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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT  
FOR  

THE DISTRICT OF SOUTH CAROLINA 
      

 
Charleston Division 

 
 
 

Kelvin Hayes,     ) 
      ) Civil Action No: 2:13-CV-00816 
  Plaintiff,   ) 
  v.    ) Amended Complaint 
      ) 
Tim Knight, Keith Hunt, Peter Brady,   ) 
Hospital Corporation of America, Inc., ) 
Trident Medical Systems, LLC d\b\a   ) 
the Summerville Medical Center, Inc . ) 
      ) 
  Defendants.   ) 
 

The Plaintiff Kelvin Hayes, by and through his undersigned attorneys, allege the 

following against the Defendants: 

Preface 
 

Kelvin Hayes asserts numerous claims against Deputies Knight and Hunt of the 

Dorchester County Sheriff’s Department pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1983 for a violation of 

his First and Fourth Amendment rights. Mr. Hayes was illegally detained, subjected to 

excessive force, and falsely arrested at the hands of Deputies Knight and Hunt. Mr. 

Hayes also asserts Deputies Knight and Hunt, along with the emergency room physician 

at the Summerville Medical Center, Peter Brady, conspired to violate and violated, Mr. 

Hayes' Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment rights by detaining him at the hospital, 

drawing blood and performing medical analysis on private personal information without 

his consent or lawful authority.  
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Plaintiff also brings pendant state claims of false imprisonment, assault, battery, 

and invasion of privacy against the Hospital Corporation of America, Inc., parent 

company to Trident Health Systems doing business as Summerville Medical Center. 

Plaintiff alleges employees along with Dr. Peter Brady detained Hayes, drew blood, 

analyzed his blood illegally, ordered additional medical testing and communicated 

private confidential information without his consent or lawful authority.  

Parties 

1. The plaintiff, Kelvin Hayes, is a resident of Dorchester County, South Carolina. 

2. The defendant, Hospital Corporation of America, Inc., (HCA) is a company 

organized under the laws of the state of Tennessee.  The company is registered and 

licensed to do business in South Carolina.  Upon information and belief, HCA is the 

parent corporation to Trident Medical Systems, LLC which owns and operates 

Summerville Medical Center.  HCA is liable for the acts and omissions of the 

Summerville Medical Center employees acting in the course and scope of their 

employment in detaining, assaulting, battering, and invading the privacy of Kelvin 

Hayes.  HCA is sued for compensatory and punitive. 

3. The defendant, Trident Medical Systems, LLC (TMS) is a company organized 

under the laws of the state of South Carolina.  The company is registered and licensed to 

do business in South Carolina and operates a hospital known at Summerville Medical 

Center.  TMS is liable for the acts and omissions of the Summerville Medical Center 

employees acting in the course and scope of their employment in detaining, assaulting, 

battering, and invading the privacy of Kelvin Hayes.  Trident Medical Systems is sued for 

compensatory and punitive damages. 
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4. Summerville Medical Center is a hospital and corporation organized under the 

laws of the state of South Carolina and is liable for the acts and omissions of employees 

acting in the course and scope of their employment in detaining, assaulting, battering, and 

invading the privacy of Kelvin Hayes.  Summerville Medical Center is sued for 

compensatory and punitive damages . 

5. The defendants Knight and Hunt were at all times herein deputies with the 

Dorchester County Sheriff’s Office acting under color of state law as law enforcement 

officers.  They are sued in their individual capacities under federal law for compensatory 

and punitive damages for violation of Mr. Hayes First, Fourth and Fourteenth 

Amendment rights. 

6. The defendant Peter Brady is a licensed physician in the state of South Carolina.  

He is sued for assault, battery, false imprisonment, and invasion of privacy under South 

Carolina common law.  He is also sued under 42 U.S.C. §1983 for conspiring to violate 

and violating Mr. Hayes’ 4th Amendment right to liberty, bodily integrity, and improper 

search of  his private medical information.  He also sued for violating Mr. Hayes 14th 

Amendment procedural due process right to a judicial hearing on the extraction of his 

blood.   He is sued for both compensatory and punitive damages under state and federal 

law. 

Jurisdiction 

7.  Jurisdiction is founded on 28 U.S.C. §§1331(federal question) for claims arising 

under the First, Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments and brought pursuant to 42 U.S.C. 

§§ 1983 and 1988 against the individual defendants.  Plaintiff further invokes the court’s 

jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C.§1367(supplemental jurisdiction) to hear South Carolina 
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common law claims against Dr. Brady, HCA, Trident Medical Systems, LLC and the 

Summerville Medical Center.  Venue is properly with this district under 28 

U.S.C.§1391(a)(2), (b)(2) and the Local Rules of the South Carolina District Court as the 

events which give rise to this litigation occurred in Dorchester County, South Carolina. 

Statement of Facts 
 

8. On March 27, 2011 after 1:00 a.m., the Plaintiff Kelvin Hayes, along with Karen 

Skipper, were driving to her home in Summerville, South Carolina. Mr. Hayes was 

operating his mother's van according to all applicable traffic laws.  

9.   Upon information and belief, Deputy Knight was assisting other officers in a 

traffic stop when the Mr. Hayes drove by the location in his van.  Deputy Knight left 

location and began to follow Mr. Hayes.  Deputy Knight was driving a marked SUV with 

a narcotics canine inside. 

10. Deputy Knight followed Mr. Hayes down Maple Road in Summerville.  Deputy 

Knight activated the video recorder in his patrol car at approximately 1:21a.m.. 

11. As Mr. Hayes approached the intersection of Maple and West Richardson Avenue 

he activated his right turn signal more than 100 feet before the stop sign in accordance 

with S.C. Code of Law §56-5-215 (b) .  After coming to a complete stop, Mr. Hayes 

turned right and traveled a short distance before taking a left onto Parsons Road.   

12.   Deputy Knight continued to follow Mr. Hayes and activated his blue lights on  

Parsons Road. 

13.  Mr. Hayes promptly pulled over.  Deputy Knight turned on his microphone and 

approached the van on the passenger side.   
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14. After engaging in a brief conversation, Deputy Knight asked Mr. Hayes and Ms. 

Skipper for identification , along with registration and proof of insurance.  After 

obtaining the information,  Deputy Knight directed Mr. Hayes to get out and meet him 

behind the van.  Mr. Hayes obliged.    

15. At the back of the van Deputy Knight positioned Mr. Hayes so he could be seen 

and heard on the video answering Deputy Knight's questions.  Deputy Knight advised 

Mr. Hayes that although he activated his right turn signal at Maple and West Richardson, 

he did so “well inside” the 100 feet as required by law.    

16. Although unrelated to the stop, Deputy Knight engaged Mr. Hayes in 

conversation regarding Ms. Skipper and their whereabouts earlier that evening and his 

current destination.     

17. While talking with Mr. Hayes, Deputy Knight called into dispatch to have them 

run a warrants check on both individuals and check on the status of Mr. Hayes' license.  

18. Knight asked if he had any weapons on him.  Mr. Hayes voluntarily handed 

Deputy Knight a small pocketknife he had in his pocket. Deputy Knight asked Mr. Hayes 

if there were any illegal weapons or drugs in the van. Mr. Hayes said there was nothing 

illegal in the van and Deputy Knight was free to check.  

19. Deputy Knight asked Mr. Hayes to remain at the rear of his van while he went to 

speak with Ms. Skipper.  Deputy Knight then questioned Ms. Skipper regarding their 

whereabouts that evening and current destination.   Ms. Skipper confirmed the 

information provided by Mr. Hayes.  Deputy Knight asked Ms. Skipper if she or Mr. 

Hayes had any drugs, alcohol or weapons in the van.  She replied no to all three 

questions.   
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20. Deputy Knight then returned to Mr. Hayes and Deputy Knight then asked Mr. 

Hayes if he could search his person.  Mr. Hayes asked if he was getting a ticket.  Deputy 

Knight responded that he did not know yet.  Mr. Hayes said he did not understand the 

request for a search and that if Deputy Knight wasn’t going to give him a ticket he could 

not search his person.   

21. Deputy Knight then asked Mr. Hayes if he had anything in his mouth.  Mr. Hayes 

indicated he had a mint.  Deputy Knight asked him to take it out and Mr. Hayes obliged 

showing him the mint.  Deputy Knight then accused Mr. Hayes of having something else 

in his mouth and ordered Mr. Hayes to open his mouth.  Mr. Hayes denied he had 

anything else in his mouth and refused to cooperate further. 

22. Deputy Knight put his flashlight in his service belt, approached Mr. Hayes and 

with both hands grabbed Mr. Hayes shirt collar.  Deputy Knight told Mr. Hayes he better 

open his mouth or Deputy Knight was going to “choke him out”.   Before Mr. Hayes 

could respond, Deputy Knight forcibly threw Hayes onto the hood of his patrol car and 

then onto the ground, taking Mr. Hayes out of the view of the video camera. 

22. At approximately the same time, Deputy Hunt had arrived as routine backup for a 

traffic stop. When he saw Deputy Knight take Hayes to the ground, Deputy Hunt rushed 

to assist.   

23. Although Mr. Hayes did not resist the assault except to cover up to protect 

himself, Deputy Knight delivered numerous forcible punches to Mr. Hayes face and head 

causing blood to flow.  Deputy Hunt assisted in controlling Mr. Hayes on the ground and 

witnessed the gratuitous punches being delivered by Deputy Knight.  Although he had the 
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opportunity, Deputy Hunt made no attempt to prevent Deputy Knight from assaulting Mr. 

Hayes, and instead helped hold Mr. Hayes so that he could not protect himself. 

24. The two deputies handcuffed Mr. Hayes  and placed him before the video camera. 

Blood can be seen dripping down Mr. Hayes' head and face.   Another deputy, now 

unknown, arrived and stayed with Mr. Hayes in view of Deputy Knight's video camera.  

During this time Deputy Knight can be seen searching the ground.  Although available, at 

no time did Deputy Knight utilize his narcotics dog to search for illegal contraband either 

outside or inside the van.  No narcotics were ever found at the scene, in the van or on Mr. 

Hayes' person because there were never any drugs present. 

25. EMS was called to the scene.  EMS attended to the two deputies.  Deputy Hunt 

received no injuries, but did have Mr. Hayes’ blood on his face.  Deputy Knight had a 

scrape on his knuckle.    Mr. Hayes stood in handcuffs while an EMS workers looked at 

and spoke with him. Upset over the illegal stop and assault, Mr. Hayes refused treatment. 

26.  Although out of view from the video camera , EMS can be heard talking with the 

deputies about Mr. Hayes transporting Mr. Hayes to the hospital for various tests.  

Deputy Knight then turns off his microphone so the conversation would not be recorded.   

EMS then left the scene without transporting Mr. Hayes to the hospital in the ambulance. 

 27. Deputy Hunt placed Mr. Hayes in his car and told Mr. Hayes they were going to 

the hospital.  Mr. Hayes told he did not want to go and would refuse medical treatment. 

Hunt advised they were going check for cocaine consumption and whether or not Mr. 

Hayes was HIV positive.  Mr. Hayes assured Deputy Hunt he was not HIV positive and 

reaffirmed that he never had any cocaine in his mouth and did not swallow any.  He 
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asked to be transported to the detention center.  Deputy Hunt refused and transported Mr. 

Hayes to the Summerville Medical Center arriving at approximately 2:41a.m.. 

28. Mr. Hayes was brought into the hospital with his arms handcuffed behind his 

back.  He was then seen by a triage nurse, Vicki Richmond and emergency room 

physician Peter Brady.  She noted at 2:42 a.m. that "Hayes had abrasions\wounds to the 

left side of his head.  Mr. Hayes was accompanied by an officer who advised that Mr. 

Hayes had been arrested “for suspicion of drugs”.  Mr. Hayes denied any drug use and 

refused all medical treatment by the emergency room doctor and staff."    Dr. Brady and 

Deputy Hunt then stepped outside the room and Mr. Hayes could see them having a 

discussion.   Dr. Brady then left for a period of time.  

  29. Registered Nurse Jennifer Fernandez noted at 3:20 a.m. that Mr. Hayes was still 

“refusing everything”.  At 3:27 a.m., Nurse Fernandez was advised by Dr. Peter Brady, 

who had “looked up the law”, that Mr. Hayes was “unable to refuse blood test for HIV 

exposure from cop”.   

30. Dr. Brady ordered the nonconsensual and forcible draw blood, if necessary, from 

Mr. Hayes without Mr. Hayes’ consent.   At 3:27 a.m., as Mr. Hayes sat on a chair  

handcuffed  he was surrounded by “Security, Police, Debbie, RN and Richard ER tech at 

beside to assist with blood draw”.  The security and hospital personnel held him still 

while three vials of blood were drawn from his right forearm without his consent.  The 

blood was sent to the hospital lab and was analyzed.  Dr. Brady not only ordered tests for 

HIV, but also for Hepatitis B and C.  The results were communicated to Dr. Brady who in 

turn communicated the confidential information to Deputy Hunt.   

2:13-cv-00816-RMG-BM     Date Filed 03/27/13    Entry Number 5     Page 8 of 16



 9 

31. Dr. Brady also ordered x-rays to be taken of Mr. Hayes’ abdomen and a CT scan 

of his head, again without Hayes' consent.  The X-rays and scan were performed and the 

results communicated to Dr. Brady who in turn communicated the confidential 

information to Deputy Hunt.  

32. South Carolina law does authorize the drawing of blood to test for Hepatitis B and 

HIV from persons convicted of sex crimes and individuals who expose others to blood 

during the commission of a crime. See, S.C. Code of Law §16-3-740 .1

33. In this case, no charges had been filed, the solicitor was not consulted, no 

application for an order was made, no hearing was held and no court order was issued 

authorizing the testing for HIV or Hepatitis B on Mr. Hayes.   

  However the law 

requires that it be done through a formal legal process.  There must be formal charges 

filed.  The solicitor has to file a motion with a court and provide the defendant with 

notice.  The defendant  has the right to a hearing before a neutral judge to determine if a 

test can be ordered.  Testing can only be done pursuant to a court order.  

34. After the blood draw, Mr. Hayes was taken for an abdominal x-ray.  None of his 

presenting conditions suggested he had any injuries to his abdomen.  Dr. Brady, at the 

request of the law enforcement (Deputies Knight and Hunt), ordered the X-ray to 

                                                 
1 SECTION 16-3-740. Testing of certain convicted offenders for Hepatitis B and HIV.  
 
(A) For purposes of this section:  
(1) "Body fluid" means blood, amniotic fluid, pericardial fluid, pleural fluid, synovial fluid, cerebrospinal 
fluid, semen or vaginal secretions, or any body fluid visibly contaminated with blood.  
(2) "HIV" means the Human Immunodeficiency Virus.  
(3) "Offender" includes adults and juveniles.  
(B) Upon the request of a person who is the victim of a criminal offense which involves the sexual 
penetration of the victim's body or who has been exposed to body fluids during the commission of a 
criminal offense, or upon the request of the legal guardian of a person who is the victim of a criminal 
offense which involves the sexual penetration of the victim's body or who has been exposed to body fluids 
during the commission of a criminal offense, the solicitor, after the offender is charged, must petition the 
court for an order to have the offender tested for Hepatitis B and HIV.  
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determine if Mr. Hayes has ingested any cocaine. The results of the test were 

communicated to Dr. Brady who in turn told Deputy Hunt.  

35. After being held at the hospital for over two and half hours against his will, Mr. 

Hayes was discharged.  He left in handcuffs with Deputy Hunt and was transported to the 

Dorchester County Detention Center.  He remained there until his release later that day. 

36. Ms. Katie Dalheimer, Esq. was appointed to represent Mr. Hayes on the criminal 

charges.  Ms. Dalheimer filed a motion for discovery and was provided the incident 

report and video from the stop.   

37. After viewing the video, Ms. Dalheimer called the solicitor in charge of 

prosecutions and asked if she had viewed the video.  She advised she had not.  Dalhiemer 

asked her to review the video. 

38. After reviewing the video the solicitor immediately called Mr. Dalhiemer to 

advise she was dismissing the charges against Mr. Hayes. 

39. Mr. Hayes continues to experience severe headaches and other lingering effects 

from the assault. 

Legal Theories of Recovery 
For a First Cause of Action 

§1983 Fourth Amendment claim against Knight individually 
for stopping Hayes without probable cause  

 

The Plaintiff incorporates by reference all previous allegations of fact and law as 

if repeated herein. 

40.        The Defendant Knight violated Mr. Hayes’ 4th Amendment right to be free from 

unreasonable seizures by stopping Mr. Hayes for failing to activate his turn signal prior to 

a hundred feet before a stop sign.  Knight lacked probable cause because Mr. Hayes had 

2:13-cv-00816-RMG-BM     Date Filed 03/27/13    Entry Number 5     Page 10 of 16



 11 

properly signaled over 100 feet prior to the stop sign.  As a direct and proximate result 

Mr. Hayes was denied his liberty and suffered shame and humiliation. 

For a Second Cause of Action 
§1983 Fourth Amendment claim against Knight and Hunt, 

for using excessive force while seizing Mr. Hayes 
 

The Plaintiff incorporates by reference all previous allegations of fact and law as 

if repeated herein. 

41. The acts and omissions of Defendants Knight and Hunt in forcibly throwing him   

to the ground and punching him directly in the head and face, constitute the use of 

unreasonable and excessive force violating his fourth amendment rights.  As a direct and 

proximate result of the unreasonable use of force the plaintiff suffered emotional and 

physical harm.   

42. Alternatively, Defendant Hunt is liable under a theory of bystander liability.  

Deputy Hunt was aware that Mr. Hayes was not resisting arrest and observed Deputy 

Knight physically striking Hayes in the head.  He was aware of the unconstitutionality of 

this conduct, was in a position to prevent the illegal conduct and failed to do so.  As a 

direct and proximate result plaintiff was physically and emotionally harmed.  

For a Third Cause of Action 
§1983 Fourth Amendment claim against Knight and Hunt for arresting  

Hayes without probable cause on the charges of resisting arrest and improper turn 
 

The Plaintiff incorporates by reference all previous allegations of fact and law as 

if repeated herein. 

43. The acts and omissions of Defendant Knight in arresting Mr. Hayes for improper 

turn and resisting arrest without probable cause violated his fourth amendment rights to 

be free from unreasonable seizures.  Deputy Knight lacked probable cause to charge Mr. 

Hayes with an illegal turn as the video reveals that Mr. Hayes activated his turn signal 
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over 100 feet from the stop sign.   Deputy Knight lacked probable cause to arrest Mr. 

Hayes for resisting arrest because 1) Knight never placed Mr. Hayes under arrest, 2) Mr. 

Hayes did not resist arrest, and 3) whatever self defensive actions Mr. Hayes took to 

protect him from the assault are authorized by law.  Under South Carolina law a citizen 

has a right to resist an unlawful arrest. As a direct and proximate result of the 

unreasonable seizure the plaintiff suffered a deprivation of his liberty, emotional and 

physical harm. 

For a Fourth Cause of Action 
§1983 Fourth Amendment Conspiracy claim against Knight, Hunt, and Brady to  

detain, draw blood, analyze and take x-rays from plaintiff without consent or lawful authority 
 

The Plaintiff incorporates by reference all previous allegations of fact and law as 

if repeated herein. 

44. The Defendants Hunt, Knight and Brady conspired to violate Mr. Hayes’ Fourth 

Amendment rights by agreeing to detain him at the hospital, draw his blood, analyze his 

blood, take X-rays of his abdomen all without consent, search warrant or lawful 

authority. The agreement is established by the facts and circumstance of surrounding the 

arrest, communications a the hospital and the overt acts of detention, drawing blood, 

analyzing blood without Mr. Hayes’ consent.  

For a Fifth Cause of Action 
§1983 Fourth Amendment violation claim against Knight, Hunt, and Brady to  

detain, draw blood, analyze and take x-rays without consent or lawful authority 
 

The Plaintiff incorporates by reference all previous allegations of fact and law as 

if repeated herein. 

45. The Defendants Hunt, Knight and Brady violated Mr. Hayes’ Fourth Amendment 

rights by detaining him at the hospital, drawing his blood, analyzing his blood, taking x-

rays of his abdomen all without consent or lawful authority.  As a direct and proximate 
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result he suffered a deprivation of his liberty, violation of his bodily integrity, the 

discovery and disclosure of private information obtained in an improper search causing 

anxiety, fear, humiliation and shame. 

For a Sixth Cause of Action 
§1983 Fourteenth Amendment Conspiracy claim against Knight, Hunt, and Brady to  

deprive plaintiff of his procedural due process rights under South Carolina law 
 

The Plaintiff incorporates by reference all previous allegations of fact and law as 

if repeated herein. 

47. The Defendants Hunt, Knight and Brady conspired to violate Mr. Hayes’ 

Fourteenth Amendment rights by agreeing to draw his blood without the benefit of the 

legal process to contest their authority as provided by South Carolina law. The agreement 

is established by the facts and circumstance of surrounding the arrest, communications a 

the hospital and the overt acts of detention, drawing blood, and analyzing blood without 

Hayes consent.  

For a Seventh Cause of Action 
§1983 Fourteenth Amendment violation claim against Knight, Hunt, and Brady for violating 

Plaintiff right to legal process in the drawing and analyzing blood  
 

The Plaintiff incorporates by reference all previous allegations of fact and law as 

if repeated herein. 

48. The Defendants Hunt, Knight and Brady violated Mr. Hayes’ Fourth Amendment 

rights by detaining him at the hospital, drawing his blood, analyzing his blood, taking x-

rays of his abdomen all without consent or lawful authority.  As a direct and proximate 

result he suffered a deprivation of his liberty, violation of his bodily integrity, the 

discovery and disclosure of private information obtained in an improper search causing 

anxiety, fear, humiliation and shame. 
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For a Eighth Cause of Action 
False Imprisonment against the Dr. Brady and HCA, TMS and the Summerville Medical Center 

 
The allegations set forth above are repeated as if included herein. 

 
41. Dr. Brady and employees of the HCA, TMS, and the Summerville Medical Center 

detained plaintiff at the hospital against his will and without  lawful authority.  Mr. Hayes 

did not voluntarily enter the hospital and refused medical treatment. Nontheless, Mr. 

Hayes was detained unlawfully for over 2 1/2 hours at Summerville Medical Center. 

For a Ninth Cause of Action 
Assault against the Dr. Brady, HCA, TMS and Summerville Medical Center 

 
The allegations set forth above are repeated as if included herein. 

 
50.   Dr. Brady and employees of the HCA, TMS and Summerville Medical Center 

placed Mr. Hayes in imminent fear of an unlawful touching by intentionally surrounding 

him and visibly displaying a hypodermic needle with an immediate intent to use the same 

constituting the tort of assault.  As a direct and proximate result of this illegal action the 

plaintiff suffered anxiety and fear. 

For a Tenth Cause of Action 
Battery against Dr. Brady, HCA, TMS, and the Summerville Medical Center 

 
The allegations set forth above are repeated as if included herein. 

 
49. Dr. Brady in ordering and employees of HCA, TMS and the Summerville Medical 

Center in executing  the blood draw without consent or lawful authority are liable for the 

tort of battery.  As a direct and proximate result of this illegal touching, Mr. Hayes 

suffered emotional and physical harm. 

 
For a Eleventh Cause of Action 

Invasion of Privacy against Dr. Brady, HCA, TMS, and the Summerville Medical Center 
 

The allegations set forth above are repeated as if included herein. 
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42. Dr. Brady and employees of HCA, TMS and the Summerville Medical invaded 

Hayes privacy by analyzing his blood not only for HIV but multiple illnesses and 

substances and providing the confidential information to law enforcement without Mr. 

Hayes consent.  The matters disclosed were private in nature, were made public, were 

highly offensive to a reasonable person if publicized and were not a legitimate public 

concern. As a direct and proximate result intimate details regarding his health were 

gathered unlawfully and shared with unprivileged individuals.   

For a Twelfth Cause of Action 
§1983 First Amendment claim against Knight for arresting  

Hayes without probable cause on the charges of resisting arrest and improper turn 
 

The Plaintiff incorporates by reference all previous allegations of fact and law as 

if repeated herein. 

43. The acts and omissions of Defendant Knight in arresting Mr. Hayes for improper 

turn and resisting arrest without probable cause violated his First amendment rights to be 

free from unreasonable seizures.  Knight was motivated to arrest Hayes because 

exercised his rights under the First and Fourth Amendment in questioning the authority of 

Knight to search his person and his mouth.    This speech is protected; Knight acts in 

assaulting and arresting Hayes adversely affected his constitutionally protected speech; 

and a causal relationship exists between Hayes' speech and Knights' retaliatory action As 

a direct and proximate result, the plaintiff suffered a violation of his constitutional right 

of expression, liberty, emotional and physical harm. 
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Prayer for Relief 

Wherefore, having fully set forth the grounds of his complaint, Plaintiff asks this 

court to award compensatory damages and punitive damages in an appropriate amount, 

attorney fees and costs pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1988 and for such other relief as this court 

deems just and proper. 

Respectfully submitted this the 26th day of March in Columbia, South Carolina. 
 

   
      s/J. Christopher Mills 

J. Christopher Mills, Esquire 
Federal ID # 4802 
P.O. Box 8475 
Columbia, South Carolina 29202 
Telephone: 803-748-9533 
Facsimile: 803-753-9123 
Email: chris@chrismillslaw.com 
 
 
 
s/Elizabeth A. Franklin-Best 
Elizabeth A. Franklin-Best, Esquire 
Federal ID # 9969 
900 Elmwood Avenue, Ste. 1 
Columbia, South Carolina 29201 
Telephone: 803-765-1044 
Email: elizabeth.a.franklin@gmail.com 

 
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFF 

2:13-cv-00816-RMG-BM     Date Filed 03/27/13    Entry Number 5     Page 16 of 16

mailto:chris@chrismillslaw.com�
mailto:elizabeth.a.franklin@gmail.com�

	Preface
	Legal Theories of Recovery

	For a First Cause of Action
	For a Second Cause of Action
	For a Third Cause of Action
	For a Fourth Cause of Action
	For a Fifth Cause of Action
	For a Sixth Cause of Action
	For a Seventh Cause of Action
	For a Eighth Cause of Action
	For a Ninth Cause of Action
	For a Tenth Cause of Action
	For a Eleventh Cause of Action
	For a Twelfth Cause of Action
	Prayer for Relief

