitivity that constituents of
District 14 were without representation on the Lake City Council,
the Courts and Defendants Koberlein, City Council, Foreman,
Robinson, and Fina delayed holding a hearing until February 2,
2022 and then denied hearing merit issues on the default itself.

83. Instead at the hearing the Honorable Judge Fina heard
untimely filed Motions of the Defendants City Council, and Sikes
and Defendants Douglas on not only the case noticed for the
hearing 2021-288-CA but an entirely separate case 2021-268-CA
for which the counsel hired by Plaintiff B. Coker was neither
noticed nor present for that case and the proceedings were not
being recorded.

84. Florida law provides that a municipality shall not have the
power or authority to lessen or reduce requirements as provided by
general law. Fla. Stat.166.041(6).

85. Defendants Jefferson, Sampson, Hill, Witt, and Koberlein,
Sikes, Robinson, Foreman, Brown, and Lee each took a sworn Oath

to uphold the Constitution of Florida and the Constitution of the
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United States, both of which offer protection to the civil rights and
liberties of its citizens.

86. The term for the seat vacated by former councilman Chris
Greene and filled by Plaintiff B. Coker on October 26, 2021 has an
unexpired term set to expire in November 2021.

87. Plaintiff B. Coker has not been seated as of May 3, 2022 and
Defendants City Council and Sikes, and Brown are currently
seeking candidates despite the Self-Executing Order.

88. Plaintiff B. Coker is not listed as the incumbent to the seat
and was prevented from providing a bio for publication by
Defendant City Council and Sikes.

89. Constituents of District 14 do not know why Plaintiff B. Coker
has not been seated and neither does Plaintiff B. Coker know why
she has been seated.

90. Plaintiff B. Coker met with Defendant Sikes on March 29,
2021 declaring her campaign to seek election to District 14 of the
City Council and Defendant Sikes has authored a policy/procedure
after such meeting now refusing to accept the bio of Plaintiff B.
Coker demanding it should be limited to specific qualifications and

not address the pending litigation.
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91. Plaintiff B. Coker did inform state and federal authorities of
the actions of the Defendant City Council including but not limited
to Defendant Secretary of State, but no action was taken to ensure
the Division of Elections provided oversight to the appointment
practices of the Defendant City Council.

COUNT I
42 USC §1983
CLAIMS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance,
regulation, custom, or usage, of any State or Territory or the District
of Columbia, subjects, or causes to be subjected, any citizen of the
United States or other person within the jurisdiction thereof to the
deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the
Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured in an action
at law, suit in equity, or other proper proceeding Jor redress, except
that in any action brought against a judicial officer JSor an act or
omission taken in such officer’s judicial capacity, injunctive relief
shall not be granted unless a declaratory decree was violated or
declaratory relief was unavailable. For the purposes of this section,
any Act of Congress applicable exclusively to the District of Columbia
shall be considered to be a statute of the District of Columbia.

92. Plaintiffs realleges paragraphs 1 through 91 in this action for
injunctive and declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States
Code, §2201, against Defendants for depriving her of her

constitutional liberty interest in holding public, without due process
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of law.

93. Plaintiffs assert that her position, set forth in this Complaint,
is legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,
however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt as to her rights, privileges and
immunities. Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and
declaratory judgment declaring her rights, privileges and
immunities.

94. Defendants deprived Plaintiffs of their constitutional rights
under color of state law and authority using a delayed access to the
courts and denying Plaintiffs and citizens of District 14
representation on the Lake City Council.

95. Citizens of the United States have the fundamental right to
participate in representative democracy in all levels of government
including attending municipal City Council meetings and following
the rules of such a body to address their government without
intimidation, threat, reprisal, fear or harm.

96. Qualified citizens of the United States have the fundamental
right to run for public office under the Constitution of the United

States, the Fourteenth Amendment, numerous federal statutes, the
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Florida Constitution, and the Charter of Lake City.
97. The risk of deprivation of the right to hold public office and
ultimately fill the resigned seat and serve as the selected
representative for the District 14 in the Lake City Council would be
low if the Home Rule authority granted to municipalities in the
State of Florida were honored and obliged with committed actions to
uphold its own Charter and State election laws, and ultimately
protect the civil rights and liberties of the citizens of the United
States through public officials who honored their Oath of Office.
98. All Defendants are aware that Plaintiff B. Coker was the duly
selected council member and entitled to be seated as required of
Defendant City Council by the Florida Constitution to follow its
Charter. Article V, Section 513 of the Lake City Charter provides:
Every officer of the city shall, before entering upon the duties of
his office, take and subscribe to an oath on affirmation to be
filed and kept in the office of the City Clerk; which oath shall be
in the form prescribed for state officers by the Constitution of the
State.
99. All Defendants acted while Florida Statute 876.05 required

that all public employees, including city council members, are
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required to take an oath before any person duly authorized to take
acknowledgments of instruments for public records in the state.
100. The actions of all Defendants were taken while AGO 96-41
opinion interpreted Florida Statute 876.05, Section (2) of the statute
to require that the oath be filed with the records of the governing
official or employing governmental agency.
101. The actions of all Defendants occurred while courts hold the
filing of an oath has such great weight that to hold otherwise would
be to recognize that qualification officials have the power, on
grounds wholly out of their sphere of competence, to frustrate and
set at naught constitutional executive power that has been lawfully
exercised it cannot be reasonably contended that capricious
conduct on the part of qualifying officials should be permitted to
stifle the rights of such officers. Tappy at 169. Once appointed on
October 26, 2021, the Defendants knew the Lake City Charter
provisions only allowed removal from office by forfeiture
proceedings as required by the provisions of the Lake City Charter
that reads,

“Section 304. - Vacancies, forfeiture of office; filling of vacancies.

(b) Forfeiture of office. The council shall declare a council seat
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forfeited if the council by majority vote finds that a council
member: (1) Lacks at any time during his or her term of office
any qualification for the office prescribed by this Charter, or by
law; (2) Violates any express prohibition of this Charter; (3) Is
absent from three (3) consecutive regular meetings of the council
without being excused by the council; (4) Is guilty of committing
a felony; (5)Is guilty of engaging in conduct which violates
acceptable standards of moral behavior where such conduct
involves moral turpitude or would constitute a crime under the
laws of Florida, or if such conduct was engaged in by a judge of
any of the state courts would cause such judge to be removed
Jfrom office”
102. Instead of affording Plaintiff B. Coker due process the
Defendants denied Plaintiffs the rights afforded to every other
citizen of Lake City, every other citizen in Florida, and every other of
the United States.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:

A. That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause;

B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against

45



- Case 3:22-cv-00518-MMH-LLL  Document 3 Filed 05/10/22  Page 46 of 116 PagelD 163

Defendants;

C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendants, to punish the Defendants for unlawful actions
and to deter Defendants and others from engaging in the same or
similar acts in the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs recoverable costs.

E. That this Court award Plaintiffs all other relief in law and
in equity to which she may be entitled.

COUNT II 42 USC §1983
CLAIMS AGAINST DEFENDANTS CITY COUNCIL, WITT,
JEFFERSON, SAMPSON, HILL, KOBERLEIN, SIKES, WARREN
III, COMMISSION, WILLIAMS, GAMBLES, GEORGE, BOWDEN,
AND AGENTS EQUALITY

Every person who, under color of any statute, ordinance,
regulation, custom, or usage, of any State or Territory or the District
of Columbia, subjects, or causes to be subjected, any citizen of the
United States or other person within the jurisdiction thereof to the
deprivation of any rights, privileges, or immunities secured by the
Constitution and laws, shall be liable to the party injured in an action
at law, suit in equity, or other proper proceeding for redress, except
that in any action brought against a judicial officer for an act or
omission taken in such officer’s judicial capacity, injunctive relief
shall not be granted unless a declaratory decree was violated or
declaratory relief was unavailable. For the purposes of this section,
any Act of Congress applicable exclusively to the District of Columbia
shall be considered to be a statute of the District of Columbia.
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103. Plaintiffs re-alleges paragraphs 1 through 132 in this action
for declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code,
§2201, against Defendants for depriving her of her constitutional
liberty interest to participate in democracy to include addressing
public officials without the threat of harm, intimidation, and
retaliation.

104. Plaintiffs assert the positions, set forth in this Complaint, are
legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,
however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt of their rights, privileges and immunities.
Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and a declaratory
judgment declaring her rights, privileges and immunities.

105. Defendants deprived Plaintiffs of their constitutional rights
under color of state law and authority to participate in public
meetings without the threat, harm, and intimidation of the public
body and are private citizens.

106. Citizens of the United States have the fundamental right to
participate in representative democracy in all levels of government
including attending municipal City Council meetings and following

the rules of such a body to address their government without
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intimidation, threat, reprisal, fear or harm.

107. It is extremely important for young people to observe and
participate and their safety should be of the utmost concern to our
elected officials at no time being subjected to threats either public
or private by the very menaces our judicial system has used
incarceration to rehabilitate and probation to ensure those
measures are satisfactorily upheld before releasing those
individuals and returning those individuals to society unreformed.
108. Defendants City Council, Witt, Hill, Sampson, Jefferson, Sikes,
Williams, and Koberlein each swore an Oath to uphold the rights of
all citizens including young citizens.

109. Defendants City Council, Witt, Hill, Sampson, Jefferson, Sikes,
and Koberlein both deliberately and maliciously chose not to
enforce its policy on decorum within the council meetings and allow
Plaintiffs to be ridiculed, debased, defamed, and slandered through
the boisterous, loud, yelling and screaming rants of the Defendants
Warren III, George, Bowden, and Agents Equality on multiple
occasions including but not limited to; January 4, 2021, January
19, 2021, February 1, 2021, and November 1, 2021.

110. Defendants City Council, Sikes, Williams, and Koberlein did
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inform Defendants of Plaintiff B. Coker continuous acts of
Whistleblowing knowing the course of behavior of the Defendants
Warren III, George, Bowden, and Agents Equality included
intimation, harm, and harassment to members of the public.

111. Defendants Jefferson, Hill, and Williams put the Plaintiffs in
immediate and direct harm in supporting and advocating for the
early termination of the federal parole obligation of Defendant
Warren III after a federal felony conviction with a declared value of
33 million dollar trafficking drugs through the community in their
official capacities as members of the Lake City Council.

112. Defendants City Council and Commission put the Plaintiffs in
direct and immediate harm in allowing Council members to support
and advocate for the early termination of the federal parole
obligation of Defendant Warren III after his felony convictions in
their official capacities as members of the Lake City Council.

113. Plaintiffs held a fundamental right to expect safety in
attending public meetings where compliance and enforcement of the
Lake City Charter would be upheld by public officials against all
citizens; investigating and enforcing rules that allowed freedom to

participate in democracy, freedom to reside in communities where
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its citizens could make reports of activities prohibited by ordinances
and regulations to deter and eliminate criminal behavior without
being placed in imminent danger and the fear retaliation.

114. Defendant City Council and Sikes had no right to place the
Plaintiffs in immediate threat of harm, intimidation, and fear of
reprisal by informing Defendants Bowden, Warren III, Gambles, and
George that Plaintiffs sought information as to the requirements of
candidates seeking to hold office when such information was
provided to the co-Defendants with no attempt to aid and knowing
from pattern of behavior displayed by the Co-Defendants threat and
intimidation was likely to ensue.

115. Defendant City Council continues to deny Plaintiff B. Coker,
using Defendant Sikes to continue denying her from being listed as
the appointed representative of District 14 to the City Council
despite the Self-Executing Order denying the Defendant City
Council from taking any actions to consider another candidate for
the seat as representative to District 14.

116. Defendant Sikes has not prevented Plaintiff B. Coker from
publishing her bio to the public website for candidates seeking

election to the Lake City Council and would not allow Plaintiff
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despite the confusion of constituents, to include identifying pending
litigation to explain why Plaintiff B. Coker was not properly seated
after appointment on October 26, 2021 and remains unseated.

117. The Florida Secretary of State was made aware of the actions
taken by the Defendants against Plaintiff B. Coker has not
exercised her obligation to every citizen of the State of Florida to
maintain the integrity of a fair election.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:

A. That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause;

B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
Defendant Defendants City Council, Sikes, Witt, Koberlein,
Jefferson, Hill, Sampson, Warren III, Agents Equality, Bowden,
George, Williams, and Gambles.

C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendants, to punish the Defendants for the unlawful
actions to deter their actions and the actions of others from
engaging in the same or similar acts in the future.

D. That this Court prevent issue injunctive relief to prevent

the City Council from condoning, participating, and encouraging
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this behavior in the future.

E. That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

COQUNT III - 42 USC §1983
CLAIMS AGAINST DEFENDANTS CITY COUNCIL,

COMMISSIONER, FOREMAN, FINA, SIKES, KOBERLEIN,
ROBINSON, AND SECRETARY

118. Plaintiffs realleges paragraphs 1 through 117 in this action for
declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, §2201,
against Defendants for depriving, her of her constitutional liberty
that elected officials would uphold the governing documents of the
local government, uphold the Florida Constitution and the United
States Constitution.

119. Plaintiffs assert that her position, set forth in this Complaint,
is legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,
however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt as to her rights, privileges and
immunities. Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and
declaratory judgment declaring her rights, privileges and
immunities.

120. Defendants each have taken a sworn QOath to uphold the local

governance, the State of Florida Constitution, and the United States

52



Case 3:22-cv-00518-MMH-LLL ~ Document 3 Filed 05/10/22" Page 53 of 116 PagelD 170

Constitution which affords equal rights to all citizens.

121. Plaintiffs hold a fundamental right to expect safety in
attending public meetings, to make reports against violations
expecting adequate investigations, to expect officials to adhere to
their Oaths of Office, uphold the Constitution of the State of
Florida, and to uphold the Constitution of the United States.

122. Instead of doing so Defendants have engaged in behavior that
places Plaintiffs and constituents within the community in direct
harm, violation of public trust, and reduced the ability of citizens to
reap the benefits afforded through American citizenship.

123. The actions of all Defendants were taken while the reasoning
of Tappy v. State Ex. Real Byington 82 So. 2d 161, 166 (FL. S. Ct.
1955) “It is an established rule that where the officer has done all
he can towards qualifying and is prevented from fully complying
with the law by the wrongful act of the approving officer or the

person with whom the bond must be filed, he cannot be deprived of

his office. Id at 168 (citing Jones v. State (to Use of Blow) 7 Mo. 81,
37 Am. Dec. 180: People (ex rel Casserly) v. Fitch, 1 Cal 519: Duffy
v. State (ex rel. Fdson) 60 Neb 812, 84 N.W. 264; Ross v.
Williamson. 44 Ga. 501; State (ex rel. Miller) v. Hadley, 27 Ind. 496;
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Flatan v. State (ex rel. Edwards) 56 Tex. 93 State ex rel. Wallace v.
Callow, 78 Mont. 308, 254 P. 187, 194, Accord State ex rel. Law v.
Saxon, 25 Fla. 782, 6 So. 858; State ex_rel. Davis v. Howell, 101

Fla. 656, 132 So. 647 remain in full effect.

124. The Defendants have an obligation to uphold and adhere to
the rights afforded to all citizens without discrimination and
without themselves violating the laws.

125. The Defendants have a pattern of using their powers to cause
such actions which constitute violations of the law without receipt
of consequence and did so previously using gerrymandering tactics
that removed a single residential street of an opponent during
redistricting such to cause the single street and its residents of that
opponent to be placed in a new district and remove the eligibility of
the opponent to qualify for that district in future elections.

126. Defendants City Council must adhere to the Declaration of
Rights afforded to Florida citizens in Article I of the State of Florida
Constitution, which reads, “Municipalities, like the State, cannot
abridge these rights. Thus, in passing ordinances and providing
services, a city must consider freedoms guaranteed by Article I of the

Florida Constitution, including but not limited to religious freedom,
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Jfreedom of speech, right to assemble, freedom from impairment of

contractual obligations, and right to substantive and procedural due

process. See id. at art. I, § 9 (stating “[nJo person shall be deprived of

life, libertyl,] or property without due process of law”).”

127. Defendant City Council must adhere to the Fourteenth

Amendment to the United States Constitution which reads,
“Due Process Civil - SECTION 1. All persons born or naturalized
in the United States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are
citizens of the United States and the State wherein they reside.
No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the
privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor
shall any State deprive any person of life, liberty, or property,
without due process of law; nor deny to any person within its
Jurisdiction the equal protection of the laws.”

128. Defendants have aided, fostered, and upheld behavior and

actions that are in direct violation and contradiction to their

individual Oaths and duties.

129. Defendants have themselves refused to uphold local

governance, the State of Florida Constitution, and the United States

Constitution in some instances allowing racially charged rhetoric
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that diminishes and destroys communities, making false reports of
brutality at the hands of law enforcement, and failing to uphold
accountability of their peers.

130. Plaintiffs have a right to expect public officials to abide by the
very same laws citizens are expected to continually adhere.

131. Plaintiffs have a legitimate and reasonable expectation that
public officials will not use public resources for personal gain,
private benefit, or to provide unjust benefit to private citizens in
exchange for any reward or gain including political support

132. Though justice has been deliberately and continues to be
denied and delayed, Plaintiff B. Coker incurred special damages
expenses for litigation efforts in the Third Judicial Circuit Court of
Columbia County and the First District Court of Appeals Court to
seek justice for the attempts of Defendants to secretly select
Defendant Douglas by secret ballot and conspired efforts of all
Defendants to deprive Plaintiff B. Coker from public office
appointment, the loss of income and of potential income, and
interference with the education of Plaintiffs V. Coker and M. Coker.
. Plaintiffs incurred general damages for the mental and emotional

pain and suffering she experienced. Plaintiffs have also incurred
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costs and attorney’s fees which are recoverable pursuant to 42
U.S.C. §1988.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:
A.  That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause;
B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
the Defendants Defendants
C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendants, to punish the Defendants for his unlawful
actions and to deter Defendants and others from engaging in
the same or similar acts in the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

COUNT IV - 52 U.S.C. §10301 and 52 U.S.C. §10308

§10301. Denial or abridgement of right to vote on account of
race or color through voting qualifications or prerequisites;
establishment of violation
(a) No voting qualification or brerequisite to voting or standard,
bractice, or procedure shall be imposed or applied by any State
or political subdivision in a manner which results in a denial or
abridgement of the right of any citizen of the United States to
vote on account of race or color, or in contravention of the

guarantees set forth in section 10303(f)(2) of this title, as
provided in subsection (b).

(b) A violation of subsection (a) is established if, based on the
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totality of circumstances, it is shown that the political processes
leading to nomination or election in the State or political
subdivision are not equally open to participation by members of
a class of citizens protected by subsection (a) in that its
members have less opportunity than other members of the
electorate to participate in the political process and to elect
representatives of their choice. The extent to which members of
a protected class have been elected to office in the State or
political subdivision is one circumstance which may be
considered: Provided, That nothing in this section establishes a
right to have members of a protected class elected in numbers
equal to their proportion in the Ppopulation.

§10308. Civil and criminal sanctions

(a) Depriving or attempting to deprive persons of secured
rights

Whoever shall deprive or attempt to deprive any person of any
right secured by section 1 0301, 10302, 10303, 10304, or 10306
of this title or shall violate section 10307(a) of this title, shall be
fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned not more than five
years, or both.

(c) Conspiring to violate or interfere with secured rights
Whoever conspires to violate the provisions of subsection (a) or

(b) of this section, or interferes with any right secured by section
10301, 10302, 10303, 10304, 10306, or 10307(a) of this title
shall be fined not more than $5,000, or imprisoned not more
than five years, or both.
133. Plaintiffs re-alleges paragraphs 1 through 133 in this action
for declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code,
§2201, against Defendants.
134. Plaintiffs assert the positions, set forth in this Complaint, are

legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,
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however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt of their rights, privileges and immunities.
Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and a declaratory
judgment declaring her rights, privileges and immunities.

135. Defendants deprived Plaintiffs of a constitutional right under
color of state law and authority to participate in public meetings
without the threat, harm, and intimidation of the public body and
as private citizens.

136. Citizens of the United States have the fundamental right to
participate in representative democracy in all levels of government
including attending holding public office, and seeking office as an
incumbent when currently in office.

137. Defendants Agents Equality, Warren [II, Bowden, Gambles,
and George had no right to be told that Plaintiffs was a
Whistleblower about any issue where the identity was not pertinent
to the investigation.

138. Defendants Sikes, Koberlein, Foreman, Hill, and Sampson
disclosed the identity of Plaintiffs to the Defendants Agents Equality
and Bowden knowing the course of conduct included ridicule,

boisterous, loud, yelling, defamation, and slander and intended no
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different treatment to Plaintiffs.

139. Defendants City Council did lawfully fail on four attempts to
appoint Defendant Douglas and on October 26, 2021, lawfully
appointed Plaintiff B. Coker to fill the vacancy created in District 14
as a member of City Council.

140. Defendant Sampson did know the rules of Sunshine when he
asked Defendant Koberlein if a Motion for Reconsideration could be
used to undo the vote of the Council on October 26, 2021 and knew
asking that his intention be given to other members of council was
being done outside of the requirements of Open Sunshine.

141. Defendant Sikes knew and had received training on the
requirements for conducting government business in Open
Sunshine when she transmitted the email to all members of
council.

142. Defendant Sikes knew Plaintiff B. Coker had been appointed to
the City Council and knew the requirements of her role was to
accept the Oath of Office from Plaintiff B. Coker and administer the
necessary Human Resource training and documentation.

143. Defendant Sikes received the Oath of Office from Plaintiff B.

Coker on November 1, 2021 and stamped it accordingly.
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144. Defendants Hill, Sampson, Witt, and Jefferson had each sworn
an Oath and received the required training of public officials in the
capacity of members of a City Council as of November 1, 2021.

145. Defendants Agents Equality, Warren III, Bowden, George, and
Gambles are not members of the Florida Bar, or any other State Bar
and cannot render legal advice.

146. Defendants Agents Equality, Warren III, Bowden, George, and
Gambles did render legal advice to Defendants City Council in
threats and intimidation that they were NOT to seat Plaintiff B,
Coker at all costs.

147. Defendants Agents Equality, Warren III, Bowden, George, and
Gambles did publicly threaten, intimidate, defame, and slander
Plaintiff B. Coker at a public meeting under the direct control of
Defendants City Council, Witt, Jefferson, Hill, Sampson, Sikes, and
Koberlein without retribution.

148. Defendant City Council did fail to adhere to and fulfill its
obligations to seat Plaintiff B. Coker

149. Under the legal advice given by Defendants Warren III, Agents
Equality, and Bowden and in support of his political campaign,

Defendant Koberlein did conspire to and advise Defendant City
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Council to ignore the Self Executing Court Order to seat Plaintiff B.
Coker by November 29, 2021 and has continued to default on its
obligation to do so. Exhibit D

150. On November 18, 2021, Defendants Wilson and Lake City
Reporter did join the conspired efforts of its Co-Defendants and
rendered advice to Defendant City Council that it should disregard
the Self Executing Order and fail to seat Plaintiffs and further it
should allow the seat to remain vacant.

151. Defendant Koberlein knew of Defendant Robinson being
identified as a subject in the Whistleblower complaint made by
Plaintiff B. Coker did seek his specific representation and
Defendant Robinson did accept on behalf of his firm, knowing he
was the personally acquainted with Defendant Warren III as a
business partner and knowing Plaintiff B. Coker had pending
litigation against naming his business shared with Defendant
Warren III.

152. Defendant Commission knew Defendant Douglas was an
appointed member to an advisory board of the County Commission
along with Defendant Foreman and knew the Defendant Foreman

was the elected representative for the County Commission with
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responsibility to all constituents yet made no objection to Defendant
Foreman representing a conflicting interest in serving as counsel to
Defendant Douglas.

153. Defendant Douglas knew when he filed a Motion to Intervene
after the deadline imposed on Defendant City Council to seat
Plaintiff B. Coker, that he was not lawfully appointed to the City
Council on October 13, 2021 and did not file any litigation to
support a claim to such appointment.

154. Defendant Douglas knew when he filed a Motion to Intervene
after the deadline imposed on Defendant City Council to seat
Plaintiff B. Coker, that he was not lawfully appointed to the City
Council on October 26, 2021 as he sat watching three failed

attempts to receive a majority vote.
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LAKE CITY, Fla. (WCJB) - Atter five failed motions, Mayor Stephen Witt joined council members Eugene Jetferson and Jake Hill in
voting for Befaithful Coker to fill the District 14 seat on Tuesday night. Stephen Douglas was nat appeinted after g

tions were
rased about the voting process,

‘It's been a long time coming and I'm ready to get to work,” Coker said.

Coker filed a lawsuit, which is still active, against the council after she said residents were not shown the results from the ranking
system the counal used to pick Stephen Douglas on October 13th
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155. Defendant Foreman knew he held a conflict as counsel to
Columbia County Board of County Commission, counsel to the
Columbia County Supervisor of Elections, counsel to the Town of
White Springs with Defendant George, and that his firm had
formerly represented Plaintiff B. Coker, and knew that Defendant
Douglas held no legitimate claim to being appointed to the City

Council either from October 13, 2021 or October 26, 2021.
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156. Defendant Fina knew upon assignment he was presiding over
the case involving Defendants Warren IlI, Gambles, and George and
Plaintiff B. Coker before the Appcllate Court.

157. Defendant Fina knew the time sensitivity of the election and
did not uphold the rights of Plaintiff B. Coker or the constituents in
District 14 accepted the case with his existing conflict unavailability
calendar to offer reasonable access to the court,

158. Defendant Fina did not act consistent with his Oath and
Canons of Judicial officials when he accepted assignment of Case
2021-288, altered the court docket of Casec CA-2021-268 and
CA-2021-288, and engaged in ex partc communications with
Defendants Koberlein, Foreman, and Robinson to render decisions
absent Plaintiff B. Coker.

159. Defendants Koberlein, Foreman, and Robinson did conspire
and extend the delay and access to the court for Plaintiff B. Coker
deliberately and maliciously making claims unsupported by sound
legal argument, withholding sound legal advice from their clients,
withholding conflicts from their clients, and using information
gained about the Plaintiffs from prior representation or by non

public means.
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:

A.  That this Court take jurisdiction over the partics and this
cause;

B.  That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
Defendants

C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendants, to punish the Defendants for his unlawful
actions and to deter Defendants and others from engaging in the
same or similar acts in the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs recoverable costs.

E.  That this Court orders the US Attorney to commence an
investigation of the allegations herewith.

F.  That this Court orders injunctive relief against Defendant
City Council and to immediately discontinuc its practices of
deliberate violation to the Voting Rights Act and cause Plaintiff B.
Coker to be seated immediately.

COUNT V - 42 U.S.C. §1985
CLAIMS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

42 U.S. Code § 1985 - Conspiracy to interfere with civil rights
(1)Preventing officer from performing duties
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If two or more persons in any State or Territory conspire to prevent,
by force, intimidation, or threat, any person from accepting or holding
any office, trust, or place of confidence under the United States, or
from discharging any duties thereof; or to induce by like means any
officer of the United States to leave any State, district, or place, where
his duties as an officer are required to be performed, or to injure him
in his person or property on account of his lawful discharge of the
duties of his office, or while engaged in the lawful discharge thereof,
or to injure his property so as to molest, interrupt, hinder, or impede
him in the discharge of his official duties;

160. Plaintiffs realleges paragraphs 1 through 159 in this action for
declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, §2201,
against Defendants for depriving her of her constitutional liberty
interest in holding public, without due process of law.

161. Plaintiffs assert that her position, set forth in this Complaint,
iIs legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,
however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt as to her rights, privileges and
immunities. Plaintiffs require both injunctive relief and declaratory
judgment declaring her rights, privileges and immunities.

162. Through actions of all Defendants, Plaintiff B. Coker has been
prevented from performing her duty as a member of the City
Council to District 14 of the Lake City Council.

163. Through the actions of Defendants City Council, Witt, Sikes,

68



Case 3:22-cv-00518-MMH- ocumen

Jefferson, Hill, Sampson, Koberlein, Robinson, Douglas, Foreman,
County Commissioners, and Williams Plaintiff B. Coker was
deliberately and maliciously harmed not just in her reputation, and
in failing to be seated but in the doubt and concern of every
constituent of district 14 who would not know of the reasoning
should any had been legitimate as to why Plaintiff B, Coker had not
been seated.

164. Each of the Defendants took an intrical part in the scheme to
deny the rights of Plaintiff B. Coker subjecting Plaintiffs V. and M.
Coker to the threat of harm and intimidation while watching no one
receive correction to their actions, and further by allowing thosc
actions to interfere with their safely in public meetings, at their
home, and subsequently at their school.

165. Through actions of all Defendants, Plaintiff B. Coker has been
prevented {rom seeking a second term as an incumbent to District
14 of the Lake City Council.

166. Defendants Chamber and Smith knew or should have known
that the position offered on November 8, 2021 that another
candidate should be selected who had the resources to attract “Jeff

Bezos” after the selection of Plaintiff B. Coker was illegal and would
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prejudice Plaintiff B. Coker.

167. Defendants Chamber and Smith offered discriminating
statements as their part to an eclaborate scheme to control the
selection process, the chosen candidate of District 14 to the City
Council, and ultimately deny and prejudice Plaintiff B. Coker from
being seated and successfully seeking another term in office,

168. Defendants Lake City Reporter knew or should have known
that the position offered in the newspaper article on November 18,
2021 to leave the seat for District 14 vacant and that Defendants
City Council should suffer the consequences for doing so was illegal
and would prejudice Plaintiff B. Cokoer.

169. Defendants Lake City Reporter and Wilson offered
discriminating statements and cncourage the illegal acts of other
Defendants as their part to an claborate scheme to control the
selection of the candidate to District 14 of the City Council,
interfere with an election, and ultimately deny and prejudice
Plaintiff B. Coker from being seated and successfully seeking
another term in office.

170. Defendants Agents Equality, Warren III, Bowden, Gambles,

and George knew or should have known that the harassment,

70



Case 3:22-cv- - - ocume

threat, defamation, slander, libel, and intimidation to the Plaintiffs
publicly and through its social media platform was intended to
engender fear not just to the Plaintiffs but to members of the public
to dissuade their involvement in the democratic role and their right
and liberty of voting.

171. Defendants Agents Equality, Warren III, Bowden, Gambles,
and George knew or should have known that using their resources
or business partners some of whom were members of the Florida
Bar, members of the Third Judicial Court of Columbia County,
Florida, partners in their business efforts and co-defendants in this
case, the Plaintiffs would not receive fair and impartial access to the
election process, democracy, the judicial system and would
ultimately prejudice and prevent Plaintiff B. Coker from being
seated and seeking another term in office.

172. Defendants County Commission, Foreman, and Douglas, knew
Defendant City Council sclected Plaintiff B. Coker on October 26,
2021 to represent District 14 on the City Council, knew or should
have known that Defendant Foreman had a conflict to representing
Defendant Douglas after having represented Plaintiff B. Coker

previously, and while representing all citizens as the elected
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attorney for the Columbia County Board of County Commissioners,
while representing the Town of White Springs as its counsel where
Defendant George scrves as City Manager, while Defendant Douglas
was an unexpired member to the Economic Development Council,
and while Defendant Koberlein was representing Shands Hospital
Authority and Defendant Foreman representing the Columbia
County Board of County Commissioners in a $23million
receivership case, while Defendants City Council and Defendants
County Commission were negotiating contracts was illegal and
would prejudice Plaintiff B. Coker.

173. Defendants County Commissioner, City Council, Foreman,
and Douglas used their positions, membership to the Florida Bar,
and the Third Judicial Court of Columbia County to delay Plaintiff
B. Coker from being seated using an attempt to Intervene in
pending legal actions to which it knew were a conflict and knew
Defendant Douglas was not entitled to encourage the illegal acts of
other Defendants as their part to an elaborate scheme to control the
selection of the candidate to District 14 of the City Council,
interfere with an election, and ultimately deny and prejudice

Plaintiff B. Coker from being seated and successfully seeking
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another term in office.

174. Defendants Robinson, Robinson Law, Koberlein Law, and
Fina as lawyers and members of the Florida Bar, each took an Oath
to uphold the rules of the Florida Bar, the laws of the State of
Florida, the laws of the United States Constitution and knew that
Plaintiff B. Coker was selected by Defendant City Council to
represent District 14 on the Lake City Council, their deliberate
delay was maliciously intended to encourage the illegal acts of other
Defendants as their part to an elaborate scheme to control the
selection of the candidate to District 14 of the City Council,
interfere with an eclection, and ultimately deny and prejudice
Plaintiff B. Coker from being seated and successfully seeking
another term in office.

175. Defendants Sikes, Brown, and Secretary knew Plaintiff B.
Coker was selected by Defendants City Council and knew taking no
action to investigate, or prevent interference with the selection
process and ultimately Florida Election Code would prejudice
Plaintiff B. Coker.

176. Defendants Sikes, Brown, and Secretary encouraged the illegal

acts of other Defendants as their part to an eclaborate scheme to
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control the selection of the candidate to District 14 of the City
Council, interfere with an election, and ultimately deny and
prejudice Plaintiff B. Coker from being seated and successfully
seeking another term in office.

1777. Through actions of all Defendants, and the cxtensive actions of
Defendant Sikes, Plaintiff B. Coker has been further denied rights
and privileges as policies were created to create specific delay,
deterrence, and prevention to the efforts of Plaintiff B. Coker to
express relevant biographical information to the public about her
qualifications, objectives, and commitments to constituents
campaigning as District 14, City Council member in the upcoming
election, afforded to other candidates.

178. Through actions of all Defendants, Plaintiff B. Coker has been
unjustly disadvantaged, suffering irrefutable harm to campaign
efforts to explain why Defendants Council and Sikes failed to seat
her among the dias along with other members of council.

179. Plaintiffs incurred special damages in the form of loss of
income and potential income, prior legal counsel, and of potential
income, and interference with public office. Plaintiffs incurred

general damages for the mental and emotional pain and suffering,
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experienced by being deprived of public office, benefits of office, and
increased costs to campaign for additional term in office. Plaintiffs
V. and M. Coker have been permanently damaged and cmotionally
scarred without confidence to safely attend public meetings, attend
public spaces, and enjoy youthful activities all other young people
are able to do without fear from harm and intimidation and with a
reasonable expectation of protection. Plaintiffs have also incurred
costs and attorney’s fees which are recoverable pursuant to 42
U.S.C. §1988.

180. Plaintiffs assert that her position, set forth in this Complaint,
is legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,
however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt as to her rights, privileges and
immunities. Plaintiffs require, therefore, a declaratory judgment
declaring her rights, privileges and immunities.

181. Plaintiffs have a clear liberty interest in the enjoyment of her
right to hold public office free of unlawful interference from the
Defendants and others.

182. Plaintiffs' liberty interests to hold public office for which she is

duly qualified and selected as in this case may not be infringed
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upon without due process.

183. Defendants Koberlein, Witt, Hill, Jefferson, Samspon, and
Sikes, while acting in the course and scope of the official capacities
of members of the city council or and in employment and under
color of law, crafted and adopted the Lake City Council’s de facto
policy to use a resolution to prevent and circumvent Plaintiff B.
Coker by acting contrary to their Oath, Charter, the Florida
Constitution and the US Constitution and did so in consultation
with Defendants Foreman and Robinson.

184. At the time Defendants City Council and Koberlein crafted and
adopted the foregoing policy, they were aware or should have been
aware of both the City Council Home Rule Charter written policies
concerning provisions of the filling vacancies of the council upon
resignation of a member and the implementation of the Florida
Election Laws.

185. Any reasonable Attorney, especially those holding an expert
endorsement in government such as that which is held by
Defendants Koberlein, Foreman, and Robinson would have known
that Plaintiff B. Coker had a clearly established constitutional

liberty interest holding public office and that depriving her right to
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hold office in violating a court order would violate her liberty
interests and her right of due process of law.

186. Defendant City Council, Defendants Witt, Hill, Jefferson,
Sampson, Sikes, and Koberlein, intended to deprive Plaintiffs of her
constitutional rights.

187. In enforcing the above-described policy, Defendants knew or
should have known that the policy was facially unconstitutional
and unconstitutional as applied to Plaintiff B. Coker.

188. At all times material hereto, Defendants acted intentionally
and with actual malice for the purpose of embarrassing and causing
harm to the Plaintiffs in retaliation for the activism and criticism of
the Plaintiff B. Coker contrary to the interest of Defendants,

189. Plaintiffs would not have suffered the loss of her constitutional
rights and would not have incurred damages but for Defendants’
actions.

190. Plaintiffs incurred special damages in the form of expenses for
litigation of three cases, the loss of income and health benefits and
life insurance to be received as compensation from her appointment
on the Lake City Council, and potential income, and interference

with her education.
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:
A.  That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause;
B. That this Court awarded Plaintiffs money damages
against Defendants and specifically Defendants City Council
and Sikes.
C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendants and specifically Defendants City Council
and Sikes, to punish the Defendants for his unlawful actions
and to deter Defendants and specifically Defendants City
Council and Sikes and others from engaging in the same or
similar acts in the future.
D. That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

COUNT VI - 28 U.S.C. §1331
CLAIMS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

191. Plaintiffs realleges paragraphs 1 through 190 in this action for
declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, §2201,
against Defendants for depriving her of her constitutional liberty
interest in holding public, without due process of law.

192. Plaintiffs assert the position, set forth in this Complaint, is
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Immunities. Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and
declaratory Judgment declaring her rights, privileges and

immunities.

conspire blatantly disregarding the Self—Executing Order and its
prohibition to consider a candidate for District 14 to the City
Council other than Plaintiff B. Coker and have allowed, or
announced and accepted candidate to fill what they continue to

classify as a”vacant Position in District 14~

CITY OF LAKE qITY COUNCIL MEMBER
SEATS UP FOR ELECTION

City Council District *10 Incumbant; Eugene Jetforson
City CouncH District #14 Incumbent;

f—ln accordance with -thcmne!jmmm; Only qualified voters who '
| have resided in the clty for a minimum of one (1) year prior to Qualifying |
| as a candidate for election to a seat on the city councll, and are

| aighteen {18) yoars of age or older, shall be eligible to hold office, and

| all councii members, except the mayor, shat have resided in the district |
| which they represent at least one (1) yoar prior to the time they qualify I
I for offica.

|

| the first scheduled council meeting followlng the immediate preceding
' November State Generaj Election) l

' Districts ars identified in the City Charter Secton 301/¢) ]
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Dear Candidate,

Chapters 99, 104, and 106. This publication is not intended to provide ail the
information a candidate needs

It is important for candidates to familiarize themselves with Florida Election Laws, the
City Charter, ang City Ordinances. Underslanding the election process is the
fesponsibility of the candidate. A thorough review of this handbook provides valuabie
information on election laws, jocal regulations, requirements and deadlines.

The election process comes with great commiment. Navigating the numerous
goveming documents can be daunting. Should any uncertainty arise Please contact
the City Clerk’s Office before acling.

Thank you for participating in the electoral process. The City Clerk's Office wishes you
a successful campaign,

Sincerely,

Audrey E. Sikes
City Clerk, MMC

and Gambles.
C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages

against Defendant Defendant City Council, to Punish the
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Defendants for his unlawful actions and to deter Defendant

City Council and others from éngaging in the same or similar

acts in the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

COUNT VII - 28 U.S.C. §§2201 and 2202
CLAIMS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS EXCEPT FINA

The Court has the authority to issue declaratory judgments and
grant further relief pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 882201 and 2202, and
Rule 65, Fed.R.Civ.P. 28.This Court is authorized to award damages
for violation of Plaintiffs' constitutional rights under 42 u.s.C.
§§1983 and 1985.
194. Plaintiffs realleges paragraphs 1 through 193 in this action for
declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, §2201,
against Defendants for depriving her of her constitutional liberty

interest in holding public, without due process of law.

however, have Created a bona fide controversy between the Pparties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt as to her rights, privileges and

immunities. Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and
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declaratory judgment declaring her rights, privileges and

Immunities.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:
A.  That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause;
B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
the Defendants
C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages to
punish the Defendants for his unlawful actions and to deter
Defendant City Council and others from engaging in the same
or similar acts in the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs recoverable costs.

COUNT VIII - 28 U.S.C. §§§1366, 1367, and 1391(b).

CLAIMS AGAINST SIKES, CITY COUNCIL, SAMPSON, HILL,
KOBERLEIN, WITT, AND JEFFERSON

196. This Court has supplemental jurisdiction over Plaintiffs' state
law claims pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8881366, 1367, and 1391(b).
197. Plaintiffs realleges paragraphs 1 through 196 in this action for

declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, §2201,
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against Defendants for depriving her of her constitutional liberty

interest in holding public, without due process of law.

198. Plaintiffs assert that her position, set forth in this Complaint,
is legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,
however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt as to her rights, privileges and
immunities. Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and
declaratory judgment declaring her rights, privileges and
immunities.

199. On October 18, 2021, Plaintiff B. Coker Coker filed an action
in this Circuit Court, alleging that the City Council violated Florida
Statute 286.011(1), also known as Florida’s “Sunshine Law,” which
requires that “all meetings of a state or local collegial body are
declared to be open to the public at all times, and no formal action
shall be considered binding except as taken or made at such
meeting.”

200. On the evening of October 26, 2021, the City Council held the
special meeting. During that meeting, the City Clerk took
contemporaneous notes. During that meeting, several motions were

made and failed, until finally, at the end of the meeting, Plaintiff B.
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Coker was selected as the new Council member from District 14 on

a vote of 3-1. This decision was reflected in the Clerk’s notes. The
Mayor announced the only action remaining was for the Plaintiff B,
Coker to take the Oath of Office. On October 27, 2021, on inquiry
from the non prevailing counsel member easily construed to serve
as an attempt to use the City Attorney and City Clerk to serve as a
liaison to other members of the Council, the City Attorney explained
a Motion for Reconsideration could not be used to reconsider the
vote.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:
A. That this Court take Jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause;
B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
Defendant Defendants City Council, Sikes, Witt, Koberlein,
Jefferson, Hill, Sampson, Warren Ill, Defendants Agents
Equality, Bowden, George, and Gambles.
C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendant Defendant City Council, to punish the
Defendants for his unlawful actions and to deter Defendant

City Council and others from engaging in the same or similar
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acts in the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

COUNT IX -VIOLATION TO FLORIDA Florida Election Code
CLAIMS AGAINST SIKES, CITY COUNCIL, SAMPSON, HILL,
KOBERLEIN, WITT, JEFFERSON, BROWN, AND SECRETARY OF
STATE

201. Plaintiffs realleges paragraphs 1 through 200 in this action for
declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, §2201,
against Defendants for depriving her of her constitutional liberty
interest in holding public, without due process of law.

202. Plaintiffs assert that her position, set forth in this Complaint,
is legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,
however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
and Plaintiffs are in doubt as to her rights, privileges and
immunities. Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and
declaratory judgment declaring her rights, privileges and
immunities.

203. Defendants were required by the Lake City Charter, the Florida
State Constitution, and the United States Constitution to adhere to
the Florida Election Code, and The Voting Rights Act.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:
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A.  That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause;

B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
Defendants

C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendant Defendant City Council, to punish the
Defendants for his unlawful actions and to deter Defendant
City Council and others from engaging in the same or similar
acts in the future.

D.  That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

COUNT X - WHISTLEBLOWER ACT OF FS 112.3187
CLAIMS AGAINST SIKES, CITY COUNCIL, SAMPSON,
KOBERLEIN, WITT, AND JEFFERSON

204. WhistleBlower Act of FS 112.3187 Adverse action against
employee for disclosing information of specified nature prohibited;
employee remedy and relief.

205. Plaintiffs realleges paragraphs 1 through 203 in this action for
declaratory relief pursuant to Title 28, United States Code, §2201,
against Defendants for depriving her of her constitutional liberty
interest in holding public, without due process of law.

206. Plaintiffs assert that her position, set forth in this Complaint,
is legally sound and supported by fact and law. Defendants’ actions,

however, have created a bona fide controversy between the parties,
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and Plaintiffs are in doubt as to her rights, privileges and
immunities. Plaintiffs require, therefore, both injunctive relief and
declaratory judgment declaring her rights, privileges and
immunities.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:
A.  That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause;
B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
Defendant Defendants City Council, Sikes, Witt, Koberlein,
Jefferson, Hill, Sampson, Warren III, Defendants Agents
Equality, Bowden, George, and Gambles.
C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendant Defendant City Council, to punish the
Defendants for his unlawful actions and to deter Defendant
City Council and others from engaging in the same or similar
acts in the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

COUNT XI- INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

207. Plaintiffs realleges each and every allegation set forth in
paragraphs 1 through 206 Complaint and incorporate them herein

by reference.
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208. This Court has jurisdiction over this state law cause of action
because Plaintiffs' other claims involve Federal Questions and this
Court has supplemental jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §1367.
209. This is an action under Florida law to recover damages for
intentional infliction of emotional distress, against all Defendants.
210. Defendant City Council engaged in a conspiracy with other
citizens, and with the other Defendants named in this suit, to
deprive Plaintiffs of her liberty, reputation, livelihood, respect, and
good health, under circumstances calculated to cause Plaintiffs the
maximum amount of emotional distress.

211. The particular actions taken by Defendant City Council to
publicly defame and ultimately deprive Plaintiffs of dignity to cause
each emotional distress are detailed above and may be summarized
as follows:

212. Beginning with the efforts of Defendants to use secret ballot to
select Defendant Douglas to Defendant Sampson to violate Florida
Sunshine through Defendants Sikes, and Koberlein acting as
liaison to Defendant City Council outside of Sunshine, and the
defamation, threats and intimidation allowed of Defendants Agents
Equality, Warren III, Bowden, George, and Gambles to publicly
lynch Plaintiffs in such a manner as to deter other citizens followed
by the conspiracy set in place by the remaining Defendants to delay
and derail the efforts of the Plaintiffs to exercised protected rights.
213. The Defendants deliberately misrepresented information
received from Defendant Foreman in his legal representation of

Plaintiff B. Coker, and gave access to confidential information to
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Defendants Agents Equality, Warren III, George, Gambles, and
Bowden with not other intent to use such information to defame,
slander, threaten, and defame Plaintiffs both on social media and at
the public meeting of the City Council on November 1, 2021 and
November 8, 2021 to unduly enflame, outrage, humiliate, and use
the false pretenses of addressing the City Council with legitimate
business did so intentional of deprive Plaintiffs of her constitutional
and state law rights.

214. Defendants choose to retaliate against Plaintiff B. Coker and
caused emotional distress because she was awareDefendant Fina
knew of the ongoing litigation conflicts with Defendants Koberlein
and Foreman regarding the Shands Hospital Authority and the
Defendant Columbia County Board of County Commissioners on
November 11, 2021 when the receivership of 23million in assets
was considered and each of the Defendants FOreman and Koberlein
had conflict with the their representation of either Defendants
Columbia County Board of County Commissioner and City Council
and chose not to recuse themselves.

215. The Defendants retaliated against Plaintiff B. Coker caused
emotional distress because she was aware that Defendant
Foreman’s financial contribution to Defendant Koberlein was made
knowingly withheld their conflicts in their litigation with Shands
Hospital Authority in November of 2021.

216. Defendants acted intentionally, maliciously and with complete

disregard for the Plaintiffs' constitutional and state law rights.
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217. The emotional and psychological harm which Plaintiff V. Coker
and M. Coker suffered as a result of the loss of custody of her son,
without notice, was completely foreseeable and was an intended
consequence of Defendant City Council’s actions.
218. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant’s outrageous
conduct, Plaintiffs have suffered severe emotional distress and
ongoing psychological injuries.
219. The emotional distress suffered by Plaintiffs is unusually
extreme and severe and is a direct and intended consequence of the
intentional and outrageous conduct of the Defendant.
220. Though justice has been deliberately and continues to be
denied and delayed, Plaintiff B. Coker incurred special damages
expenses for litigation efforts in the Third Judicial Circuit Court of
Columbia County and the First District Court of Appeals Court to
seek justice for the attempts of Defendants to secretly select
Defendant Douglas by secret ballot and conspired efforts of all
Defendants to deprive Plaintiff B. Coker from public office
appointment, the loss of income and of potential income, and
interference with the education of Plaintiffs V. Coker and M. Coker.
. Plaintiffs incurred general damages for the mental and emotional
pain and suffering she experienced. Plaintiffs have also incurred
costs and attorney’s fees which are recoverable pursuant to 42
U.S.C. §1988.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:

A. That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
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cause;

B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
Defendant Defendant City Council for intentional infliction of
emotional distress.

C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
against Defendant Defendant City Council, to punish the
Defendants for his unlawful actions and to deter Defendant City
Council s and others from engaging in the same or similar acts in
the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

E. That this Court award Plaintiffs all other relief in law and
in equity to which she may be entitled.

DAMAGES AND FEES

221. Plaintiffs’ have suffered damages as a direct result of the
Defendants’ policies, practices and actions.

222. Plaintiffs’ damages consist of infringement upon her
constitutional rights and the loss of the companionship of her
natural child, as well as monetary losses, including expenses
associated with protecting her constitutional rights and civil

liberties, lost earnings and earning potential and interference with
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her education.
223. This Court is authorized to award damages for violation of
Plaintiffs' constitutional rights under 42 U.S.C. §1983.
224. This Court is authorized to award attorneys to represent
Plaintiffs in this action and has agreed to pay them a reasonable
fee, which fee the Defendants must pay pursuant to 42 U.S.C.
§1988.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs prays for the following relief:
A. That this Court take jurisdiction over the parties and this
cause in the following cases:
i. Third Circuit Judicial Court of Columbia County,
Florida Case No. CA-2021-268
ii.  Third Circuit Judicial Court of Columbia County,
Florida Case No. CA-2021-268
Case No. CA-2021-288
Li. First District Court of Appeals Case No. 2022-0463
B. That this Court award Plaintiffs money damages against
Defendant Defendant City Council for intentional interference with
her custodial rights.

C. That this Court award Plaintiffs punitive damages
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against Defendant Defendant City Council, to punish the Defendant
for his unlawful actions and to deter Defendant City Council s and
others from engaging in the same or similar acts in the future.

D. That this Court award Plaintiffs her recoverable costs.

E. That this Court award Plaintiffs all other relief in law and
in equity to which she may be entitled.

PLAINTIFFS DEMAND A TRIAL BY JURY

Under Federal Rule 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
nonfrivolous 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.

I agree to provide the Clerk’s Office with any change to my address
where case-related papers may be served. I understand that my
failure to keep a current address on file with the Clerk’s Office may
result in the dismissal of my case.

]
§ <~

¢/

May 9, 2022 — (1 /
Pl

!

Befaithful Coker, Pro Se

Befaithful Coker parent of V. and M. Coker
Po Box 15 - Lake City, Florida 32056
386.697.6075

Befaithfulcoker@gmail.com
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Exhibits
A. Support Letters
B. Liaison Email
C. Self-Executing Order
D. Warren III Legal Advice
E. Lake City Reporter Article
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA
ORLANDO DIVISION

BEFAITHFUL COKER,
MINOR CHILD V. COKER,
AND MINOR CHILD M. COKER

Plaintiffs, CASE NO.:622-CV-854-RBD-LHP
VS.

SYLVESTER WARREN, III Et. al

CERTIFICATE OF EMERGENCY

I hereby certify that, I have carefully examined this matter and it is a
true emergency because it impacts matters of grave concern that if
continued to be delayed will cause irreparable harm to the Plaintiffs and
citizens of Lake City, FL specifically those in District 14 in an election
process.

I further certify that the necessity for this emergency hearing has not
been caused by a lack of due diligence on my part, but has been brought
about only by the circumstances of this case. The issues presented by
this matter have not been submitted to the Judge assigned to this case
or any other Judge or Magistrate Judge of the Southern District of
Florida prior hereto.

I further certify that I have made a bona fide effort to resolve this matter
without the necessity of emergency action.

Dated this 9th day of May, 2022.

= (! 2
. < 7 A
Signature: i {p Le

Befaithful Coke}r, ProSe
PO Box 15

Lake City, FL 32056
befaithfulcoker@gmail.com
386.697.6075

95
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October 21, 2019

Homorable judge Vegnia Covington,
Middle District of Florida

RE Probatipntermination
Dear Judge Covington,

As a member of the Lake City, City Council 1 write this letter as a request for termination of
probation for Syivester Warren 4. | would be remiss to pass on the opportunity to help such an active
citizen that has been so influential and effective in the community. Over the past two years, Mr. Warren
has made sure the City Council is heldiaccountable to the citizens for their actions. M. Warren i very
intelligent and articulate, and & is rare that e misses a City Councid meeting, & s also rare that he

doesn't have an opinion or something to say about at least one issue concerning his community.

Mr. Warren has come before the counch to getabandon houses tor down because they are
Aresding grounds for crininal activity, rodents, and other pest, advocated for affordable housing,
infrastructure repairs Hhroughout the community and argued on behalf of the elderly on fixed incomes
against a garbage fee increase, just tto name afew.

1 do feel that Sylvester could he mare praductive 35 3 member of cur community withaut the
stigma of him being on probation. Unfortunately, his current status and previous incarceration is
something that some of my colfeagues often bring up when Sylvester is holding aft of us on the city
councit accountable. However, many of us in the commurity, myself included have come to leamn that a
person’s past doesn’t define or dictate what or who they may become. Sylvester has taught us this. He is
aman.of honorthat has worked hard to rebuild his reputation as well as his community.

Swoerely,

trman Sake HiN, Jr.
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To Honorable ludge Covington: Feb 20 2018

This letter is in reference to Sylvester Warren, whom | have personally known for
approximately seventeen years through my employment as a police officer, with
the Lake City Police Department and as a Deputy Sheriff, with the Columbia
County Sheriff's Office.

During this time Sylvester and | have not always gotten along because of the
lifestyle that he chose during his early adult years. Because of his actions,
Sylvester, was arrested and served several years in Federal Prison for his actions.

When Sylvester got out  got a chance to speak with him for the first time at
Richardson Middle School where his son attended school.

While speaking with Sylvester | could teli  was talking to a different person. He
also expressed to me his inerest in wanting to speak to young people about
making the right choices.

After a month or so | set up an assembly at my school and had Sylvester come and
speak to a 100 middle school students. Sylvester was so excited after speaking
that he wanted to do another one.

| spoke with Sylvestei’s probation officer and expressed to her that Sylvester was
doing a great job with the kids and that | felt Sylvester truly cared.

Sylvester has spoken to several groups (High School/Middle} for me and has even
done several on his own. He has been called by people that have heard him speak

and have requested him to speak at banguets for athletes.

| feel that Sylvester has learned from his mistakes and truly feels if he can reach
one person to keep them from traveling the path he chose as a young aduit then
he has made a difference.

| support Sylvester in his efforts and I also consider him as a friend that truly cares
for his community.
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Please feel free to contact me if you have any concerns

Sinceraly, -

D/S James W Finnell #764
Columbia County Sheriff’s Office
School Resource Division
Columbia High School
386)-623-6741

{386)-438-4628
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October 16, 2006

To Whom It May Concem:

I have known Sylvester Warren as an individual and respected member of this
community for more than (25) years. Through the years he has over came many
obstacles in his life many good. In the last five years Mr. Warren has displayed nothing
but good and honest outcomes with in the community. He has also participated in and

financially supports many public and schoo! functions within our community with honor,
dedication and sincenity.

I personal do not feel Sylvester Warren as a menace or threat to the society or

community. Furthermore Sylvester Warren has the potential and desire to continue to be
a productive member of society with all do respect..

If I can be any further assistance please do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

foe—
Ron Williams
County Councilman,

City of Lake City, Florida

.. FILED THIs
LTbay o | a9
( ’
P. Dely » Vlerk of Coyrts

“Teputy Clerk T
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October 16, 2006

Eugene Jefferson
721 NE Center Street
Lake City, F1 32055

To Whom It May Concern:

It is with distinct pleasure to provide this “Character Reference” on behalf of Sylvester
Warren ITI. I have known Mr. Warren as an individual and member of this community
for more than fifteen years. Through many personal conversations with Mr. Warren, he
often expressed concern about social problems and crimes in the northwest and northeast
section of the City of Lake City. Also, he expressed an interest and a need to develop
community groups and organizations designed to enhance the wellbeing and quality of
life in our city.

During the most recent years, he has owned and operated a local business located on
East Duval Street in Lake City. Where he supply jobs for several individuals .

T have known him to participate in and financially support many public functions
within our community with a spirit of dedication and sincerity.

In view of his most recent law violations, it is my wish they will not cast a shadow
over his past positive contributions. Furthermore, I do not view Mr. Warren as a menace
or threat to the wellbeing of society. It is my opinion; Mr. Warren has the potential and
desire to continue to be a productive member of society.

Pleas do not hesitate to contact me if I can provide further information or assistance.

Sincerely,

City Councilman,
City of Lake City, Florida
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McRae & McNeill
Attorneys at Law
318 East Duval Street
Lake City, FL 32055
Telephone: (386) 719-4357
Fax: {386) 719-4430

www.northfioridainfury.com

~ T. Bradley McRaet
Jennifer R. McRaet

Kevin A. McNell!
T Licensed in Flgride & Georgle

February 21, 2018

RE: Sylvester Wanen
Early termination

Dear Honorable Virginia Covington,

My name is T. Bradiey McRae. { am a lawyer praciicing civll Hiigation. { have been in
practice for over 20 years. Mr. Warren is a personal friend who | have known for several
years. He has demonstrated dedicalion to the community and a desire to help those
around him. He has helped organize and contributed to numerous fundraisers and
community events, most of which have sarved underprivileged children. These include
providing backpack and school supplies, and this past Christmas donating his time and
energy for special needs children af the junior high to purchase Chrisimas gifts. | only
know about the latter because my special needs daughter was in the class, which | found
out he had sponsored.

In particular, he Is a huge advocate for the youth and is committed to helping them
succeed. Mr. Warren had a hard life as a child and did not have g good upbringing with
parents as good examples. He has'been candid with me with his past life and the prison
time he has served. Unlike many, he has used his challenging life circumstances and
experiences to become a beiter person who wants to make a difference.

Mr. Warren is a valuable asset to our community and in my opinion would be
deserving of early termination of his probation. Please contact me should you have any
other questions or would like to discuss this matter further. You can reach me at my office
at (386) 7194357 or on my celf phone at (386) 344-4357.
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Sylvester Warren 11z
832 Richardson Texrrace
Lake City, Florida 32055

October 2, 2019

Hlonorable Virginia M. Hernandez Covington
801 North Florida Avenue

Chambers 148

Tampa, Fiorida 33602

RE: Case# 3:07—cr—233-J-33HTS

Dear Honorable Judge Covington,

I pray that this letter finds you in the best of health. 1
Will try and brief as I request a little of yoaur time. I have

infractions so I am Tequesting early termination from probation.
Over ten vyears 9o you forced me to take a long look in the
mirror; it didn’t click right away, but when I did, it wasn’t a
pretty sight.

It is now my mission to be a positive influence and role to
those in my community, especially those that I see headed down
the same path that I did. Given the Opportunity to speak with
middle and high school students on occasion, I share my story as
& route NOT to take.

My reemtry into the community has bheen a rewarding one as I
rebuild myself as a man; a man of integrity and honor, a man
that someone will be Proud to call a friend and/or a family
member. Since my time home, I have strived to have a better
relationship with My son. I have lived with moral integrity with
respect of the principies and values that are required of a
broductive citizen.

Your Honor, I Just want to begin a new chapter in my life and
pPut my negative past behind me for good; release from probation
would grant me that opportunity. I have enclosed character
letters that I bray you will take in consideration as you make

‘T decision to grant me early termination from probation.
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.r--\., w  Annie VMatiox Reereation Center. Inc.
[ of \ 901 NE Center Avenue |
§ ¥ Lake City, Florida 32055 5%°
; Anniemattoxrec@gmail.com { ‘!_

Soard Mernbers: Al Nefson, Presidant
Relo Williamson - LaWanda Austn - Sylvester Wartan 18- Mary A. William - Lavell Gearge - Grover A. Lawis -
Vanessa George - Dana Jemigen

October 7, 2019

As 3 Fetlow board member of Sylvester Warven I, it gives me much pleasure to be of any
assistance that | can to him. M. Warren contimjotss gives back to this commenity and help other in any
capacity that he can. With his persuasive negotiating skills and professional demeaner, Mr. Warren has
helped this board get funds from the county in an amoumt that we have never received before.

With these funds we will improve and/or get new playgsound equipment, a muiti-purpose
room, new bathrooms with heat and air condition (we wiit be the only facility that witt have this
feature), renovated cancession stand, and bleachers. | know this may seem like something small or not
very important, but it is to the children of community; children that now have safe equipment to play
on, sport activities can be held in our community: allowing more children to attend and participate. The
facility will have the abiiity to compete with other fadilities outside of community in arder to generate
an income and become self-sufficient.

i ¥now that ¥ Wir. Warren is no longer burden with the stigma of his previous ffe, he would
continue to make a powerful impact in our community. So take this as my plea, asking that you grant
Mr. Warren's request {0 be release from the remainder of his probstion term.

Sincerely

A Nelson iderst

CC: Dana Jerigan
Nelo Wiffiams
Lavell George
tawanda Austin
WMary Williams
Vanessa George
Grover Lewils
Sylvester Warren i

Annie Mattox Recreation Center is 2 non-profit organization nnder section 501 C) (3)
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Columbia County Recreation Department
Post Office-Box 1529 « 255 NE Coach Anders Lane
g Lake City, FL 32056
Telephone: 386-754-7095 « Fax 386-754-7097 » Email: mario_coppock@columbiacountyfla.com

fiarfo R, Coppock, CPRR CPii
Drector

February 16, 2018

Honorable, Judge Virginia Covington
Middle District of Florida

Dear judge Covington,

This correspondence is to verify that Mr. Sylvester Warren it has been involved in severat of our youth
programs, volunteering many hours working in the concession stands during the youth basketball league
and football seasans. He has taken an the responsibifity of setting up, serving, and cleaning up after the
games. During this time, he has met with and counseled many young people {students} on the value of

making good life choices.

Last year, he totaled approximately 60+ volunteer hours and has taken up where he left off by
continuing to volunteer again this basketball season. Mr. Warren is punctual, helpful, and aiways has 2

good attitude when volunteering with our organization. We appreciate all of his help. if you have any
questions or need to contact me, | can-be reached at Mari columbijacountyffa.com or

386- 754-7095.

The Mission of the Columbia County Recreation Department is to meet the community’s need
for diverse, affordable, professionally managed recreation programs for children and odults, while
maintaining a clean and safe environment.
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Drug Bust in Columbia County tied to Marion

By KAREN VOYLES / THE GAINESVILLE SUN

LAKE CITY - A father and three sons have been arrested as part of an
investigation into what authorities are calling a $30 million to $33 million
cocaine, crack and marijuana trade in Columbia County.

The operation was broken up in a series of arrests on federal and state charges
over Labor Day weekend.

“We believe this is the largest drug ring ever uncovered in the county,” said
Columbia Sheriff Bill Gootee.

The case has been under investigation for at least two years, and federal, state and
local officials said the ring may have been in operation for seven years or more.
The ring appeared to have ties to several North Florida communities as well as to
Ocala and Miami.

Acting U.S. Attorney James R. Klindt said investigators were able to trace the
ring’s activities to Alachua, Columbia, Dade, Hamilton, Marion and Suwannee
counties as well as to South Georgia. The suspects charged in federal court may
face a mandatory minimum of 10 years in prison, Klindt said.

Federal officials said it appeared the group moved at least 15 kilograms of cocaine
through the region over the past seven years. A whole kilo may sell for $20,000 to
$22,000, officials estimated, but once divided, the 15 kilos had a street value of
$30 million to $33 million.

A challenge for investigators was infiltrating the group, which was reportedly led
by a father and three of his sons, authorities said. By midday Wednesday, four of
the seven people wanted on federal drug charges had been arrested and 12 others
had been arrested on state drug charges.

“This investigation began two years ago as a follow-up to an investigation in
2004-2005 of [cocaine] sources in Georgia,” said Randall Bohman, the assistant
special agent in charge of the Jacksonville district office of the Drug Enforcement
Administration. “This group was difficult to infiltrate because we had to dismantle
a sophisticated, well-entrenched organization that was made up of family
members.”
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Bohman said the Columbia County case also had ties to six people indicted in the
Bradford County area a few years ago who had allegedly been supplying the
Columbia County suspects.

While making the arrests, which began Aug. 31, agents seized three vehicles
including a 2006 Cadillac, three weapons including an AK-47, crack cocaine,
scales and $5,000 in cash, authorities said.

Those accused of being the ringleaders are Lake City residents who have been
scheduled for a detention hearing in front of a federal judge in Jacksonville at
2:30 p.m. today, officials said.

Authorities said the people they identified as ringleaders have been charged with
conspiracy to distribute and possession with intent to distribute five kilograms or
more of cocaine and 50 grams or more of crack cocaine.

Those suspects were identified as Sylvester Warren Jr., 48, also known as
Motorcam and Cam; his sons Sylvester Warren III, 27, also known as Vester and
Mook; Michael Demonn Warren, 25, also known as Pookie and Fatboy; and Doug
Bradley, 26, also known as Cole Grady and Stunner, and who was identified by
federal officials as a half-brother of Sylvester III and Michael, authorities said.
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Fifteen Arrested in Multi-County Drug Ring

By Lanetra Bennett

Published: Sep. 12,2007 at 6:17 PM EDT
Fifteen suspected drug dealers are arrested after their seven-year operation throughout North
Florida and South Georgia was busted.

Sylvester Warren ll1, Doug Bradley, Michael Warren and Sylvester Warren, Jr. are all arrested on
federal criminal complaints. The Columbia County Sheriff's Office says for the past seven
years, the suspects were distributing powder and crack cocaine.

Suwannee and Hamilton County sheriffs both say these men along with eleven others arrested
were also selling drugs in their communities.

One concerned resident, Ulysses S. Thomas, said, "They get the poor, dumb people to go
around and sell it. Some people make a living of it, some don't. 1 just don't like it. | never smoke,
| never drink. I'm sure glad they made the bust.”

Investigators say this drug ring has manufactured and distributed at least 1,500 kilograms of
cocaine street valued at from $30 to $33 million.

Suwannee County resident Maggie McEwan said, "l hope they arrest a lot more. There's a lot
coming in on the interstate, too at the check point. | hope they keep doing a good job. I'm
proud of what they do.”

The remaining suspects arrested are facing state charges. They are: Henry Germaine Cooper,
Michael Shain Schuck, Ronald Leroy Samuels, Amy Denise Dobson, Latrez Amir Arline, James
Terrance White, Pharoh Baker, Maceo Sheppard, Michael Baker, Michael Byrd, Bernard Lucas.

Their charges range from sell and deliver of cannabis to the sell, possession and trafficking of
cocaine. All 15 suspects are from Lake City.

Local, state and federal law enforcement agents also seized three vehicles, guns, and five
thousand dollars cash. Authorities say this is huge victory for our area. The two-year
investigation is not over; authorities say more arrests are coming.
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Audrey E. Sikes, MMC
City Clerk

City of Lake City

205 North Marion Avenue
Lake City, Florida 32055

Ph: 386-719-5756
Fax: 386-752-4896
ikesa®@|cfia.c

PLEASE NOTE: Florida has a very broad public records law. Most written communications t9 or
from City officials regarding City business are public records available to the public and media
upon request. Your email communications may be subject to public disclosure.

From: Fred Koberlein <Fred @kioiaw.coms
Sent: Thursday, October 28, 2021 7:54 AM
To: Todd Sampson <SampsonT @ict m>

Cc: Sikes, Audrey <SikesA@iclia com>; Alysha Jenkins <Alysha@klglaw.com>; FredSr.
<FredSr@klolaw.com> ' G

Subject: RE: Reconsideration of motion
Mr. Sampson.

The city counci) rules were amended and adopted through ordinance 2021 -ot_8 on March 1,
2021. The city council’s rules take precedence over Robert's Rules of Order. Newly Revised

(currently. the 12" £d.) when a motion or rule is provided for in the two sets of rules. Section
2-41(e). provides for the use of a motion to reconsider. Therefore., section 2-41(¢) governs the

use of such a motion. For context. | have pasted the entire section of 2-41:

{a) Nebate from chadr e mayer ar vice-miayor of such other councitmember ac masy be presiding My move,
seeond and debate from the chair, suhjeet only o such fumtations of debate @ are by these rules uuposed on all
councilmembers and shall no' be deprived of any of the nights and privilepes of the councilmember by reason of bemy the
presideng officer

{b) Getting the Noor, improper references to he as ofded Eveny councilmember desiring to speak shall address the
chair. and, upon recognition 3 the presding oificer, skl sonfine ali comments 1o the question under debale, avoiding all
personalitics and indecorons Luigeape i

() Interruplions. A counnimer bor ot e opnzed, shdl not be mterrupted when speaking unless it be 1o call hum
of her o order. or as wtherae oL Dt e § g counailing nher while speaking. is called 10 order, ke the
councilmember shall cease speading i et o e b ke determinesd, nd, i in order. he the councilmember shall be
permitted to proceed

() Privilege of clismg b ¢ 54 avenah
shall hane the privilege of Govng Vi b,

{e) Motion to rezonsider 2 ey © iy, wad 3¢ Hen aken By the couneil
action was taken. It may n: mad. « iy sdiid dute e s ne seesio
couneil Such motion shall be madtc b o, e gl ade,
made at any time and have precede,. e o 1y L LRE N LADS o w
Nothing wn this scetion shall be comtn- |« -
motien at a subseyuent mecting of th o gy

et the doption of an ordinance or resolution or any motion

may be mude only on the duy such
sion, or at a recessed of adjoumned scssion of the
mas be seconded by any councitmembers. and may be
Ie « cuncilmember has the toor: it shalt be debatable.
FaLl )y weaneily - mber from making or ramaking the same or any other
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(1) Remarks of councilmembar cniny in minutes A covnciimember tequest, through the proding afficer. the

. ; . p ; 5 2 slimeinbe

privilege ol having an attract of the commeilinomber's statement on any subjedt wnder vonsderation by the councslmenber
entered 0 the minutes 1§ the ciry council consents thereto, such stawment shat] e entered in the minates

) Synopss of debate, entny an minutes The clork mmuy cnter i e grndles 3 SyIvpses of the diserssion o a0}
quintion coming before the council

. r “ o R
() Rutes of order Txeept i conther with the pravastons of Tl section. Robars Rafes of Order Newls Revised.
shal} govem the deliberitions of the couae)

Subsection {¢) requires a motion to reconsider any action taken by the council 1o be initiated
(the “primary motion™) by a councilinember of the prevailing side of the action. Any
councilmember may sccond the primary motion. If a motion to reconsider is passed. then the
original question is reopened and the exact same question is presented to the council body for
another vote. The rules are designed to protect from over use Therefore. the motion to
reconsider may be made on the same day the vote to be reconsidered was taken or if the

council meeting extends for more than one (1) dav then the very next day of the same council
meeting.,

Thank you for asking this question in advance. It can be challenging to provide instruction on
the use of the rules when taking into account the primary motion. subsidiary motions. and

motions of privilege which 1ake precedent. Please do not hesitate to call me to discuss this
subject or any other motions being considered.

Thank vou.

Fred Koberlein, Jr.

Board Certificd Attornes_- City, Couniy & §oent Goversment

. 385.2€9 9802 Lake Ciy FL Y, 396516 2626 Live Oak FL
< 352 515 4357 Gainesvile, FL W0 888 §3¢ 8632

PREEMINENT
AV

Paar Rt "0 1G4S #T e oy
o P ol b bheria S

aos t thwe SUSfuCl Oy €oma 15 i St frp ple gy oln 004 aasne Hast ity
I3 A G s da s sl e 0T Tre anfcrnanen ¢ e Mt m - - £3S

contdent.al dsmanns 100 P duE RImVel Ty C e

wirarp the messade ¢ stuies

From: Todd Sampson <SampsonT @lcfla.com>
Sent: Wednesday, October 27, 2021 12:14 PM

! 4
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To: Fred Koberlein <Fred@kiolaw.com>
Cc: sikesa <sikesa@iciia com>

Subject: Reconsideration of molion

Mr Koberigin,

Could a motion to recons.der the nomination from the meeting on October 26th be made at the next
meeting? H so who can make the motion and who can second?

t'm copy'ing Audrey as this may be infurmation needed by tne entire Council.

Todd

Disclaimer

The infrmation Zuntaned i th 5 womea jicanon from dre Sencer 15 confidentian [° 5 mtenced sois st use
by the reripisnt anc Sthers awt® <-2e7 o recewe it if you 3re A0t tne et you are hereny notfied that
any disciesure, zopying, dist byt un of taking astion in eedation of *he conterts of this informansn 1s strictly

profubites and mey be uridstul

This emad has beer. stanned for Jiruses ang malware . ang iy haee b autematicaliy erck.oeg Ye have
implermnentes HAVEN', fror Corvid Cyberdefensewhict proterste guyr retynres deta conail gndg engueints
with leading ease threat preventior contruls arr 24x7x365 threat detection and mentonng. To 4nmg cur

more Chrcy Here
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Filing # 138133548 E-Filed 11/08/2021 05:15:25 PM

INCTHE CIRCUTT COURT OF THE THIRD A IOIAL CIRCUTT
IN AND FOR COLUMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA

BLEATTIIU T CORER, CASE N Mi2[-2K8-0 N
Petitioner,

VS,

CHY COUNCH OF LARL CHY,
FLORIDA, Individually and
Collectively: and AUDREY SIKES,
in her capacity as CHEY CLERK O
LAKE CHTY.

Respondents,

ALTERNATIVE WRET IN MANDAMUS, AND
ORDER NISTIN PROHIBITION

THIS CAUSE, came helore the Court on November § 2021 on the Petitioner’s \erilied
Petition for Writ of Mandamus, 1he allegations contained in the Veritied Petition tor Writ of
Mandamus are incarporated herein by reference. See Flac R Civ. P 1030(dKR2). Upon this Court’s
review. Petitioner’s elaim is legally sutficient.

WHEREFORE. it is hereby ORDERED that Respondents shatt SHOW CALSE within
20 davs of the date of this Order as 1o why the Petition should not he granted. See Ha, RCiv P
10300d). (ek: Fla. R App. P 90000 Al pending City Council of' | ahe City procevdings refated
w filling the District 14 scat on the City Comeil are stayed pending this Court’s final resolution
of the Verified Petition Tor Writ of Mundinus, Nee Stehes v Jones. M7 800 3262, 203l B st
DCA 2021 teiting Fla. R App. 2, 9.100(h) (7In prohibition proceedings, the issuanee ot an vrder
directing the respondent 1o show cause shalt stay further proceedings @yﬂ\c lower tribunal.™)

7
DONE in Chambers 1 it Columbia County, 1 lorid, llti\‘/ day ol November 2021,

/
)
/b /A
H:ﬁHT\“?T""ﬁHhi AS, CIRCUTE JUDGE
/{é//m’ leacro L
e ceRLoRoA counycr G, (e /’ e
|HEREBY CERTIY, ha he chove 0d e

is 3 e copy ofthe original fled in this office.
JAMESM  CLERK OF COURTS

o _LIRPE02

Electronically Filed Columbia Case # 21000288CAAXMX 11/08/2021 05:15:25 PM
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Befaithtul Coker v. City Council of Lake City, Florida, et. at
Alternate Writ in Mandamus, and Order Nisi in Prohibition
Case No.: 2021-288-CA

Wesley R Douglas, Circuit Judge

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| HEREBY CERTIFY that a copy of the foregoing Alternate Writ in Mandamus and
Order Nisi in Prohibition was furnished by electronic transmission this % day of November
2021. to the following!

Natalic A. Kato. Esquire Fred Koberlein, Esquire
Counscl for Befaithful Coker Atorney for Lake City. Florida
natalic’a kato.law fred @ klolaw.com

Judiciat Assistani

12
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Shade meeting at city hall begins at
3pm. Koon Law versus LCPD and then

the Unfaithful Coker lawsuit issue. She
is trying to suit her way in office.
Perhaps the council will tie it up in
court until election time!
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Ko basmally speakmg to ééunei!'t%an Todd : son anﬁ U"he'H' linotte

r; mbaclo down Since you bath. are mamg/ re§cra onsnb!e for where we are at
3 regardmg thls matter. ‘

x.!!!"\

Lastly, it is better for the cnty to fight:; and keep the vacant seat tied up

in court until it is time for elections and then Unfaithful frivolous
lawsuit becomes a moot point.

Conclusion: | think most people can live with the four horsemen who

continues to de nothing butr muck with ity busineds and affairs.

10 plus months of these four 1< painful but won t kil us like Unfaithful

Coker wouild.
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OUR OPINION

City council:
Freeze seat,
drop drama

e beest coterve of action the Lake City Council ean
take in regand o filling it councl seal yacanvy is
1o sit tight and do nothing. This i Lhe best action
this group can take for the gond of the eeaidents and the
cily business peuple it serves.
the seat vacant. )o nuthing, Move on.

The seot comes up for election in the primary in
Augguest, which is jud more than nine mondis away and
then the prople who vute can decide and pivk their rep-
nesentathr.

Lraving the seat viennt heaves theew councdl mwnibers
and the mayor in place. Four incmbers myggeds Ure coutr
] wunkd need tu et along aad work gether, something
this group has myvlooked Lhe past year or so. This City
Council will Le foreed (o think ahead, plan, Le: snast in
their decisions and not fall victim 10 kneejerk pofitics,

This council wifl be forved to pull tegelher for the
guexd af the whole, e ood of the ity In general and
not kuwlow 1 shouling beckbers wha tead 1o bofly their
agendas and special interests.

This City Council will have Lo mature quickly.

ICit docsnt, wee have gridiock, 2 1ol of 2-2 voles,
modiors dying on the desk, exhales of frusiration and
probably a few tantruma Eke we'vie seen during the past
yrar. But grucss what? Gridlock catmes the: beast amount
of damage 10 what Is currently a very fmgile cily govern-
ment in a very Iragle city. Gridiock, in sur case, miglt
nave the City Conencil fmm itself.

Al council allows the mayr one more
chance tu do the right thing == his jub = and comtrol the
mcvtings. The wtayar must lead Uie council and conteal
the auditnoe af the counil mevtinga

The mayor has his haids ful. Besbdes & rotuting ek
lery of shouting members af the public regularly atten<d-
Ini city meetings, ber overscen whiat al Uines v a rogue
council, muving radically (o vnsuccesully fire the cily
ataeney for o apparent reasan, then succrssfully fre
the City Manager without any permonnel feview shatw
ever. These things happened.

Thtse four Cmnn‘lon have vae paramouat under-
takifg Uit takes prevedent over all other tasks and
this is to hire a comymient City Manager 1o lead Lake
City iuto the future. Hased on all the shenanigans this
City Council has enacted rearntly, and ite sedfinfBcted
waunda, this will be a daunting task. but it must be done
with diligence. With four Councilors. there will be a con-
aemeus, a geatlemnan’s educatid compromise, in arder (1
make this happen.

Iiring a city manager must happen. The Gty is work
ing o lu -rcund mterim city manager and the chack I+
ticking. The city has vmm at a\uwl «ily manager,
human resources di h imanmement dicector,
pmlice chid and I!tr chidzﬂd this Is ju\l atthe drpmrt
nrent head kevel, These all are key positions st need 4o
be evaluated and filked by & city manager

Councilors already are hnng (] u\mnl by 2 reskient
who (mished a ditant thind in the last election for tie
wal and now is aiterupling to litigate her way ontu thy-
council. Will frerzing Lhe seat pronpl maee kegal pagpxer-
wrick? Maybe-, bt at this pial, pick your poleon. What
consrt is going (o chaslive a government entty for udxna
with the pronle's fight to choose Wheir candidate at the
ballit box? The residents, the dty businesses and the
city’s reputation throughont the frigian ared 0 break,
Drop the drama, frevae he sent untl] clection day pext
August 2nd caltly move oa with e peuple’s profimaions
al businew.
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New Texas unives sity aims to pursue truth

School of thought

FORT WORTH, Tass
e & diverve group ul

intellectuals announced

thr fornuatlon of & ew
unlversity in Texas — npe *coin
initted lu open inquiry. freedom of
amscience, end civil disciurse” =
the respanse from detractors in the
niettia tsocial and traditionaly was
prediciable.

There was almost an immediate
sttemp (o shut down any discus
wion over the seademic and cullura)
value of such an Institution and div-
parage all of thove Involved.

“Wilk it be & propes insditution
of higher leaming or Troll State?*
opined a Washington Pust writer:

“The question that should have
berti askrd fnstead i Why has an
instittion that Identifies the pur
suit of truth as its highest priority
Decume a n:mlly among American
univeritics?

Tana Kancos, the now prisident
of the pascent Unlverdty of Austn,
didnt mince worda in his explana-

tion.

“Many universities no longer
have an Encentive to create an
environment where Intellectual
disacnt ia pmtected and fashion
able opinions are scrulinized,” he
wrote {n the newsletter of former
New York Times columnist and
fellow university founder Bari
Weisa, anncuncing the university's
formation.

Consequently, he continued, our

“rducational sysiem has become
illiberal and is producieg cillzens
and leaders who are incapable
and unwilling to participate io the
core aclivity of democratic gnver-
nance.”

He fan't wrong,

The sate of American hixln-r
+ducation haa been in peril In
yeare

Universities, once bastions of
Tree andd dliveene thought, have
becume places that inhibit intellec-
tual curiomity and exploration o an

Cynthia M. Allen
VRt (-

among univerwty professors lor
collragues who have 2 “wrong
wpinion” aboul 3 cuntraversial sub-
ject such as Immigrabon or gender
dilfervuces, A rurprising nuniber

Universities, once bastians
of Iree and diverse thought.
have become places that
inhitel intelectual triouty
and exploration 10 an alarm
ing degree.

of academics n:lmrl that ll\q have
buen threat with dixciplinary
action for thele views.

IU's nu surprise that this think-
ing haw bevn absorhed by univer-
aity students who overwhicimingly
acknowlalye that the campus
cavironment stifles them from
apeaking their minds but ala
admil thit Uiy have na problem
teporting professars if Uie profes
sor says something stadents find
alfensive.

There are inmiunerable cunpus
Incidenia of the latler, in which siv
dents have complained 10 adminis
tration aboul faculty ond in many
crars insistend upoa groveling pub-
Tic apulogied, lermination or capit-
ulation fo 2 Lt of enreasesable
demands.

And atudents are increasingly
repurting their peers based on
some perceived nlfense, some
times Uireatening the accused's
acsdemic fulure.

Tiw Foundation for Individuz)

Somie uf the Austin undvermity's
foundery have endured harass
ment. vicious atlacks and pelraciza
tion {or holiling or even attempling
10 dEscuss hederodox views ahuut
subjecta elite inatitutions suddenly
deem too Irught 1o study.

But elite acadenw’s luse [s the
rwr institution’s (and ita Retuere sty

L8 ) staia

hs Voard of advivers includes
Lawrence H. Summery, a formier
Hasvan peevidenl and evonotmic
adviser to Presidents Rill Clinton
and Barack Obamx: Glenn Loury.
an rennomied al Brown University
an Nadine Strossen, law profes
sor and forzer president of the
Ainerican Civil Liberties Union s
an eibarrasement of tiches

Kalrnos said mare than 1,000

fessora have cxpresaed interest
0 prtliipating < 3 clear indica-
on that Uiere is no shiort supply
of acadetnics weking to cxtricale
themselves from presumably joxic
eRviromnenta

But founding univeraties is
expensive, esprcially when they
dmaw the caliber of inteMectual
power Uhe University of Austin has
«a [nr,

1f higher education has anolher
acymingly lnsunnountable prob.
Te, it's conl.

Part of Lthe university's misson
will be to proavide a lopnatch
libeeal artv educalion at a more
alfordable price ($30,1X0 or lews.
3 year). Kanelos said it will forga
same of e superfloous belbs and
whistles that contribute minimally
10 a student's intelleciual experi
ence,

And peesumably, the Kind of
student who is inlesested i an
inuBectually focuserd ervironment

won’y vare oo much t having
o Wate-ol- heart fee cenler or
fancy fuod court.

\When you'ee 2 Lruth aceker in
an scademically frer envirvament.
wha needs footbal?

M Cyirtina M. Allens 15 2 columsmst for the
Fost Worth StarTelegram

Larter, Fermer Ku Klux Rlanunan

degree. Righta in Educatlun has dncument.
Kanelon cites survey data that ed many much incidents through
find high kevels of infolrrassce ke years.
TODAY IN HISTORY
On this dater his aides. A fre af London King's
Croas railway station vlaimed 31
In 1883, thw United States lives.

and Canada adopled a system of
Standard Time rones

In 1953, the Hell System intre-
duce! (Be firt commercial touch-
:;nde ldenhuul' wm in Cameﬂle

In 1991, Shiite Muulun htln:p.

Babby Frank Chcrry. vonvictrd
of hilling four black gicls in the
;amlly mativated bombing of o

pery in Lebanon froend

¢ lwnﬁ in

Chorch envoy Terry Waile and
Thomas Sutherland, the American
dean of agricultune at the American

In 1966, U'S, Rowman Catholic
bnlwm did away with the rule
against eating meat on Fridays out-
slide of Lrot.

In 1976, Spain’s partiament

# bill to ewtablish a deino
ray after 37 yeors nf dictalorship.

In 1978 US Rep. leo ) Ryan,
[+Calil., and four others were
killed in Jonestuwn, Goyana, by
mrmbers af the Peoples Tetnple;
e killings were followed by a
anrhit of mans morder 2od sukide
by more than 900 cult members.

n 1987, the congressional L.

Comtra cnmmitires iesued] ieir

Uni of Heint.

Tn 1189, 12 peeople were killed
wlien a buafire under comstruc.
tion at Texas Aand-M University
cnllapsedt. A jury in Jasper, Texas,
convicted Shawn Allen Berry of
murder lor hia mle in the dragging
death of James iyed Jr, but span<t
him the death penally.

In 2003, the Masaachusclia
Supreme Judicial Court ruled
4403 thal the stale condtitution
grunranteed gay couples the right
o marry.

In 2004, Former Preident Bill
Clintan’s library n;n-nnl in Little
Rick. Arkansas: in allendance

1953, died in prison at age 7

In 2005, eight moaths after
Robert Blake wae acryuirted at a
cripunal tna) of nwrdecing his wile.
o civil jury dexided the actor was
behind the slaying und ontered
him 10 pay oany Lee Rakley's
chiklren K30 million.

In 2004, twes days before turning
02, Sen. Robert C Ryed, DWVG,
et a record for bongestserving
lawmaker in congresionat hisdory
ut 56 years, 320 days. (l'lul rm:rvl
wits brukea in 2013 by s
Jotw Dingedl, D-Mich.)

In 2013, Torueto's elty ¢ mmll
yoted W s1nip scandalp
Mayur Rob Ford of many of lzii
tmw\-ﬂ fallowing a hieated debate

n which he knocked over a city




