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NOTICE OF REMOVAL
OF CIVIL ACTION

The defendant City of Detroit, including the defendants Estate of William

Hart and Estate of Coleman Young in their official capacities, removes this civil




action to this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1441 and says that:

1. This action was commenced on March 4, 2004 in the Circuit Court for the
Third Judicial Circuit of Michigan and is now pending in that court.

2. On March 4, 2004, the defendant City of Detroit received by first-class
mail & copy of the Complaint and Demand for Jury in this action.

3. It appears from the Complaint that the plaintiff is a resident of Wayne
County, Michigan.

4. This is a civil action in which the plaintiffs seek monetary relief for the
alleged misconduct of the defendants which is alleged to have resulted in the
deprivation of rights protected by the United States Constitution and 20 U.5.C. § 794
(Complaint, pages 26 ef s¢q.). The defendant City, including the estates of Hart and
Young in their official capacities, removes the action to this Court, invoking the Court's
federal question jurisdiction, because the plaintiffs base the action in part on 42 U.S.C.
§ 1983, the United States Constitution and 29 U.S.C. § 794.

5. This Court has original jurisdiction of this civil action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
1331, and the action is removable fo this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1441(a), (b}
and (c). The claims arising under Michigan law fall within the Court's supplemental
Jurisdiction because those claims are so related to ¢laims in the action that are within
the Court's federal-gquestion jurisdiction that they form part of the same case or

controversy. 28 U .5.C. § 1367.




6. This Notice is filed within thirty days after the first receipt by any defendant

of a copy of the initial pleading setting forth the claim for relief upon which this action

is based.

8. On information and belief, only the defendant City has received a copy of

the initial pleading setting forth the claim for relief upon which this action is based.

The information upon which this belief is based is the following:

a.

A printout of the docket shest on this case in the court from which it is
being remaved, current as of March 10, 2004, is attached. It shows no
proof of service nor any other indication that any defendant other than
the City had been served or otherwise received a copy of the initial
pleading setting forth the claim for relief upon which this action is based
or any other written notice of the pendency of this action.

On March 8, 2004 the undersigned spoke with Samuel A. Nouhan,
Chief of Litigation in the office of the Wayne County Corporation
Counsel. After reviewing the appropriate records, Mr. Nouhan stated
that those records included no evidence that Wayne County had
received a copy of the initial pleading setting forth the claim for relief
upon which this action is based or any other written notification of the
pendency of this action. Mr. Nouhan further stated that Wayne County
concurs in the removal of this action to this court and intends to join in
the removal if and when it is served.

On March 8, 2004, the undersigned spoke with the defendant Thomas
DeGalan and was informed by him that he had not been served and
had not otherwise received a copy of the initial pleading setting forth
the claim for relief upen which this action is based or any other written
notification of the pendency of this action and that he concurs in the
removal of this action to this court and intends to join in the removal if
and when he is served.

According to the Complaint, several defendants are current or former
Detroit police officers. When a current or former Detroit police officer
receives a summaons and copy of the Complaint in a lawsuit that, like this
one, is based on allegations having to do with the officer's performance of
his/her duties as a police officer, the officer or former officer routinely
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brings the summons and copy of the Complaint to the Detroit Law
Department. The undersigned, who is a Chief Assistant Corporation
Counsgel in the Detroit Law Department, has ordered a search of the
appropriate records to determine whether any defendant has brought a
summons and copy of the Complaint in this action to the Detroit Law
Department. That search disclosed that no defendant had brought any
document concerning this lawsuit to the Detroit Law Department.
9. A copy of the Complaint and Demand for Jury, the only pleading, order or
other paper served upon or received by any defendant, is attached.
10. This action is not removed on the basis of jurisdiction conferred by 42
U.8.C. § 1332 and is removed within one year after commencement of the action.
11. The undersigned has prepared a written notice of the removal of this
action, addressed to counsel for the plaintiff and to the clerk of the court from which
this action is being removed. Promptly after filing this Notice of Removal of Civil
Action, the undersigned will cause copies of that written notice to be filed with the
clerk of the court from which this action is being removed and mailed by first class
mail to counsel for the plaintiffs.

WHEREFORE, the defendant City, including the defendants Estates of Hart

and Young in their official capacities, removes this action to this Court.

Detroit, Ml 48226
Dated: March 10, 2004 (313) 237-3082
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LLOYD EDDIE JOE 7L PEND

ATTY :ROBLNSON DAVID A. (248) 423/7234
2 (GLENN TIA TERESE PL FPEND
ATTY :ROBINSON DAVID A, (248) 423/7234
3 DETROIT CITY QF oF PEND
4  WAYNE COUNTY OF DF FEND
5 DEGALAN THOMAS DF PEND
& MILLINER SYLVIA DF FEND
7 RICE WILLIAM DI PEND
& DAY KENNETH DF FEND
8 DOES JOHN DF PEND
10 PSYCHIATRIC INSTITUTE DF PEND
11 HAN KYUNG SECK DR DF FEND
12 BACON BARBARA MSW DF PEND
13 HART WILLIAM ESTATE OF DF PEND
14 DUNGY RICHARD DF FEND
15 YOUNG COLEMAN ESTATE OF DF PEND
16 HILL GILBERT R DF PEND
17 DEANE ROBERT L DF PEND
3/04/04 1 OTHER PERSONAL INJURY DAVI 30404
ASSG CRT:RBORMAN 1707 CAYMC 224-5
TITLE:LLOYD EDDIE JOE V DETROQIT CITY OF
1/04/04 2 STATUS CONFERENCE SCHEDULED DAVI 30404
NEXT ACT:STATUS CONFERENCE 6/04/04 09:30 LOC: BORMA
3/04/04 3 SERVICE EBEVIEW SCHEDULED DAVI 20404
NEXT ACT:SERVICE REVIEW 6£/03/04 09:30 LOC: BORMA
3/04/04 4 CASE FILING FEE ~ PAID ATTY :ROBINSON DAVIDAVI 30404
AMT: 150,00
3/04/04 5 JURY DEMAND FILED & FEE PAID ATTY :ROBINSON DAVIDAVI 30404
AMT: 85.00

DOCKET/CASE LISTING COMPLETE, THANK YOU RECCORD




Eddie Joe Lloyd,
Tia Terese Glenn

-* Plaintiffs,
V.

City of Detroit, a Municipal Corporation
County of Wayne, a Sub Unit of Government,

" . Officer Thomas DeGalan, Officer Sylvia Milliner,

Officer William Rice, Sergeant Kenneth Day, .

Supervisor John Does, Detroit Psychiatric Institute,

Dr. Kyung Seok Han, Barbara Bacon, MSW,
Estate of William Hart, Former Chief of Police,
Deputy Chief Richard Dungy, Estate of Colcman
* Young, Former Mayor of City of Detroit, Gilbert
R. Hill, Former Officer in Charge of Homicide ,
Lieutenant Robert L. Deane

Defendants,

COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY

Case Np.
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NOW COME the Plaintiffs, Eddie Joe Lloyd, and his daughter, Tia Terese Glenn, by and

ﬂubugh their attorneys, Cochran, Neufeld & Scheck, LLP, and Robinson & Assoc-.iate:s, and say:

1. This is a case about unconscionable deceptions. Eddie Joe Lloyd was deceived by the

defendant police officers info “confessing” to a crime he did not comumit when he was a

patient on pyschotmf)ic medications in a mental institution. The Wayne County

Prosecutor’s Office was deceived by the defendant police officers who knew they bad fed

M. Lloyd details of the crime and who then falsely claimed that M. Lloyd had

independent knowledge of these details. The jury and judge were deceived, by these
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police ofﬁc_:cr:s and the grossly madequate defense provided to Mr, Lloyd at his tdal, into
sending an innc;t:f:x:_:t man to pnson for life, Thé:_ family and friends of the victim, and the
citizens of Detroit were deceived into believing thai the :ig‘ﬁt man wes in prison for this
horrific crime, while th&lreal tapist and murderer was Ei_lgrgc, ﬁ'ce to comummut mote |
crimes. This lawsmt seeks to remedy thcse‘uncoﬁsciﬂnahle deceptions.
This is a_cése _also about gross, hl&tcusable, and syste:pic: indifference to a minimaily
competent and ﬁmcﬁdning criminal justice system. These officers deceived Mr Lloyd to
obtain a falsf:. “confession,” and knew their deception wouid be permitted without any
risk of exposure becaﬁSc the defense bar was so underfunded that only the least
- competent and indifferent attorneys would m;.)resen.t pdm; and desplsed clients such as
Mr. Lloyd. Furthcr,.tﬁcsc deceptions were so conviﬁcing, that the tial court judge |
expressed his opinion that the “anly jusﬁﬁ;ﬁle sc.ntch‘qf:“ would be “termination by
exteme cuﬁﬁi;tion” and Mr. Lloyd's owm Comﬁy appo-;ntc:d app;cl-lat'f: lawyer wrote to the
State o-f Michigan Attomey Grievance Commission that Mr. Lioyd's existence was
"frivolous" and "should be terminated.” An unspeakable tragedy was avoided only
because Michigan did not permit the death penaity. o |
M. Lloyd was imprisoned for seventeen years, three months and twenty-four days for a
murder aﬁd rapé that _he: did not commit. Mr. .Lloyd was exoneratarfl and released on
August 26, 2002, based on DNA. testing of sernen evidence, by both Jaw enforcement and
‘independent labs that conclusively excluded him as the rapist/murderer.
‘M. Llojrd’s conviction was tﬁe product of a coerced, fahricated confession which was
unlawfgﬂly obtained and then concealed by defendant police ofﬁczrs., iuclﬁding Thomas
DeGalan and the other defendant officers. These defendants fed Mr. Lloyd details ahout
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the erime, many of which l:)t;iy the perpctmtnr could know, and then reported that Mr.
Llayd had indcpéndent knowledge of this information, and had volunteered it, Fln'thﬂz; |
in order to cue_rc‘;e, trick, El]-lld. decetve Mr. Lloyd i-J_:ltﬂ adoptiﬁg the details fed to him in -
confession forn, Officer DeGalan encowraged and exl;_lhited Mr Lioyd's ;iblnsional and
mistaken belief that by “cm.nfessiug” he would be helping to “smoke: out” the real killer,
Feeding M, Lloyd details of the crime and aﬁcfﬁng. his “confession™ based bﬁ Mr.
Liovd’s dﬂlus-ional beliefs was all the more egregious, becanse gt the time of his
“confession,” Mr. Lloyd was hospitalized after haviqg been legally adjudicated mentally
ill and a person réquiring treatment 1'xx1de:r MCLA 330.1401 and 1472(a). Further, these
 detectives s;.xpi'f:ssly knew and took advantage of Mr Lloyd’s dn:lx;sional é:cndiﬁgn and
his historicél and grandiose attempts to l‘mlp the polics solve high profile crimes that had |
oceurred in the City of Detroit. -The‘true nature of MF, Lloyd’s confession Was never
discloged to ﬁ‘m prosecution or defense c:.ounsel and thus, also consttutes a violation of
Lloyd’s civil rights pursuant to Brady v, Mgr_gland and iﬁ progény.

The unconstitutional and tortious acts of the individual defendant officers were not -
isolated éncidﬁn.ts. Rather, ﬁw:se acts were consistent with a custom and practice of the
Detront Palice bepartment of using cocr.r;ivé tactics against witnesses and i-rusgecj:ts,
fabricating evidence, failing to discldscqcxcml.mtory eﬁdems, ﬁih‘ng to properly
investigate serious _-r:ximcs, and faﬂmg to properly tmin and supervise Ioﬂ"i-::ﬂrs' in these
critical law enfofcemcnt responsibilities. Furthe.lr, these egrcgious acts remained hidden
from the jury, duc, in part, to the County’s Jongstanding policy and practice of grassly
under funding defense counsel for "mdiQeut defendants and the related practice of
appointing gmssl-y incompetent defenders. Thus, beyond compﬂnsaﬁngl Mr. Lloyd for
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the more than seventeen years stolea from him, and his continuing injuries, and beyond
. comp’en"saﬁng hiﬂ. daughter for the 1053 of ber father dm-ing‘ﬁi:r ﬁdolcsccnce, this a::t'tbn
sc:aké. to redress the unlawful ﬁuﬁcipﬂ and county customs, pelicies, patterns and
_p:.:m;:ticcs pursuant to which defendants, acting wnder c-;ilor of law both in&:pandently aﬁd
in concert, violaif,;d Mr. Lioyd’s clearly established rights as guarantf:fﬁ by the Firét, |
Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and Fourte:enth Amendments to the United States Congtitution, The- |
Rehabilitation Act and the Constitution and laws of the State of Michigan.
Asa remﬁt of defendants’ unconstitutional and tortious conduct, Mr. Lloyd was convicted |
on May 2, 1935, .Df first-degree murder and sentenced to mandatt;ry hfc wéithout parole.
Mr Lloyd secks relief for the defendants' violation of his rights secured by the le
Rights'Act of 1871, 42 U.8.C. §1983, and of rights secured by the F irst., Fourth, Fifth,
Sixth and Fourteenth Amendment's. to the United E-‘,_tate‘:_'.; Constitution, q.nci for nghts
secured unde;r- the laws and Constitution. of the State of Michlgan. Fmther,'hflr. Lioyd also
seeks relicf for the defendants’ vielation of his rights secured under The Reh;bﬂitation
Act, 29 U.8.C. § 794. Mr. Lloyd’s daughter, plaintiff Tia Terese élenn, seeks relief for
the violation of ‘her rights under the First :;nd Fourteenth Amcndmemts to the United
" States Cunst'rtxltion and under Michigan law. Plaintiffs seek dama-ges, both compensatory
- and pﬁniti've, affizmative and equitable relief, an award of costs and attorneys fees, and

- such other and further relief as this court deers equitable and just.

I JURISDICTION
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The events or omissiond giving rise fo the claims hereunder occurred in the City of
Detroit and Coumty of ‘Wayne wherein both the City and County are subject to personal

jurisdiction of the Wayne County Circuit Court.

II. THE PARTIES

Plaintiff Eddie Joe Lloyd is and was at all times material to this complaint, a resident of

‘the State of Michigan, He currently resides within the City of Detroit,

 Plaintiff Tia Terese Glenn is and was at all times material to this complaint, a resident of

the State of Michigan. She is Eddie Joe Lloyd’s daughter, and czﬁmnﬂy resides w:ﬁlm
the City of Detroit |
Defendant City of D'é\f:mit (Cit.y) is 2 municipal corporation authorized inder the laws of |
the State of Mmh.lgan o : B |
Defendant Co'!x:mty of Wayne (County) 1s a sub unit of government aﬁthoriz:dl pndcr the
laws of the State of Michigan. -

Defendant Thomas DeGalan was &t all time material to this complaint, a pﬂﬁcﬂ officer

 employed by defendant City of Detroit. Upon information and belief, DeGalan has

retired from the Ijpc::li«:m force. Heis named in his individual capacity.

Defendant Sylvia Mlﬁﬁer was at all imes material to this complaint, a police officer
employed by defendant City of Detroit. She is named in her individual capacity.
Defendi_mt William Rice is and was at all times material to' this complaint, a pol.ic;: Oﬁ_.:ict'r
empioyed by defendant City of IDetmit._ Upon infom:;;tion and belief, defendant Rice

currently resides within the City of Detroit. He is named in his individual capacity.
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17.

18.
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20.

' Defendant John Does, whose identities will be léﬁcd through discovery, were at all

times material to this complaint, supervisors in the Detroit Police Degartment and
employed by defendant City of Detroit. They are named in their individual capacities.
Defendant Coleman A. Young was at all times materiait_n this complaint,l the Mayor of

the City of Detroit and had defacto direct control and command of the Detroit Police

" Department, though not through, City Charter but through his appointments, directives

and management edicts which were well known to the Chief of Polics William Hart,

Richard Dungy and Gilbert Hill. He is deceased, and his estate is named to represen bim

in bis official capacity,

Defendant William Hart was at times material to this complaixt, the Chief of Police of

Detroit and employed by the defendant City of Detroit. He is deceased, and his estate is

named to represent him in his official capacity.

Defendant Richard Dungy was at all times material to this complaipt, the Deputy Chief

of Police of Detroit and cmploycd by thé defendant City of Detroit. He is named in his
ofﬁciai and mdwxdual capacity.

Defendant Gilbert R. Hill was a:t all tixpes m,a:term.l tc; this complaint, an Inspector and
Supervisor in't]ﬁ;;: Homicide Section of _rhe Detroit Poﬁca Department, and employed by
the defendant City of Detroit. He is named in his indhddﬁal capacity,

Defendant Lieutenant Robert L. Deane was at all times material to the complaint, a -

Lieutenant and Supervisor in the Homicide Section of the Detroit Police Department, and

émployed by the defendant City of Detroit. He is pamed in his individual capacity.
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Defendant Sergeant Kenneth Day was at all times material to this complaint; a serpeant

in the Detroit Police Department and employed by Defendant City of Detroit. He is

named in his individual capacity,

Defendant Detroit Psychlatnc Institute wag at all nmes_matmal to this comp]amt, a state
psychiatric hospital housed in the Cxty at Herman Kexfm Hospltal
Defendant Dr. Kyung Seak Han was at all times relevant to this complaint, a psychiatrdst,

and an employes and agent of Detroit Psychiatric Institute. He is named in his individual

capacity.
Dcf.::ndant Barbara ]-Ba‘con, was at all times relevant to this complaint, a social worker,
and an employee and agent of the Detroit Psychiatric Institute. She {s named inlhcr
individual capacity. '
IIL FACTS

" The Murder of Michelle Jackson
On .T anuary 25, 1984, the body of Giyezar-old Michelle Jackson, the Iatest in a rash of
fatal child abductions, the so-called “school-girl rapes” wa_s.disc:uvered in an abandoned
garage located in the (;ity of Detroit, Coxmtj of Wayne, State-of Michigém. Miss Jackson
bad been raped and strangled to death. Ske was left partially pude in an abandoned
building after she was abducted early in the moming on January 24, 1984,
Betwc.f:n Septernber 1983 and February 1984, approxﬁnatcly 47 girls on their wa.y o
school were raped in the Detroit atea. Ms. Jackson's rape instigated 2 city-wide outery
and cie:mand for action and led to an intensive investigation and the formation of a special

police task force to investigate her rape and murder,
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27.

28,

29,

30.

3L

32.

4

Miss Jackson had last been seen alive by a neighbor, who spotted her as she waited for

 her school bus on Fenkell Avenue at about five minutes pziét SEVEn.

When Miss Jackson did not retam from school on the night of the 24th, her faraily
contacted the police and filed 2 missing person report. “The pext momming, on the 25th,

her family organized a search party, and canvassed the ares around Miss Jackson's route

to school.

The family found Miss Jackson’s body in. an abandoned garage and mntaét;d the police. -

From the beginning of this Investigation, inv.:stigatoi's uncovered g number of distinetive

éhara(;tmisﬁcs about the crime and the suspect For example, Miss Jackson was found
laying on hcr'back, undressed from the waist down, except for one leg of her long
underwear. The other leg af her long wnderwear was wrapped around her neck. Miss
Jackson's coat, sweater and Era were still on, but ﬁxcjv;were pushed to the side asto
expose her breasts. When Miss Jacksen’s body was moved by the evidence technicians
at the scepe, it was noted thata gfc:m “Ale 8 bottle had been inserted into her rectum. A
witness also identified a man in a beige coat with a black skull cap around the scene
when Miss Jackson was abducted.

Officers from the Detroit Police Department Homicide Section, Squad Three, were
assigned to the case. ’I;he: tead officer on the case was Officer Tho-mas DeCalan.
Upon.informatibn and belief, Sergeant Kext;ncth Day assisted and supervised the
investigation by Oﬁiccr DeGalan.

After processing the Scenc, evidence of the perpetrator’s semen was recovered from
swabs of Miss Jaqksbu’s *vagim1 rectum, and on the bottle, her thermnal underwear, and a
piece of paﬁaer that was stuck to the bottle,
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37.

33.
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A shoe imprint was also recovered from the 3&:11; as were varous fagerprints. ﬂone of
the fingerprints were found to be usable. Qutside the garage a pair of women’s blue
underwear were found hanging on'a small tres.

Due to the public outrage over Miés J aﬁkson’s death, Ditroit Mayor Colernan A. Ymmg-
hosted three “rape surmits” in order to stop the school-girl rapes. The media c:xtcnswcly
mvered these rape summrts and the actual rape of Michelle Jackson.

Adding to the pressure the police department faced during this Hme, Detroit had the
highest homicide rate in the country in 1984 and one of the-lﬂw rates in the country of

closing cases.

~ Nine mounths after the rape and murder of Miss I ack.sun despite the rape summits, the

speclal polzce task—force and the intensive investigation, the police had not 1d¢.:n.t1ﬁed any

posmbla suspects in the case, had po leads as to who rapf:d a.nd murdered her, and bad o

inforraation about the crime.

Focnsing on Eddie Joe Lloyd -

Onor about October 18, 1984, after obtaining no new information in the Jackson case,

Officer Sylvia Milliner of the Sex Crimes Unit received a letter from Mr. Eddie Joe
Lloyd, in. which Mr. Lloyd stated hie would like to_assist the department in the
mvesﬁgaﬂon of Michelle Jackson’s death. Mr. Lloyd's letter allegedly mentioned that he
had some in.fmmaﬁog about the death of Michelle J acksoﬁ. The letter stated that a bottle
was found in the vietm’s vagina. In fact, the bottle had been found in the vietim’s

ecum,
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41,

42,
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45,

46.

Ofﬁger Miﬁ.imr was famjliar with Mr. Lloyd, as he had written between fifteen and
seventeen letters to. Officer Millmmr, claiming i each that he had information ona crime
and the idmﬁﬁpﬂﬁun of the pm'pcuﬁmr. | | |

Mr. Lioyd had also gone to see Officer Milliner i the past claiming he had evidencs in |
cases and that he could heli) her solve them. |

Officer Ivhlhner had never attempted to follow up on the “Information” Mr, Lloyd
clairﬁed he had in pasf cases, nor did she forward the letters he wrote to other
departments orofficers investigating the czimes mmﬁongd in the letters. Rather, she |
bélievcgi that Mr. Lloyd was smxiewhét of a “ﬁuisancs” who had no information about
any of these crimes. |

On this occasion, however, Officer Milliner turned over this particular letter about the

‘murder of Michetle Jackson to the officer in charge of_thc investigation, Officer

)

DeGalan.

At the time M, Lloyd wrote the letter to Officer Milliner he was invohmtarily committed-
to the Detroit Psychiatric Institute, housed at Herman Kiefer Hospital.,
Mr. Lloyd had been hospitalized at the Detroit Psychiatric Institute on Septe:i:uber 28,

1984, after be became agitated while waiting for benefits at a government agency.

Based on a judicial finding that he was mentally ifl, made by a probate judge dunng a

hearing in which he was represented by counsel, Mr. Lioyd was ordered to remain at the
Detroit Psychiatric Institute for observation for a period of up to sixty days.

Dr. Kyung Seok Han, a psychiatrist at Detroit Psychiatrie I_ﬁsﬁrute, diagndsc_:d M, Lloyd
as suffering from bipolar affective dis;arder. Mr. Lloyd exbibited symptoms such 2st-
grandiosity, m which he belicved that he had more power, money and information than

10



47.

43,

49,

30.

51,

52.

e
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éthers; and flight of idea, in whxch his thm]ang jumped from ane subject to another.
Additionally, Mr, Lloyd had “a substantial disoxder of ﬁqught ox mood which
signiﬁ;:antly impgirs judement, behnﬁcr, capamty to recogpize rea]it_y, or ability to coﬁé;
with the ordinary deraands of life. B D |
As a manifestation of his illness, Mir. Lloyd believed at this time that he was about to
mcﬁve 2 large amount of II_ILOHGY from the Detroit Police chpam:nen,t for his assistance in
golving the “Oakland. County Mmders,"’ﬂa different series of high-profile c:hild ibductions
and murders that remain unsolved to this day. |
Despite their imowledge of his hospitalization, diagnosis and history of offering
unreliable “assistan;:f:” to the policz in solving cﬁmcs, the defendant officers tracked Mr.
Lioyd to the Detroit Psychiatric lnstitute, and interviewed him there on October 19, 1984,
Fabricating the Confession
At the time of the Octaber 19 interview, Mr. Lloyd was taking the drug Navere, which is
auntipsychotic drug with a tranqu:hzmg effect.
The interview on Octaber 19 lasted for cﬁrer twa hours.

After the Octobeér 19 interview, Mr. Lloyd was again interviewed by Officer DeGalan on

- October 23 and October 25 at the hospital. Neitber of these interviews was taped.

On or about October 23, Officer DeGalan spoke to Mr. Lloyd’s social warker, Barbara
Bacon, and/or DR. Kyung Seok Han, Mr. Lloyd’s psycl:;ian'ist at the Detroit Psychiatric
Institute, and asked that Mr. Lloyd be kept at the hospital, confined to the flogr, and
without any passe:é to leave the flaor 3o that éfﬁca:r DeGatan could continue _ |
investigating and questioning M, Lloyd. Upon information and beHcf,‘D.r. Han bad

i1
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54,

33.

56.

57.

concluded prior to this time that Mr, Lloyd s-hould be afforded passes to leave the floor,
Notwithstanding the fact that there was no psychiatric or medicai reason to do sd,
defendants Han and Bacon kept Lloyd from leaving the it

Upon information aud belief, Officer DeGalan also ha&é:nmemus phone éon‘taéts with |

Mr. Lloyd, none of which was taped.

During these interviews, Mr. Lloyd repeated his obviously delusiorial dnd mistaken belief

that his confession would help smoke out the real killer of Michelle Jackson. He

repeatedly stated that he was confessing until the real killer came forth, that the real killer
would confess on December 19, 1934, and that he would wait in county jail under a
mltion dollars cash bond and that this would cause the real killer fo come forth in

December 1984.

" During these interviews, defendants fed Mr, Lloyd specific information about the erime,

much of whit_;ﬁ ouly the police aﬁd ﬁerpf:imtor could have k:;own, These details were
given to Mr. Lloyd in order to make his .cn.nfe:ssion c:rcciibi_e and consistcx.u.; with the
evidence of the crime, as the police knew it.

Oﬁice;r DeGalan coerced, tﬁckecﬂ and deceived Mr. Lioyd into a.dopﬁng these details, of
which Mr. Lloyd'. had no independent knowledgc,_ by exploiting Mr Lloyd’s delusional
belief that by canfessing he would help the police catch the real killer.

On Octaber 26, Officer DeGalan again interviewed Mr. Loyd but also brought Sergeant

Rice with hirn. At this interview, Officer DeGalan wrote out a confession and had Mr.

Lloyd sign it.
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38.

59.

T

-

' Officer DeGalan also tzq::e*recnrded Mr. Lloyd giving this confession, This was the first

time DeGalan had taped any of the interviews with Mr. Lloyd, as it was the first tum:
DeGalan kne.‘w that Mr. Lloyd had gotten the details to the confession straight

Many specific details that the p_olice knew from their i_:;vestigaﬁon., then féd to Mr.
Hoyd; and then coerced, tricked, and deceived him into adopting were fuund in hig
“confession,” Sl-.lch as:

a. . The perpetrator abducted Miss .Tacksou on January 24, 1985 at about 7:00 a.m.

b. . The perpetrator abductad Mms Jackson while she was v.ra.mng for her school bus.
c. The bus stop was located on Fenkell betwesn Wildmere and Parkside. i

d. The perpetrator was wearing a beige coat and a black skuil cap. |

e The perfmtmtor left Miss Jackson in a single-door garage.

f. Close to the garage there was a street light attached to a telephone pole..

- i3 -MSs-jackson was still wearing her jacket and sweater after she was raped and

murdered.

h. Her ja::‘ket was waist length.

i. The pefrpetratnf left Miss Jackson with her sweater and bra still on but pushed to
the side 50 her breasts were exposed,

- The pcrpetratc;r used Miss Jackson's long johns to wrap them around her neck.

K The pefpett‘ator used the long johns as a ligatare to choke Miss Jackson.

L . I'I'hc perpetrator also choked her using his hands.

m. The perpetrator ejaculated while raping Ms, Jackson,
. The perpetrator placed and left a bottle in Miss Jackson’s rectum.

0. The bottle was green,
- o 13



P | There was sperm on the bottle.

g Apiecsof paper had been, stuck to the bottle.

. The bottle was a pop bottle. |

& Miss Jackson bad a pair of Glotia Vanderbilt jeans with her that momming, and
they were not left at the scene,

t The missing Gloria Vanderbilt jeans had a bug désigu on, the right rear packet,

| and yellow stitching,

. Miss Jackson was wearing a pair of goldish shiny'-half*monn earrings, with a lined
pattem resembling little circles on them. | |

V. Mis;s Jackson's. pursé was left in the garage.

w.  Miss Jackson’s purse contm'#d phct;)s in a plastic type .contail:;er w1th pif:tﬁfcs

% The éaptcnt of her purse had been rifled thmugh |

y. | The ﬁéxpct;ator was wearing shr.i# that Jeft a pattern design on the1 ground.

z Miss Jackson’s books were leﬁ scattered, in the garage, including ber homework
book.

an.  Miss Jackson’s boots had been taken off ‘a.nri were found in the parage.

60.  Mr. Lloyd had no personal knowledge of these facts concerning the rape and murder of
Miss Jackson and no physical evidence tied him to the crime. |
é1.  Defendant DeGalan wrote out the‘fabﬁcated thé “coﬁfession,” and had Mr. Lioyd sign
and repeat it. Mr. Llc;yd’s knowledge of the material facts of- the crime contained in his
" “spnfession” were fabricahéd by Officer DeGalan, who was questioning Mr. Lloyd. To

elicit his fabricated “confession,” officers met with Mr. Lloyd at least four times to
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65.

66.

62.

63.

supply him details about the murder, and fueled Mr. Lioyd’s delusional belief that he

. could help the police flush out the real killer in this crime. -

Officer DeGalan failed to disclose to the prosecutor and "tc defense counsel that he fed

the facts of the crime to Mr. Lloyd, and that the confession written by the defendants was
nothing more than the information defendants provided to Mr. Lloyd, and that they

coerced Mr. Lloyd into adopting these facts, and that Mr. Lloya did oot have mndependent

knowledge of these facts or volunteer any of them.

In addition to misinforming the prosecutor about the true nature of the “confession,”
Officer DeGalan, in his capacity as a complaining witness, testified falsely at Mr.
Lloyd’s preliminary examination and criminal trial that Mr. Lloyd veolunteered all of the

information in the confession.

- Further, to béistf;r the weight of the fabricated confession, Degalan testified that he

specifically searched all news sources to determine whether any of the facts Lloyd

allegedly “volhmteered” were made public, and that they bad not.

Despite the fact that Officer DeGalan knew the confession was coerced and fabricated
and tﬁem was 00 c:_ther evidence linking Mr, Lloy_d to the crime, the officers deliberately-
fatled to investigate other leads or suspects. |

After this October 26 -intf:rvif:w, Officer DeGalan again requested that Dr. Han, and/or
Ms. Bacon of Detroit Psychiatric Institute k:e-p Mr. Lioyd in their custody until Officer

DeGé.lan could obtain a warrant for his arrest.
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68.

69.

70.

71.

72.

At or about this time, Dr. Han believed that Mr. Lloyd no longer demonstrated signs of

mental illnqsg or psyci:;l)sis and no longer setisfied the requirements for involuntary
comumitment. | | - - |

Based on. Officer DeGalan’s request, Detroit Psychiatric Ins:.mrte:, through the actions of
Ba:bai‘a Bacon éndfor ﬁyung Seak Han, kept Mr. Lloyd confined to the floor without any

legal or medical cause or justification. wntil a warent for his arrest was issusd.

Subsedquent Prucee-:-lings
Based on Mr. Lloyd’s false, fabricated aﬁd coerced “confession,” drcfcﬁdaut DeGalan
;Dbtaim:d a search warmrant to c:btain san;ple:s of Mr. Lloyd’s blood.
To obtain the: seﬂmh warmnt, Officer DeGalan stated’ that Mr Lloyd had admitted to
strangling, raping a,nd sodommng Miss Jackson, whed in fact he knew that he had
fabncated the false confession based on Mr. Lloyd’s delusmnal and mistaken be:hef that
by ccmfessmg he would help the police find the real kJ]ler
Officer DcGﬂlan 8 nnsmpresentatmn that Mr. L. lcyd had confessed was the only evidence
that provided probablc cause for the search wartant, and DeGalan intentionally and/or
with reckless disregard for the truth made this mistepresentation. |
Althoﬁ_gh the lab results obtained by the defendg_.nts did not conclusively establish-or
exclude Mr. Lloyd as the perpetrator of tbis; crime, no further testing was conducted or

requested by Mr. Llayd’s counsel to determine if Mr, Lloyd was in fact the perpetrator of

the crime.
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74.

75.

76.

78.

79.

Based on his “confession,” defendant officers, including Officers DeGalan and Rice

obtained an arrest warrant by filling out 4 in;restigaior’s report, dated November 26, -

1984, and signed by Officer DeGalan, Lieutenant Rnbe_':_i;t L. Deane and fospector Gilbe:ﬁ

The only evidence linking Mr. Lioyd to the crime and establishing probable cause for the
arrest warrant was the coerced, fab:i:_:aied and false “confession.”

The defendants knew this confession was false, and omitted this matr:nal infmmntiqn in
order to establish probable :.:.ausc for the arrest Mr. Lloyd. 'Ih;ls omission was intentional -
and/or made with reckiess disregard for the truth.

The arrest warrant was issued on Decex-:nber 7, 1984. Prior to that time, Officer DeGalan

1

contacted Mr. Lloyd’s parole officer and asked the offjcer to have Mr. Lloyd charged

—

with violating his parole.

Before December 7, 1984, after being kept at Detroit Psychiatric Institute without cause,

Mr. leyd-was transferred to Jackson Prison based on his parole officer’s report that he
had viclated his parole.

On December 7, 1984, an arrest warrant was issued for Mr. Lioyd, although he had been

kept in custody, against bis will, and without legal justification from October 23 until
December 7. | '

M. Lloyd was picked up by Officer DeGalan and taken to his arraignment for the murder

of Michelle Jackson.
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82.
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84..

g5.

ge,

On January 18, 1985, Officer DeGalan and Officer Milliner testified at Mx. Lioyd’s

preliminary examination. The purpose of this hearing was to determiné if there was
probable cause to hold Mr. Lloyd for tral. = -
At this hearing, Officer DeGalan again falsely testified that Mr. Lloyd had volunteered
the information in his confession, and had independent knowledge of the information in
his confession.

The defendants knew this confession was false, and omitted this materal information in
order to establish probable cause for the arrest of Mr. Lloyd. This omission was

intentional and/or made with reckless disregard for the tnuth.

Probable cause was established based solely on Mr. Lloyd’s “confession.”™

The :I'rial -
Charles Lusby, and thén Stanley Rubach were appointed as counsel to Mr. Lloyd.
Pursuant to the p'olicy% custor and pracﬁcc of the County, these attorneys were provided
$150 for all. invéstligaﬁon activities, regardless of how- much or how little invgstigaﬁ'on

was actually conducted. Neither M. Lusby nar Mr, Rubach conducted any meaningful

‘investigation in this capital case. Mr. Lusby retained an investigator, who was a law

student, and had served three years for a manslaughter conviction. She never met with
Mr, Lloyd, and conducted no meaningful investigation.
Mr. Lusby did not hire or ask for any experts on forensics to help him analyze the blood,

hair or fingernail scrapings from the crime, nor any of the forensic evidence. Upon
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£3.

39

90.

91

9.

93.

mformation and belief, bad Mr. Lusby conducted or requested more testing of the

forensic evidence in this case, Mr. Lloyd could have been excluded as the perpetrator. .

Mcr. Lusby did pot hire an expert psychiatrist to cvalua:t'g-_lyir. Lloyd’s condition at the
fime of his “confession,” nor speak to one to determine the veracify and reliability of Mr.
Lloyd’s “confession” or to determine how his delusions could be exploited to cmatc a
“confession.” |

Mr. Lloyd’s triai was set for April 22, 1985. Mr. Lusby 'f:laimed he had fallen sick, and
did not show up to cowrt that day,” No continuance was scught.

On April 22, 1985, Mr. Stapley Rubach was appointed to represent Mr. I.ic:yd, and Mr.
Llc_m_yd’s trial was r;.:set for April 30, 1583, Mr. Rubach did not ask for more time to leamn
about or prepare a defense for Mr Lloyd’s capital murder trial.

M. Rubach ﬁ;:rked' out of a bail bondsman’s office n;s"ar the courthouse.

He, like Mz, Lusby, was well-known to the court and the couﬁty as an attorney who was

- willing to take capital cases and conduct little or no investigation, and provide little or no

defense at trial

Apain, like Mr {Lusby, Mr. Rubach di& not hire or ask for any forensic experts tal help
him analyzé the blood, hair or fingernail scrapings from the crime, nordid he request an
expert psychiatrist tf:l evaluate and explain Mr. Lioyd's condition at the time of the
confession. |

During _the trial, Mr. Rubéch bardly cross-examined the witnesses, and did not QIQSS-
Mc the medical examiner in this case at all, He did not call any defomse witaesses.

Nor did be offer more than a five minute closing dﬁring this first-degree murder case.
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96.
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98.

99,

wl

Again, b.';mscd solely on the erroneous fabricated “confession” obtained while M. Lloyd
was on psychiatric medication and legally adjudged mentally iIl, on May2, 1985, Mr. -
Lmy& was convicted of first degree —— M.C.L. § 750316, after a jury teial. |
During Mr. Lloyd’s sentencing hearing Judge Townsepd stated that the “anty justifiable

sentence” would be “termination by extreme contrition.” However, because Michigan

did not permit the death penalty, Mr. Lloyd was sentenced to life in prison,

" After Mr, Lioyd's conviction, Judge Townsend appointed Robext E. Slameka as Mr.

Lloyd's appellate atiorney. Mr, Slameka has been reprimanded by the Attorney
Discipline Board for misconduct in sixteen different cases, for both not communicating
with ch'enté or filing late legal briefs. He has also been suspended on one occasion, and

had been ordered to type, not handwrite, letters to clients. He has also been ordered to

—

attend a seﬁﬁﬂ on office management,

Mr. §lameka never met with Mr. Lloyd, nor did he follow through with filing a vigorous
challenge to Mr. Lioyd's convietion. In fact, Mr. Lloyd filed a Request for Investigation
with the State of Mlch1gan Attorney Gdcvance Commiss_ion coﬁxplaining that Mr.

Slameka had not'contacted him nor kept him apprised of his appeal.

Mr. Slameka responded to the inquiry with a handwritten note, stating that Mr. Lioyd's

"claim of my wrongdoing is frivolous, just a3 his existence. Both should be terminated.”

(Attached as Exhibit 1.

M. Slameka was reprimanded for failing to make contact with Mr. Lloyd and keep him

informed about the statns of his appeal.
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102.
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105.

-

Mr. Lloyd's conviction was upheld and his Request for Review and Delayed Application
for Leave to Appeal was denied on January 29, 1988. Plaintiff's subscqué:nt Motion for
Recongideration, wril of certiorari in the United State's Supreme Court and Writ of

Habeas Corpus in the United States District Court of Michigan were also dended.

Treatment in Prison

Mr. Lloyd was incarcerated in Michigan state correctional facilities from November 1,

- 1984 to August 26, 2002. Mr. Lloyd was incarcerated at maximum-security prisons

 throughout the State of Michigan, away from his daughter, Tia Glenn, who was in

Detroit,

At the time of her father's conviction, Ms. Glenn was eleven years old.

-

~ Before Mr, Llei/d was convicted and sent to prison, he'roaintained a close relationship

with Ms. Glenn.
As a resnlt of his wrongfil conviction and incarceration across the state, Ms. Glenn was
unable to maintain a close personal relationship with Mr. Lloyd. When Ms. Glenn

became an adult, she and her father communicated by writing on 2 regular basis.

| However, Ms. Glenn did not see ber father from the time h;‘: was incarcerated untl his

release more than seventeen years later.

During his incarceration, Mr.. Lloyd suffered from severe medical conditiﬂn.s,- including
an enlarged prostratc,l arterial problems, an& hepatitis C, He a_lsa underwent two
surgeries for his conditions. These medical problems were caused by or exacerbated by

his many years of wrongful incarceration.
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107.

108.

109.

110,

11,

To this day Mr. Lloyd suffers from coronary heart disease. -
Exoneration - ‘
In 1.995 , after exbausting all avenues of appeal, Mr. Lloyd contacted the newly formed
inno;:encc Projé::t, claiming his innocencs, and seeking assis'tanc‘e in obtaining and
testing the biological evidence from the Jackson rape/murder.
The Innocé:ncclProj ect contacted the W ayne Coumty Pmsecutml"s Office, who assisted the
Innocence Project in conducting a search for the biolagical evidence in this case.
Eventually, nwncmu.s: picces of evidence, including the preen Ale-8 bottle, the paper
stuck to the bottle, the vaginal and anal swabs, and the vietim's iong johhs were found
through the joint efforts of both groups. - |
Biological tc:s"ti‘u.g was done on the discovered evidcncﬁ‘e by both the Michigan Crme Lab
and the independent lab, Forensic Science Associates, which is headed by Dr. Edward T.
Blake. Both labs concluded that the DNA on all four ﬁieces of evidence matched each
other and c:;cluc.:led' Mr, Lloyd as tlh::‘ perpetrator of tha; crime. -
Based on these test results, and an inveéligatipn by the Wayne County Prosecutor’s
Office by Michael Duggan, Mike Cox, the Deputy Chief of Homicide in the Wayne
County mesecutor’s Office, and Kevin Sﬁowsh, a Proscu.cutor in the Homicide Unit, it
was established that Eddie Joe Lloyd was wrongfully convicted and that the real
perpetrator was still at [arge.
The Wayne County Prosecutor’s Office, the Detrort Poli;:e ﬁcpmeug and Detroit

Attorney Saul Green joined in the Ionocence Project’s motion to vacate Mr. Llayd
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114,

115.

conviction on the basis of pewly discovc:-cd. evidencs that demonstrated Mz, Lloyd’s

innocance.
On August 26, 2002, after serving over seventeen yeal:é_'for the rape and urder of

Michelle Jackson, which he did not commit, Mr. Lloyd was released from prson. .

Systemic Misconduct in Detroit’s Police Department
Upon information and belief, T.here: was a custom, policy, pattern and émcticein the City
of Detroit and the Detroit Police Department, by and through its final poﬁcymakcrs,
beginning years before the un_]ust canviction of Mr, Lloyd ;_md continging into his
incarceration, of condoning, encouraging, ratifying and acquiescing in the. coercion of
suspects and witnesses, the fabrication of evidence, and the fatlure to disclose

exculpatory evidence and to adequately investigate serious crimes, such as the rape and

murder of Michelle Jackson.

An example of these blatantly unconstitutional customs, policies, patterns and practices,

-is that in murder invcstigé.ﬁons, police officers kept, as a matter of course, separate files

containing cxc-ulpatmy evidence, labeled “miscellaneous fles,” for the sPeciﬁc pﬁrpOSﬁ
of concsaling exculpatory evidence from the prosecutors and the suspects.

The City of Detroit, through its final policymakers, and the individual John Doe police
supervisors, failed to adequately train, supervise, Iandfor discipline officers conceming

proper investigatory techniques, evidence collection and evidence disclosure.
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Upon information and belief, the City of Detroit, through its final policymakers, and the
indiviciual Jobn D;:Je polics supervisors failed to adequately screen police officers in
order to avoid hiring nﬁic&s \;uith a propensity for abus_mg their police authority.

Upon information and belief, The City of Detroit, through its final pelicymakers,
including, Mayor Coleman Archer and Police Chief William Archer hired political
cromies 1o ﬁll.tup police department jobs, required officers to carnpaign oﬁ behalf the
mayer in their jobs, and created an overall wmprofessional culture where quaHﬁEd officers
left the police forcs in droves, and voqualified candidates were hired to replace them.
Further evidence tﬁat uncopstitutional customs and practices were widespread and
tolezated in the department include that the Chief of Police, William Hart, a fipal
policymaker fgx The City of Detroit, lcﬂ office and éqded his career in disgrace in 1991
when he was"ﬁdicted and convicted of stealing over ﬁtmﬂﬁon dollars from police funds.
Rased on the unconstitutional practices in the Dctmif Police Department, including the
use of coercian to cbtain false confessions and the rounding up and amrest of witness to
crimes, f.he City is cﬁrrEnﬂy Quperﬁs;:d and monitored by the United Stﬁtgs Dépamnent

of Justice and under a consent decree to stop these unconstitutional practices.

Systemic Miscondurt by Wayne County and the Board of Commisgionexs

‘In 1985, the Recorder’s Court, which has now been folded into the Wayne County

Circuit Court, handled all felony and misdemeanor cases in Detroit. Under Michigan

Law in 1985, the Chief Judge of the Recorder’s Court for the City of Detroit actsas
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 Executive Chief Judge of the Recorder’s Court and the Wayne County Circuit Court and

is a final policymﬂk& far the County.

As the Executive Chief Judge, this person is rcsponsiﬁkj for setting the rates paid fo
attorneys representing indigent criminal defendants during trial and appeal, Pursuant to
Michigan Law, the rate should be set to provide “reasonable comp;:ns;*:tﬁon for the
services pcrfonned:” MI 8T 775.16. ‘-

After representing an indigent criminal defendant, the at;;oméy is paid by the Wayﬁe
County Board of Comnﬁsslimuers, m accordance with the rate set by the Executive Chief
Judge. _ _

In 1983, at the time of Mr. Lloyd’s trial, compensation rates for capital cases during trial
had been reduced to the same rate they had i:ean in 1967, This inchuded é.' mere $150 for
the full prep.éraltion and investigation before a cnmma} trial, regardless of how much or
how little time the altorney ‘actually spent investigating the case. Cormapensation for
appellate attorneys was set at $500,

Wayne County, by and througﬁ its final policymakers, maintained an unconstitutional
custom, policy' and practice of providing grossly inadequate rates for attomeys who
Iepreseﬁﬁ:d indigent criminal defendants dﬁriug trial and appeal, therchy a'ssm'in'g.a
system in which the least qqaliﬂed a&nmeys would represent indigent'defe:ndants in
capita; cases. Pursuant to this policy, the County regularly appointcd grossly
incouipetent and mdx:ﬁferent attorneys, sﬁch as Mr. Rubach, Mr, Lushy, and Mr. Slamela

who provided little or no defense to their clients accused of capital oﬂ‘:nsés.
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The defendant police officers knew of the County’s unconstitutiopal custora, policy and
limctica df pmviding-‘inadtquaie rates for attomeys, and knew that becanse of the this
custom, poﬁcy and practice, ﬁeh unconstitutional actsﬂurmg the “investigation” of M
Lloyd would never be revealed at trial or on appeal.

These low rates resulted in constitutionally inadequate rcprcsentaﬁon of indigent
defendants during trial and appeal, and despite their actual and constructive Howmge of
the ipeffective assisiance of cﬁunscl defendamis w&a receiving, the Executive Chief
Tudge of the Recorder’s Court and the Wayne Coﬁnty Cirenit Court and the Coﬁnty

Board of Commissioners did nothing to ameliorate these conditions.

IV. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

42 7.S.C. § 1983; Fourteenth Amendment Duc Process and Fair Trial Right Violations

127

128,

Fabrication of Evidence; Caercion; Faiture to Disclose Excufpatory Material to the

Prosecution; Failare to Investigate Against Defendant Police Officers
Plaintitfs incorporate fully all of the fdregoing as if set forth herein and further allege:

Fabrication of “Confessign”

Defendant police officers, including Officer DeGalan, deliberately, and ﬁth reckless
disregard for the truth, fabricated evidence by supplying Mr. Lloyd w1th specific details
of the ¢rime and then representing to the prosecutors in the search warrant, the arrest
warrant, and during the przmy examination and at trial that Mr. Lloyd had

independent knowledge of these details, and that Mr. Lloyd volunteered these facts. .
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This fabricated c:lvidence was used to establish probable canse for the arrest of Mr. Lloyd,
was us_cd to make thr:_ decision to try Mr. Lloyd and was mr.:.d at trial to convict M. |
Lloyd. This fabrication, that Mz, Lloyd was indepmdt_igt_ly aware of the details of Miss |
hf ack-slou’s death and volunteered them to the police, was the oniy evidence Linking Mr.
Lloy-d to the death of Miss J a«";kédn.

Deliberate fabrication of false evidence used against a criminal defendant violated clearly
established constitutional law of which all reasopable officers would bave known.

Failure to Disclose Excg!natnx;vllmneachmeut Evidence

Defendant police officers, including Officers DeGalan, deliberately failed to document
and disclose to the prosecutors matetial exculpatory and impeachment information.
Defendant police officers did not telf prosecutors, nd'r‘did_thcy include in their affidavits
for the search ;Nana.ut or arfesr_ wartant, that they fed 1\;11* Lioyd details of ﬁc crime,
exploited his delusional beliefs, and that they then falsely claimed he bad volunteered
this infonn:;ltion? demonstrating that he had independent knowledge only the perpetrator
or polict: would now.

By failing to c_I.in:lose this information, defendants violated the Fuurtecntﬁ Ame:nd;uexit,

as interpreted by Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963), and its pre-1984 progeny,

which imposed a clear duty on the defendants not to conceal exculpatory evidence, and
rather to report all matevial exculpatory and impeachment information to prosecutors.
Defendants’ bad-taith, intentional and/or reckiess faijure to disclose this material

exculpatory information to the prosecutors deprived Mr. Lloyd of significant exculpatory
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and impeachment material timt would have completely eviscerated the mcnmma.nng
value of his “confession.”

Defendants kﬁew or acted with reckless disregard to th_c_ fact that due t; his psychiatric
condition, and défendant;’ manipulation and coercion, Mr. Y loyd was nat aware of this

material exculpatory evidence and therefore could not have discavered it through

- diligence unless otherwise disclosed to the prosecution or his defense attorneys,

Withholding material excolpatory evidence violated clearly established constitutionai law
of which a.ll rcasnnabic officers would have known.

Coercion
Defendants, including Officer DeGalan coerced, tricked and deceived Mr. Lioyd into
adopting the facts that he had been given mto a confedsion by taking advantage of Mr.
Lioyd’s psy;ﬁi;.tic condition, including his dciusioua; belief that he was in partnership
with. the ﬁoﬁce and that by confessing he was helping them smoke out the real Kkiller.
Because of the defendants coercion, trickery and deceit, Mr. Lloyd’s wﬂl was overtorne
and his confessién compelled.
De('ja-.lap’s coerdion compelled Mr. Llovd to make -fzdse inculpatory statements that were
used against him in securing the search warrant, the arrest warrant affidavit, during the
prelimnary examination hearing and at trial.
Coercing a witness or suspect into giﬁng false information violated clearly established

constitutional law of which all reasonable officers would have known.

Failure to Investigate
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Defendants deliberately, recklessly or with deliberate indifference failed to investigace

leads that would bave corroborated Mr. Lioyd’s innocencs and led to the real perpetrator,
violating Mr Lloyd’s clearly established Fourteenth A:igendment right to &ue process of
law, |
Defendants knew or should have known Mr. Lloyd was not the perpetrator of this crime,
and knew that thers was no probable cause to believe that Mr. Lloyd was the perpetratar
of the erime, as they fabricated, and coerced all the evidence connecting Mr. Lloyd to

the c:r.ix_ne. Defendants chose to continue presenting this falsé evidence and unlawiully
gain the conviction of Mr. Lloyd, instead of adequately investipating the rape and rourder
of Miss Jackson.

Defendants’ intentional, reckless and bad-faith miscdn_duct in fabricating evidence
against Mr, ﬂoyd, suppressing exculpatory evidence, ;ocrcing his confesgioq, and failing

to adequately investigate the crime deprived Mr. Lloyd of his right to a fair trial, caused

Mr. Lloyd’s conviction, and caused him to serve over seventeen years of incarceration

for a crime be did not commit, and to suffer the additional physical, emotiopal and

pecuniary damages as described below,

42 U.5.C. § 1983: Fifth and Fourteenth Amendment Violations:

Fifth Amendment Right to be Free from Compelled Self-Incrimination, and ¥ifth and
Fourteenth Amendment Right ta be free from Coercive Police Conduct that Shocks the

144,

Congcietice Against Defendant Police Officers

Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and further allege:
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| Although defendants, mcluding Officer DeGalan knew or should bave kmown that Mr.

Lloyd was not involved in the murder of Miss Jackson, he fed him facts about the cxime
amd falsaly aItnbuted the knowledge of these facts to M: . Llayd, and p!aye.d on Mr.
Lloyd’s mental illness in order to coerce, trick and decsive him into a confession and

obtain a conviction of Mr. Lloyd. These coercive and egregious acts vielate Mz, Lloyd’s

- clearly established Fifth Amendment right to be fres from compelled gelf-incrimination,

and shock the conscience and violate Mr. Lloyd’s clearly established Fourteenth
Amendment substantive due process right. |

Officer DeGalan coerced, tricked and deceived Mr. Lloyd into adopting the facts that he
had given him into a confession by taking advantage of Mr. Lloyd’s delusiopal belief that
he was in partucrahlp with the police and that by confessing he was belping them smoke
out the reai.ir.-iller. -

Because of Officer DeGalan’s coercion, trickery and deceit, Mr. Lléyd’s will was
overborne and his ccnfe:ssién compelled.

DeGalan’s coercion compelled Mr. Lloyd to make false inculpatory statements that were

used against him in securing the ;carch warrant, the arrest warrant affidavit, during the

preliminary examination hearing and at trial.

Although defendant knew or should have known that Mr. Lloyd”s history -of mental
Hlnéss, invohmtary cgmmitmem to a county hospital, and medication cansed him to be at
a great risk to falseljr confess to a crime he did not commit, th;:y deliberately ignored this
risk when fabricating and cciern";ing Mr. Lloyd to confess to a crime. This deliberate

indifference to the risk of obtaining and creating a false confession, shocks the
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conscience, and violated Mr. Lloyd’s clearty established right to substantive due process
as guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment.

150. Defendants’ intenﬁonél, reckless and bad-faith miscat;;inpt in coercing, 111c.kmg and
dcc&iving; Mr. Lloyd to make inculpatory statements-and fals;ﬂy confess to a crime he ﬁid
not commit deprived Mr. Lloyd of his right to be free from coerved saﬁ-m&iminaﬁop,
caused Mr. Lloyd's conviction, and caused him to serve over seventeen years of

incarceration for a crime he did not commit, and to suffer the additional physical,

emotional and pecuniary damages described below.

| 42 U.8.C. § 1983 Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment Violations:

False Arrest, False Imprisonment, Deliberate Fabrication and Material Omissions in the
Arrest Warrant Affidavit (frapks v, Delaware Claim), and Malicious Prosécution
Against Defendant Police Officers, and Detroit Pyychiatric Institote and Han AND Bacon

151. Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and further allegc:

152.  No medical or legal justification existed for keeping Mr. Lloyd in custody at Detroit
Psychiatric Institute from the end of October 1984, when Dr. Han believed Mr. Lloyd to
be ready for release, until December 7, 1984, when an arrest warrant was issued for his
arest

153. Mr, Lioyd was kept at the Detroit Psychiatric Institute due to Officer Degalan’s request,
and based on the fabricated, coerced and false “confession” elicited by Officer Degalan,

. Officer Degalan, Dr. Han and Ms. Bacon caused Mr. Lloyd to remain in custody without

probable cause and without an arrest warrart.
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154,

155,

156.

157.

158.

139,

160.

The fabricated, coerced and false “confession” of Mr. Loyd &d not provide probable

cause to believe M. Lloyd was fovolved in the rape and murder of Michelle Jackson.

The defendants knew that the “confession” was fabncafﬂu and coerced and obtained c-mly

' becanse Mr. Lloyd thought he was going to help smoke out the real killer, and because

they fed him the details of the arime they knew.

No other evidence giviag rise to probable cause existed, and in fact, Mr. Lloyd was
innocent of any crime against Michelle Jackson. |

Dcfe.fudant police offices, including DeGalan deliberately, with malice and reckless
dismgarc{ for the truth, caused an arrest warrant to issue by filing an aﬁﬁﬁt containing

fabricated evidence and omitting material information that would bave vitiated probable

[

canse.

T

No wamrant would have issued for the arrest of Mr. L16yd if defendants had not falsified

the affidavit, or if they had included the material information about their own misconduct

- and Mz, Lloyd’s lack of knowledge of the crime.

;Based upon the fraudule'nﬂy dbtahed arrest warrant, defendants a:restéd Mr. Lioyd for a
crime he did not ‘comumit, and caused a prosecution to commence against him by charging
him with murder. |

Afier Mr. Lloyd’s arrest, Officer DeGalan falsely testified at Mr. Lloyd's pmhmmary
examination hearing, omitted material information about Mr. Lloyd’s “confession” aqd
with malice and reckless disregard for the truth testified that Mr. Lloyd bad confessed to

this heinous crime.
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161.

- 162.

163.

. 164.

165.

No probable cause would have been found to hold Mr, Lioyd for tral if DeGalan had not
tesﬁﬂed falsely, or if they had ihcluded the material information about their own:
misconduct and Mr. Lloyd’s lack of knowledge of the cnmc

Based upon the fabricated probable cause, defendants héid Mr. Lioyd for a crime he did
not co.mmit, and caused thé prosecution to continue against him for murder.

Officer DeGalan acted to secure Plaintiff's conviction dEs-pit; the evidence. He chose to
ignore, disclose, kor misrepresent the evidence that indicaée:d Plaintiff's inno;:e:nce.
Defendant tendered information they knew, or should have known to be false and failed
to disclose material exm.ﬂpatéry evidence, including the true natur;: of Mr. Lloyd’s
“confession” which misled the prosecutor to believe he had probable cause and
influenced the decision to Igiroé.er;ute.'

The criminal action ultimately texminated in Plaintiff's favor, when his conviction was
vacated on the grounds of his actual innocence, due to conclusive comparative DNA
testing, which excluded Mr. Lloyd as the perpetrator.

Defendants’ acts in falsifying the arrest warrant affidavit, arresting Mr. Lloyd and
éommencing, ipitiating, procuring and/or causing his prosecution were committed with
malice and deprived him of his liberty without probable cause or due process of law for
seventeen years, in violation of his clearly established rights under the Fourth and

Fourteenth Amendments, and caused him to sustain injuries and damages as described

below,

42 U.8.C. § 1983: Fourteenth Amendmwent Violation:
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Pmcedunl Due Process Claim against Defendant Police Qfficers, Han, Bacon and Detruit

166,

167,

168,

165.

170.

171.

Psychiatric Instunte

Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the ft:)re:going as if se:_t_'forth herein and further allege:
Mr. Lloyd had a liberty inferest in obtaining his release from his involuntary commitment
at Detroit PsyChiaﬁc Institute in aceordance with the provisions- of Michigan’s m;ﬁtal
health laws.

Mr. Lo yd-had a liberty interest in abtainmg release from his involunté_ry commitment
once he no longer met the requirements for cnmnﬁmmt under MCLA 330.1401 and
1472(a) for a “person requiring treatment.” _

Acting under color of state law, defendants Han, Bacon and DeGalan interfered with and
denied Mr. U?yd’s liberty interest iu_c:bta'ming his re'_Iease_ from Detroit Psychiaﬁ'ic
Institute once there was 00 medica! reason to keep hind committed and in doing so,
vialated his right to due process under law.

As aresult of this violation, Mr. Lloyd was involuntarily képt.in Detroit .Psyc:hiau'ic

Institute without cause, justification, or legal authon'ty,' and without proper pracess from

about the end of October 1984, when defendant Han determined that Mr. Lloyd was
eligible for release, until December 7, 1984,

As aresult, Plaintiff suffered the injuries set forth below.

29 U.S.C. § 794 - The Rehabilitation Act Against City of Detrmt and Detroit Psychiatric

172.

Institute

Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and further allege: -
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173,

174,

175, .

176.

17T

178.

178,

Mr. Lloyd was 2 qualified individual as defined by the Rehabilitation Act.

The City of Detroit is an entity receiving federal funds as defined by the Rehabilitation
Act. : - | |
The Detroit Psychiatric [nstifute is an entity receiving federal fimds as defined by the
Rehabilitation Act,

Defendant DeGalan coerced and’ fabricated a confession from Mr, Lloyd during a time
when he was hospitalized after having been legally adjudicateci mcntallj,; il and a person -‘
requiring treatment under MCLA. 330, i401 .a.nd 1472(a). The faise “éonfﬂssion” was
literally obtained while Mr. Lloyd \#as detained under eourt order and receiving mental
bealth treatment at Herman Keifer Psychiatric Institute located in Detroit, Michigan.

The ﬁﬂlice defendanty expressly knew of the Plaintiﬁ;f delnsional condition and of his
histarical ané'lgx"andiase atternpts to help the police solve high profile crimes that had.
oceurred in the City of Detroit.

City of Detroit, through the defendants, failed to accommodate and, rathe.r, exploited Mr.
Lloyd’s disability when fth kept him falsely iﬁpdsnned ina psyéhiatric klmspita.l and fed
him facts abou£ .thc crime and fa]selj_r attributed themn to him, and played on his mental

illness in order to obtain a confession and cnuviction of Mr. Lloyd..

The City of Detroit discriminated against Mr. Lioyd by failing to accommodate his

| mental disability when it failed to regulate, train, and otherwise supervise its employees

to properly accommodate the disabilities of meatally ill witmesses and suspects in

conducting interrogations and other law enforcament activities.
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180.

181.

182,

183.

184

-
—

When Mr. Lloyd was'fed facts about the crime and then coerced into “falsely”
confessing, he was being treated at Detroit Psychidtric Instiue, by defendants Han and.

Bacon. T
Although both Dr Han and defendant Bacon knew of Mr..Lond’s delusional condition
and of his hiﬁoﬁcal and grandiose attempts to help the police solve high profile erimes
that bad occurred in the City of Detroit, knew he was medicqted and involuntary -
cDMMi they failed to protect him? from or monitor s contacé with the poliéc
defandaﬁts. Han and Bacon also kept Mr. Lloyd committed without justification at the
behest of the police defendants after any legal or médical Jjustification for his continued
confinement ended.

Detroit Psychiéu'ic Institute discriminated against M Lloyd by failing to accommodate
his mental diéétbﬂity when it failed to regulate, tﬁin, afid otherwise supervise its
employees to propedy accommodate the disabilities of mentally ill and vulnerable

patients who were potential witnesses in a crime, and who were being questioned by the

- police.

As a result, Plaintiff suffered the injuries set forth below.

42 U.5.C. § 1983
Supervisory Liability

Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and further allege:

Defendant supervisors, including William Rice, Kenneth Day, Richard Dungy, Gilbert
Hill, Robert L. Deane, and other John Does were at the relevant times, supervisory

personnel at the Detroit Police Department, with oversight responsibility for Officer
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" DeGalan and other defendant police officers, who obtaining the coerced and fabricated

cnnfes:sinn from Mr. Lloyd. ‘They were msponéible for the hiring, training, ihstruction,
supervision, and discipline of the officérs who mercen_ji_'and fabricated the “confession” -
from Mr. Lloyd.

185. By rt;:ason of the fomgﬁing, thc:;c defendants acted with reckless disregard and deliberate
indifference in the supervision, hiring, training, and discipline of the indiv-idual and
officers thereby causing the wrongful conviction of Mr, Lloyd.

186, Asadirectand lsrmdm:zte result of said violations, Mr. Lioyd was wrongfully c_:onvicted;

and suffered the damages described above.

' 42 U.S.C.§ 1983
Monell Claim Aaamst Defendant Crty for Unconsutnnonal Custom, Practice nmi Puhcy

187. . Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and further a.l]cgﬁ::

188, At the time of the conduet complaiJJEd. of herein the City, through its policymakers had in
force and effect a policy, practice and custom of céeréi.ng vﬁtﬁasses and suspects info '
false confessiops; failing to investigate crimes adequately, fabricating evidence in

~ investigations, and failing to disclase exculpatory and impeachment evidence.

189, The final policymakers of the City of Detroit had actual or constructive knowledge of
these unconstitutional practices yet failed to take any reasonable or adequate steps to
rémedy them, |

190.  These policies, customs, and practices led Detroit policcl officers to believe that

misconduct would be tolerated and that allegations of abuse of constitutional rights
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would no’; be in\restigamd. This pattem made it fnreseeabla that officers would violate
pcople 3 constrtutmnal nghts in precisely the manner Mr Llayd’a rights were wolamd,
and the City, through its final pahcymakers were d&hbcmlcly md:ﬂ'cmnt to this risk.

191.  These policies, customs, and practices of the Detroit Police Department as desqu’bed in
this complaint, were the moving force behind Plaintiff's false arrest, malicions
prosecution, unconstitutional trial and wrongful incart:cmﬁ;m;

192.  As aresult, Plaintiff suffered the injuries set forth below.

Monell Claim Against Defendant City for Unconstitutional Dmc:phm, Tr:unmg angd
Supervision of Police Officers .

"193.  Plaintiffs incorpomie fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and firther allege:

154. At the time o'fl the complained of incident, Defendant :(gity bad a policy, custom, pi- .
practice of failing to properly discipline, supervise, and tratn Detroit pbliéa afficers
im;ludjng the individual Defendants in this case in the proper way to copduct
investigations, interview witnesses and suspects, and aisclosc Brady materials. The City
failed to ensure that its police officers would conduct constitutionally adequate

| investigations; refrain from unconstitutional interrogation techniques; obtain probable

cause to ensure that susper;ts would not be falsely arrested and maliciously prosecuted;
disclose to prosecutors mam_“ial information favorable to criminal defendants; folluw the

duties imposed by Brady v. Maryland: and never fabricate inculpatory evidence.
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195. 7The final policymakers of the City of Detroit had actual or constructive knowi:dgé of

these unconstitutional practices ffct failed to take any reasorable or adequate steps 10

remedy them. | -

196. These policies, customs, and practices led Detroit paﬁcc officers to believe thax
misconduct would be tolerated and that allegations of abuse of constitetional rights
would not be investigated, This pattern made it foreseeable that officers would violate

'. people's constitutional rights, in precisely the maoner Mr. Lloyd’s rights were viclated,

and tI;xé City, thmxigh its final policymakers, was deliberately indifferent to this risk.

197.  These b’olicies, custorns, and practices ﬁf the Detroit Police Department as describcd in
this complaint, were the moving force behind Mr. Lioyd’s false arrest, malicious
prosecution, u;}cnnstituﬁon.al trial, and wrongful h1céi‘gn:ration.

198.  As a result, Plaintiff suffered the injuries set forth beldw.

42 U.8.C. § 1983 — Monell Claim against Wayne County and the Wnynﬂ Countjr Board of
Commissioners for Unconstitutional Policy, Practice and Custom

199.  Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregolng as if set forth here:in“ and further allege:

200.  Mr. Lloyd's Sixth Amendment Right to counsel during his trial and appeai, and .
Famta-;enth Amendment right to a fair trial were viclated by the ineffective representation
afforded to him before and dmiﬁg his trial, and during his appeal. The ineffective
assistance of counsel that Mr Lloyd received was & cause of his unconstifutional trial,

wrongful and unjust conviction.
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201.

202,

203.

204.

205,

Nt

At the time of the trial, Wayne County, through its final policymakers, had in force and

| effect a policy, practice, pattern and/or custom of proﬁd‘ing. grossly inadequate

compensation to gtormey’s represegting .indigcm: cnmnlal defendants in ﬁpital cases

" during trial and appeal and a related policy, practice and/or custom of appointing grossly

incompetent defense attorneys to represent indigent defendants.

The final policymakers of Wayne County, including without limitation, The Executive

- Chief Judge and the Board of Commissioners, had actual or constructive knowledge of

these imcopstitutional practicr:s yet failed to take any reasonable or adequate steps to
remedy 1t |
Tl.us policy, custom, pattém and. prﬁctice ensured that indigent crimival defendants
réccived grossly inadequate assistance of counsel du;igg their cases. This plattcm made it
foreseeable that M. Lloyd’s rights would be violated in precisely the ma.nlner in which
they were violated. The County, through its final policymakers, knew of this risk, and
were deliberately indifferent to it. |
This policy, custom, paﬁem and practice of Wﬁym: Co@W and the Board of
Commissioncrs:: as described in this complaint, was the moving force behind the
violation of Mr, Lloyd’s right fo the effective assistance of coumse! and a cnnﬁﬁnrﬁﬂﬂaﬁy
adequate trial.
As a result, Plaintff suffered the injuries set forth below.

2U5C.§ 1983 Conspiracy Against All Yndividual Defendants

Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and further allege:

40



207.

208,

209,

210.

The individual defendants, acting in their individual capacities and under color of state
law reached a plan, agreenient or understanding to unlawfully and unconstihwtionally
deprive Mr. Lloyd of his civil rights. |

Tn furtherance of this conspiracy, the defendants, among other things:

a.

The Defendants’ conspiracy caused the constitutional deprivations suffered by M. Lloyd,
, | including his false arrest, illegal confinement, malicious pmsaéuﬁon and wrongful
conviction,

As a.result, Plaintiff suffered the injuries set forth below.

. impeachment information about the true nature of Mr, Lloyd's “confession”

.

Caused Mr. Lioyd to remain involuntary committed to Detroit Psychiatric
Institute after he was fit to be released but before an arrest warrant had been
issued for his arrest; |

Fabricated e:vi-denca by supplying Mr, Lloyd with details of the crime and then
representing to the prosscutors, the court, and the jury, in the search warrant, the
arrest warrant, during the preliminary hearing and at trial that Mr, Lloyd bad
indcpeﬁdeut knowledge of these details, and tilf.t Mr. Lloyd volunteered these
facts; -

Failed to document and disclose to the prosecutors material exculpatory and

Took advantage of Mr, Lloyd's delusional belief that he‘was in partnership with
the puli::c: and that by confessing he was helping them smoke out the real killer in
order to coerce, trick and deceive Mr. Lloyd into adopting the facts that hehad

been given into a confession.
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211

212,

A b

42 U.5.C. § 1383 Pendent Claims Family Association Claims -
Plaintiffs inéorporatc-ﬂllly all of the foregoimg as if se;ﬁfmﬁ herein and ﬁn‘ther allege:
Defendamts’ conduct undermined Tia Tercse Glenn's First and Fourteenth Amendment
and recognized familial economic and social interest imder state common law for a minor
in her relationship to her father and interest m pmsc:fving the integrity and stability of the

parental relationship ffom intervention by the state without due process of law.

. Michigan False Arrest & False Imprisonment Claims against All Defendant Police

214.

215.

216,

217.

213.

218.

Officers, Dr. Han and Barbara Bacon

Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set forth hersin and further allege: -
Plaintiff was iftentionally axrested and intentionally imprisoned by Defendants.

Plaintiff was aware of his arrest and imprisonment and both were against his will.
Plaintiff was restrained, detained, and confined and thereby deprived of his i:ﬂrsonal
liberty and freedom of movement.

Plaintiff’s fa.ls;f: arest and‘imprisunmcnt was accoraplished by actual }-Jhysica.l fores or -b}_r'
an express of implied threat of force.

Plaintiff’s arrest and imprisonment were unlawfil as they lacked probable cause s
described in detail above. |

As a result, Plaintiff suffered the injuries set forth below.

Michigan Malicious Prosecution Claim against all Defendant Palice Officers
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220

221.

- 223,

224,

225,

226.

227.

228.

229,

-
..r"]

Plamhffs. incnrpdraté fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and further allege:
Defendants commenced, or cansed to b:e commenced, a criminal prosecution, institnted
with malice and without probable canse against PlainffE. |
The criminal action ultimately j:_enﬁinated in. Plairtiff's favor, when his conviction was
vacated on the grounds of his actial innocence, due ta conelusive comparative DNA
exoneration.

The prosecution was instituted and continued with a primary purpose other than that of
bringing the offende:r;tq justice, | |

As a result, Plaintiff suffered the injuries set forth below.

Michigan Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress Claim
Plaintiffs incorpor;ate fully all of the foregoing as if s;-,f._ forth herein and further allege:
Defendants intc;;ﬁonal -ac_tions, individually and cullecti.vely, ag described above, were 50
egregious as to beyond the bounds of decent society.

As a result, Plaintiff suffered additiona] aggravation of injuries as set forth below.

L

Michigan Abase of Process Claim against all Defendant Police Officers
Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set‘fc-:arth herein and further allsge:
In the course of obtaiﬁing the warrant for the arrest of the Mr. Lloyd, the defendants
knew the legal requirernents necessary to protect Mr. Lloyd’ s statutory and -
anstitptioﬁal rights but instead manipulated and abused the Iagal process for the

purpose of 'avoiding proper process which would hm)e: resulted the Plaintiff's never
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230,

231.

232.

234,

- 235,

- 236.

-

having been charged with any crime, let alone a cdime for which he was wrongly
convicted and sentenced to life in prison.

As a'result, Plaintiff suffered addiional aggravation of injuﬁcs as set forth, below.

Gross Negligeni:e against all Defendant Police Officers, Dr. Han and Barbara Bacon

Plaintiffs incorporate fully all of the foregoing as if set forth herein and further allege:
Defendants conduct as complamed of above against the Plaintiff while performed in the
course and furtherance of the Defendants function to perform 4 govemmental fimction
was done with a recklessness that demonstrates a substantial lack of concern as to
whether an injury resulted to the Plaintiff which is contrary to law and such that no
defendant is entitled to immmity pursuant to MCLA 691.1407.

As a result, Plaintiff suffered additional aggravation 6f injuries as set forth below.

CLATMS FOR DAMAGES ad JURY DEMAND
The actions of the Defmdants deprived the Plaintiff of his civil rights under the First,
Fourth, Fifth, Sixth and Fourteenth Ax'nendmeﬁfs to the Uﬁited smtes Constitution, and
The Rehabilitation Act. |

The unlawﬁ.l.l and reckless acts of the Defendants constituted false arrest, false

imprisonment, malicious prosecution, wrongfill conviction, intentional infliction of

emotional distress, abuse of prr::ce:as, and gross negligence.

The unfawful and reckless actions of the Defendants caused the Plaintiff severe:
emotional distress, humiliation and embarrassment, pain and suffering and other
damages, including without liritation, damages for lcst wages, for which he is entitled |

monetary relief;




237,

238.

A.

Y

All the acts committed by the Defendants described hercin for which liability is claimed
were done intentionally, unlawfully, maliciously, wantonly, anci/or recklessly, and said
acts mﬂct.t all of the standards for imposition of punitive damages. |
As aresult of these acts, Mr. Lloyd suffered damages in-?:luding, among others, the
follnu&ng: f:g:rsanal injuries; pain and suffering; severe mental ﬁnguish; erpotional
distress; loss of income; infliction of physical illness; jnadequate medical care;
humiliﬁxion; indignities and severe embarrassment; degradation; injury to reputation;
permanent loss of natiral psychological developﬁmnt; inadequate winter clothing and
restrictions on all forms of personal freedom'including, but not Hmited to, diet, sleep,
personal conﬁct, educational opportunity, vocational and profcésionﬂl opportunity, |
athletic apportunity, personal fulfillment, sexual activity, family relations, reading,

television, movies, travel, enjoyment, and expression.

WHEREFORXY, the Plaintiffs pray as follows:

That this court award damages for Plaintiffs, and against Defendants in the amount of

$34,000,000.00 ('I'I-iﬂiTY—F OUR MILLION DOLLARS) and grant such other and further relief

*

as is consistent with law and which this Hoporable Court deems just and proper.

B.

That the Court award punitive damages to the Plaintiffs, and against the Defendants,

jointly and/or severally, that will deter such conduct by Defendants in the future; '

C.

-

For a trial by jury;
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