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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

WESTERN DIVISION 

 

TRESSA SHERROD, individually  ) CASE NO.  3:14-cv-454 

and as Executrix of the Estate of  ) 

John H. Crawford, III, deceased, Butler ) 

County, Ohio Probate Case    ) Judge 

No. PE14-08-0771    ) 

48 Ridge Drive, #106    ) 

Fairfield, Ohio  45014    )  

      ) 

and      ) 

      ) COMPLAINT FOR MONEY 

JOHN CRAWFORD, JR.   ) DAMAGES 

497 Wallace Road    ) 

Jackson, Tennessee  38305   ) (jury demand endorsed hereon) 

      ) 

and      ) 

      ) 

LeeCee JOHNSON, as guardian and next ) 

friend of JOHN H. CRAWFORD, IV, ) 

a minor      ) 

48 Ridge Drive, #106    ) 

Fairfield, Ohio  45014    ) 

      ) 

and      ) 

      )  

LeeCee JOHNSON, as guardian and next ) 

friend of JAYDEN CRAWFORD,  ) 

a minor      ) 

48 Ridge Drive, #106    ) 

Fairfield, Ohio  45014    ) 

      ) 

 Plaintiffs    )  

) 

-vs-     )  

      )  
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OFFICER SEAN C. WILLIAMS  ) 

c/o City of Beavercreek Police   ) 

Department     ) 

1388 Research Park Drive   ) 

Beavercreek, Ohio 44308   ) 

      ) 

Individually and in his Official  ) 

Capacity As an Employee of the   ) 

City of Beavercreek     ) 

      ) 

and      ) 

      ) 

SGT. DAVID M. DARKOW  ) 

c/o City of Beavercreek Police  ) 

Department     ) 

1388 Research Park Drive   ) 

Beavercreek, Ohio 44308   ) 

      ) 

Individually and in his Official  ) 

Capacity As an Employee of the   ) 

City of Beavercreek     ) 

      ) 

and      ) 

)   

CHIEF DENNIS EVERS   )  

City of Beavercreek Police  )  

Department     )  

1388 Research Park Drive   )   

Beavercreek, Ohio 44308   )    

      ) 

Individually and in his Official  )  

Capacity As an Employee of the   ) 

City of Beavercreek     ) 

      ) 

and      ) 

      ) 

THE CITY OF BEAVERCREEK  ) 

c/o Mayor Brian Jarvis   ) 

1368 Research Drive    ) 

Beavercreek, Ohio 44308   ) 

      ) 

and      ) 

      ) 
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WAL-MART STORES, INC.  ) 

702 S.W. 8
th

 Street    ) 

P.O. Box 1288     ) 

Bentonville, Arkansas  72716   ) 

      ) 

and      ) 

      ) 

WAL-MART STORES EAST, LP  ) 

702 S.W. 8
th

 Street    ) 

Bentonville, Arkansas  72716   ) 

      ) 

and      ) 

      ) 

WALMART STORE #2124   ) 

3360 Pentagon Blvd.    ) 

Beavercreek, Ohio  45431   ) 

      ) 

 Defendants    ) 

 

 Now come the Plaintiffs, by and through their attorneys, and for their Complaint states as 

follows: 

INTRODUCTION 

 

1. This is an action for damages based on the wrongful death of John H. Crawford, 

III, and the activity that led to his shooting. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

2. This action is brought pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §§1983, and 1988 and the fourth and  

fourteenth Amendments to the Constitution of the United States as applied to the State of Ohio 

and its entities, officials, and employees, as well as the statutes and common law of the State of 

Ohio. 

3. Venue is proper in the Southern District of Ohio, Western Division, as all acts 

complained of occurred in Greene County, Ohio. 
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4. This court has jurisdiction over this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331, 1332, 

1343 and 1391. Plaintiffs also invoke the supplemental jurisdiction of this court to decide any 

asserted statutory and common law tort claims. 

5. Plaintiffs seek compensatory damages, punitive damages, interest and attorneys’ 

fees and costs pursuant to 42 U.S.C. §1988 and/or due to the malicious, intentional and reckless 

acts of all named Defendants. 

PARTIES 

6. Plaintiff, Tressa Sherrod is the Executrix of the Estate of John H. Crawford, III, 

deceased [hereinafter, “Decedent” or “Mr. Crawford” or “John H. Crawford, III”] in Butler 

County, Ohio Probate Case No. PE14-08-0771. 

7. Plaintiff, John Crawford, Jr. is the father of Decedent. 

8. Plaintiff, LeeCee Johnson is the mother and legal guardian of John H. Crawford, 

IV, the son of Decedent who was born on February 2, 2013 and is also the mother and legal 

guardian of Jayden Crawford, Decedent’s second son, born on March 14, 2014 

9. Defendant, Police Officer Sean C. Williams [hereinafter, “Williams”], is and was 

at all times pertinent hereto a police officer with the City of Beavercreek Police Department.  

Defendant Williams is the police officer involved in the only other fatal police shooting in the 

history of the Beavercreek Police Department.  The acts of Defendant Williams which are the 

subject of this Complaint were undertaken in the regular course of his employment for 

Defendant, City of Beavercreek.  Defendant Williams is a “person” under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and 

at all relevant times acted under color of law.  He is sued both individually and in his official 

capacity.  Upon information and belief, Defendant Williams is a resident of the City of 

Beavercreek, County of Greene. 
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10. Defendant, Sgt. David M. Darkow [hereinafter, “Darkow”], is and was at all times 

pertinent hereto a police officer with the City of Beavercreek Police Department.  The acts of 

Defendant Darkow which are the subject of this Complaint, were undertaken in the regular 

course of his employment for Defendant, City of Beavercreek.  Defendant Darkow is a “person” 

under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and at all relevant times acted under color of law.  He is sued both 

individually and in his official capacity.  Upon information and belief, Defendant Darkow is a 

resident of the City of Beavercreek, County of Greene. 

11. At all times pertinent hereto Defendant, Chief Dennis Evers [hereinafter, 

“Evers”], was Chief of Police for the City of Beavercreek Police Department.  As such, he was 

the responsible party for supervising the training, instruction, discipline, control and conduct of 

Defendants Williams and Darkow.  He was also charged with promulgating all orders, rules, 

instructions and regulations of the City of Beavercreek Police Department, including but not 

limited to those orders, rules, instructions and regulations concerning the use of force and of 

deadly weapons.  He was also charged with promulgating all orders, rules, instructions and 

regulations of the City of Beavercreek’s Police Department regarding the procedures to be 

implemented when police officers have interactions with citizens who are the subject of a 

criminal complaint.  Defendant Evers is a “person” under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and at all relevant 

times acted under color of law.    Defendant Evers is sued both individually and in his official 

capacity.  Upon information and belief, Defendant, Evers is a resident of the City of 

Beavercreek, County of Greene, Ohio.  

12. Defendant, City of Beavercreek (hereafter “Beavercreek”), is a municipal 

corporation charged with and responsible for appointing and promoting, through the Mayor of 

Beavercreek, the members of the Beavercreek Police Department and for the supervision, 
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training, instruction, discipline, control and conduct of the Beavercreek Police Department and 

its personnel.  At all times relevant hereto, Defendant Beavercreek had the power, right and duty 

to control the manner in which the individual defendants carried out the objectives of their 

employment and to see that all orders, rules, instructions and regulations promulgated for the 

Beavercreek Police Department were consistent with the Constitution and the laws of the City of 

Beavercreek.  Defendant Beavercreek is a “person” under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and at all relevant 

times acted under color of law. 

13. Defendant, Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. is a Delaware corporation with its headquarters 

in Bentonville, Arkansas.  Wal-Mart is in good standing and is doing business in the State of 

Ohio which owns and operates over 100 Walmart branded stores, Sam’s Clubs, distribution 

centers and/or locations in Ohio.  Service may be made upon said Defendant’s registered agent: 

CT Corporation System, 1300 E. 9
th

 Street, Cleveland, Ohio  44114. 

14. Defendant, Wal-Mart Stores East, LP is a Delaware limited partnership and is in 

good standing and licensed to do business in the State of Ohio.  Defendant Wal-Mart Stores East, 

LP is a subsidiary of Defendant Wal-Mart Stores, Inc.  Service may be made upon said 

Defendant’s registered agent, CT Corporation System, 1300 E. 9
th

 Street, Cleveland, Ohio  

44114. 

15. Defendant, Wal-Mart Store # 2124 is a store owned and operated by Defendant, 

Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. and/or Wal-Mart Stores East, LP, and is located at 3360 Pentagon Blvd., 

Beavercreek, Ohio  45431 [hereinafter, the “Beavercreek Wal-Mart”]. 

16. Defendants Williams, Darkow, Evers, and Beavercreek will be referred to 

collectively as the “Beavercreek Defendants.”   
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17. Defendants Wal-Mart Stores, Inc., Wal-Mart Stores East, LP, and Wal-Mart Store 

#2124 will be referred to collectively as the “Wal-Mart Defendants.” 

FACTS AS TO THE BEAVERCREEK DEFENDANTS 

18. On August 5, 2014, at approximately 8:21 p.m., Defendants Williams and 

Darkow responded to a 911 caller who claimed that a black man at the Beavercreek Wal-Mart 

was pointing a gun at customers.  Upon their arrival at that location at 8:24 p.m., the officers 

entered the Beavercreek Wal-Mart and located the individual identified by the 911 caller, later 

identified as John H. Crawford, III.   

19. Mr. Crawford was a customer and business invitee at the Beavercreek Wal-Mart, 

and he was not doing anything dangerous or illegal while shopping there.  In fact, Mr. Crawford 

was at the store with his friend to buy ingredients to make S’mores at a family cookout and was 

at the Wal-Mart store for those reasons for which the store is open to the public. 

20. While present at the Beavercreek Wal-Mart, John H. Crawford, III had picked up 

an unloaded MK-177 BB/Pellet Rifle [hereinafter, the “Pellet Rifle”] that was unboxed and lying 

on one of the store’s shelves. 

21. Mr. Crawford never used, loaded, or pointed the Pellet Rifle at anyone, was doing 

nothing improper or illegal, and never caused any harm or acted in a manner that would cause 

any reasonable person to believe that he may cause harm. 

22. At or about 8:24 P.M., Defendants Williams and Darkow entered the Beavercreek 

Wal-Mart, and they located John H. Crawford III at or about 8:27 P.M. 

23. When Defendants Williams and Darkow located John H. Crawford, III, he was 

talking on a cell phone held in his right hand, with no other customers in his vicinity, and with 
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his left side and back visible to the two police officers.  Mr. Crawford was holding the Pellet 

Rifle in his left hand pointed down at the floor. 

24. Defendant Williams shot and killed Mr. Crawford approximately one second after 

Defendant Williams or Darkow first made contact with him.   

25. As a result, Mr. Crawford was shot before he even had time to react to the 

officer’s presence, much less to comply with any verbal commands Defendants Williams or 

Darkow may have made.  

26. Williams shot John H. Crawford, III in the back of his left arm and the left side of 

his torso, further evidencing that John H. Crawford, III was shot before he had time to react to 

the officers’ presence or comply with any commands that may have been made.  

27. John H. Crawford, III did not act aggressively or dangerously, or otherwise act in 

a manner to cause Defendants Williams or Darkow, or anyone else, to believe that he posed a 

danger to these Defendants or to customers of the Beavercreek Wal-Mart. 

28. The Pellet Rifle Mr. Crawford was holding was not loaded, contrary to a claim in 

the 911 call that Mr. Crawford was loading a gun, 

29. Defendants Williams and/or Darkow failed to take steps to assess whether any of 

the information provided by the 911 caller or dispatcher was accurate before Williams shot and 

killed Mr. Crawford, though they had an obligation to do so. 

30. All police officers are trained to understand that many 911 callers provide 

inaccurate or otherwise unsubstantiated information, and are notoriously unreliable eye-

witnesses.  As such, police officers have a duty that must be exercised reasonably, to assess any 

situation before interviewing with lethal force.  In this case, the Officers Williams and Darkow 

acted unreasonably, in that they did not properly assess the situation, and simply killed an 
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unarmed shopper who was not breaking any laws of the State of Ohio or the City of Beavercreek.  

In this circumstance, there existed no information to suggest that John Crawford, III was a threat 

to anyone in the store, much less the police officers.  In the minutes leading up to his death, 

several shoppers walked by or near John Crawford, III and exhibited no signs of fear or concern 

that Mr. Crawford presented a threat to anyone.  It was objectively unreasonable for the Officers 

Williams and Darkow to shoot and kill Mr. Crawford while claiming that their lives, or the lives 

of others, were in danger.   

31. Ohio is an open carry state meaning that it is legal for the citizens of Ohio to carry 

weapons, including rifles, without permit.   Although John H. Crawford, III merely picked up a 

pellet gun from a store shelf that sold pellet guns, whether the gun was Walmart merchandise or 

a weapon of his own that he brought into the store, John H. Crawford, III was doing nothing 

wrong and in violation of no law or ordinance in the moments leading up to his death.   Because 

it is permissible to carry merchandise one desires to purchase, and it is further permissible to 

carry rifles openly in Ohio, the actions of the Officers Williams and Darkow were particularly 

unreasonable, arbitrary, and egregious in engaging and shooting a shopper, John H. Crawford, 

III, who was doing what people do in stores—shop.  

FACTS AS TO THE WAL-MART DEFENDANTS 

32. The Wal-Mart Defendants have a policy and procedure of placing realistic-

looking guns in the stores’ toy and/or sporting goods aisles and other locations where it is 

reasonably foreseeable that customers or others would pick up, carry or otherwise handle the 

guns.  

33. Through its practices, policies and procedures, the Wal-Mart Defendants failed to 

take steps and precautions, generally, to ensure that such guns are reasonably secured. 

Case: 3:14-cv-00454-WHR Doc #: 1 Filed: 12/16/14 Page: 9 of 26  PAGEID #: 9



 10 

34. The Wal-Mart Defendants failed to take reasonable steps to ensure that the Pellet 

Rifle at issue in this case was reasonably secured, though they knew or should have known that 

the Pellet Rifle was unpackaged and easily accessible by customers such as John H. Crawford, 

III.  

35. To wit, the Pellet Rifle was out of the package and lying on a store shelf for at 

least two days before Williams shot and killed John H. Crawford, III. 

36. The Wal-Mart Defendants knew or should have known that if invitees and 

customers such as John H. Crawford, III picked up such guns that were unpackaged that other 

customers, the police, or others may mistakenly believe that the gun was real, putting such 

persons in danger of serious bodily injury or death. 

37. The Wal-Mart Defendants have numerous employees and numerous cameras all 

of which are, in part, designed to ensure complete monitoring and surveillance of the activities of 

its customers. 

38. Despite the presence of these employees and cameras, inter alia, the Wal-Mart 

Defendants failed to take reasonable steps to warn Mr. Crawford and obtain the Pellet Rifle from 

him when it became known to the Wal-Mart Defendants that he was holding the Pellet Rifle, and 

when the Wal-Mart Defendants were notified that the police were investigating his presence at 

the Beavercreek Wal-Mart. 

COUNT ONE:  Assault and Battery Against Defendants Williams and Darkow 

 

39. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

40. Defendants Darkow and Williams acted jointly in their response to the 911 call as 

well as their interaction with John H. Crawford, III at the Beavercreek Wal-Mart. 
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41. The combined actions of these two Defendants led Defendant Williams, 

unlawfully and without cause, to shoot and kill Mr. Crawford. 

42. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants Darkow and 

Williams, John H. Crawford, III suffered physical injury, pain, emotional and psychological 

trauma, and eventually died as a result of the assault and battery described above. 

43. As a further direct and proximate result of John H. Crawford, III’s wrongful 

death, his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered permanent damages, including but not 

limited to grief, depression, and severe emotional distress.  They have incurred funeral bills, 

medical expenses, and other expenses, and will incur additional expenses in the future. 

44. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

interest, and their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and due to the 

malicious, intentional and reckless acts of these Defendants. 

COUNT TWO:  Negligence, Gross Negligence and Recklessness Against Defendants 

Williams and Darkow 

 

45. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

46. Defendants Williams and Darkow acted negligently, with gross negligence, with 

recklessness and/or intentionally, under Ohio law, by failing to assess the information provided 

to them, and by failure to give Mr. Crawford time to comply with their commands, and for other 

acts and omissions that led to the killing of Mr. Crawford. 

47. As a result of the foregoing, Defendants Williams and Darkow have, under color 

of law, deprived John H. Crawford, III of rights, privileges and immunities secured to him by the 

Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution including the right to be 

free of seizures without probable cause and to be free of excessive force. 
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48. As a direct and proximate result of the Defendants’ actions that caused or led to 

the use of excessive and unreasonable force in this shooting, John H. Crawford, III died and 

suffered other damages, and his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered damages, all as 

set forth above.  

49. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

interest, and their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and due to the 

malicious, intentional and reckless acts of these Defendants. 

COUNT THREE:  Negligent Training and Supervision Against Defendants Evers and 

Beavercreek 

 

50. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

51. Defendant Evers negligently caused the above-described injuries to plaintiff by 

failing to properly train, supervise and control the conduct of the Defendants Darkow and 

Williams. 

52. Defendant Beavercreek negligently caused the death of John H. Crawford, III by 

failing to properly train, supervise and control the conduct of the Defendants Darkow and 

Williams. 

53. Defendant Beavercreek, as the employer of Defendants Williams, Darkow and 

Evers, is liable under the doctrine of respondeat superior for the tortious conduct of the 

individual defendants. 

54. As a result of the foregoing, the Beavercreek Defendants have, under color of law, 

deprived John H. Crawford, III of rights, privileges and immunities secured to him by the Fourth 

and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution including the right to be free of 

seizures without probable cause and to be free of excessive force. 
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55. As a direct and proximate result of the Beavercreek Defendants’ actions that 

caused or led to the use of excessive and unreasonable force in this shooting, John H. Crawford, 

III died and suffered other damages, and his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered 

damages, all as set forth above. 

56. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

interest, and their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and/or due to the 

malicious, intentional and reckless acts of these Defendants. 

COUNT FOUR:  Negligence, Gross Negligence and Recklessness Against Defendant Evers 

and Defendant Beavercreek 

 

57. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

58. The conduct of Defendant, Evers and Defendant, Beavercreek in failing to 

properly train, supervise and control the conduct of Defendants Darkow and Williams, 

constitutes negligence, gross negligence, and recklessness under the laws of Ohio. 

59. Defendant Beavercreek, as the employer of Defendant Evers, is liable under the 

doctrine of respondeat superior for the negligent, willful, reckless, and tortious conduct of 

Defendant Evers. 

60. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

interest, and their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and/or due to the 

malicious, intentional and reckless acts of these Defendants. 

COUNT FIVE: Unreasonable Use of Excessive Force Against the Beavercreek Defendants 

 

61. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 
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62. Defendants Darkow and Williams negligently, recklessly and intentionally 

deprived John H. Crawford, III of his rights under the City of Beavercreek municipal regulations 

to be free from unreasonable and wanton force during an interaction with the police, and further 

deprived him of his rights by the malicious use of unreasonable and excessive force in shooting 

him with a Beavercreek Police Department issued firearm. 

63. Defendant Evers negligently, recklessly, and intentionally caused the above-

described damages by failing to properly train, supervise and control the conduct of Defendants 

Darkow and Williams, by failing to train members of the Beavercreek Police Department to 

enforce the laws in effect in Beavercreek, and by failing to promulgate, issue and enforce 

appropriate procedures and regulations concerning the use of firearms by members of the 

Beavercreek Police Department and by failing to promulgate, issue and enforce appropriate 

procedures to be utilized when confronting a citizen who is a suspect in a complaint. 

64. Defendant Beavercreek negligently, recklessly and intentionally caused the 

above-described damages by failing to properly train, supervise, and control the conduct of 

Defendants Darkow and Williams; by failing to train members of the Beavercreek Police 

Department to enforce the laws in effect in Beavercreek, and by failing to promulgate, issue and 

enforce appropriate procedures and regulations concerning the use of firearms by members of the 

Beavercreek Police Department and by failing to promulgate, issue and enforce appropriate 

procedures to be utilized when confronting a citizen who is a suspect in a complaint. 

65. As a result of the foregoing, the Beavercreek Defendants have, under color of law,  

deprived John H. Crawford, III of rights, privileges and immunities secured to him by the Fourth 

and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution including the right to be free of 

seizures without probable cause and to be free of excessive force. 
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66. As a direct and proximate result of the Beavercreek Defendants’ actions that 

caused or led to the use of excessive and unreasonable force in this shooting, John H. Crawford, 

III died and suffered other damages, and his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered 

damages, all as set forth above. 

67. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

interest, and their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and/or due to the 

malicious, intentional and reckless acts of these Defendants. 

COUNT SIX:  Intentional Infliction of Emotional Distress Against the Beavercreek 

Defendants 

 

68. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

69. Defendants Darkow and Williams acted in an extreme and outrageous manner, 

acted intentionally and with reckless disregard for John H. Crawford, III’s welfare. 

70. Defendants Evers and Beavercreek negligently, recklessly and intentionally 

caused the above-described intentional infliction of emotional distress by failing to properly 

train, supervise and control the conduct of Defendants Williams and Darkow. 

71. Defendant Beavercreek, as the employer of the Defendants Williams, Darkow, 

and Evers, is liable under the doctrine of respondeat superior for the tortious conduct of 

Defendants Williams, Darkow and Evers. 

72. As a direct and proximate result of the Beavercreek Defendants’ actions John  

Crawford, III died and his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered damages, all as set 

forth above. 
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73. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

interest, and their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and/or due to the 

malicious, intentional and reckless acts of these Defendants. 

COUNT SEVEN: Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress Against the 

Beavercreek Defendants 

 

74. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

75. Defendants Darkow and Williams, by shooting John H. Crawford, III, negligently 

inflicted severe and permanent emotional distress on John H. Crawford, III and his survivors, 

next of kin and/or heirs. 

76. Defendants Evers and Beavercreek negligently, recklessly and intentionally 

caused the above-described negligent infliction of emotional distress by failing to properly train, 

supervise and control the conduct of Defendants Darkow and Williams. 

77. Defendant Beavercreek, as the employer of the Defendants Williams, Darkow and 

Evers, is liable under the doctrine of respondeat superior for the tortious conduct of the 

individual defendants. 

78. As a direct and proximate result of the Beavercreek Defendants’ actions John H. 

Crawford, III died and his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered damages, all as set 

forth above. 

79. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

interest, and their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 and/or due to the 

malicious, intentional and reckless acts of these Defendants. 
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COUNT EIGHT:  Violation of Constitutionally Protected Right To 

Be Free From Unreasonable Seizure, Excessive Use of Force and Other Rights Protected by 

the Constitutions of Ohio and the United States of America; Claims for Violation of 42 

U.S.C. §1983 Against the Beavercreek Defendants 

 

80. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

81. Consistent with the allegations above and to the extent not already alleged, 

Defendants Williams and Darkow while acting under the color of law and the authority of 

Defendant, Beavercreek, intentionally and with complete and deliberate indifference to the rights 

of John H. Crawford, III, caused the plaintiff to be deprived of his Constitutional rights, 

including but not limited to those under the Fourth Amendment by: 

A. Using a degree of force that was objectively unreasonable under the 

circumstances, and in violation of the plaintiff’s rights to be free of an 

unreasonable seizure under the Fourth and Fourteenth Amendments to the United 

States Constitution; 

 

B. Subjecting the plaintiff to punishment without the benefit of a trial by jury in 

violation of his rights under the Sixth and Eighth Amendments;  

 

C. Depriving the plaintiff of his liberty by subjecting him to unwarranted and 

unreasonable restraints on his person without due process in violation of his rights 

under the Fifth Amendment; and 

 

D. Violating Beavercreek Police Department policies regarding the use of force. 

 

82. Consistent with the allegations above and to the extent not already alleged, 

Defendant, Evers, acting under color of law, intentionally and with complete and deliberate 

indifference to the plaintiff’s rights, caused the plaintiff to be deprived of his Constitutional 

rights, including but not limited to the Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, and Eighth Amendments, by the 

following acts and omissions: 

A. Failing to properly supervise the training and conduct of police officers with City 

of Beavercreek Police Department, including but not necessarily limited to 

Defendants Williams and Darkow; 
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B. Failing to enforce the laws of the State of Ohio, specifically, but not limited to the 

Ohio Constitution, Article I, Section 14, and the provisions of the Constitution of 

the United States concerning the use of force by members of the police force 

while investigating a complaint; 

 

C. Tacitly accepting numerous incidents of prior misconduct by police officers; and 

 

D. Failing to properly train police officers on the constitutional limits on the use of 

force. 

 

83. Consistent with the allegations above and to the extent not already alleged, 

Defendant City of Beavercreek, under color of law, intentionally and with complete and 

deliberate indifference to the rights of John H. Crawford, III, authorized, permitted, and tolerated 

the custom and practice of the unconstitutional and unreasonable use of excessive force by 

members of the Beavercreek Police Department and in particular, by Defendants Darkow and 

Williams, which Defendant Evers was aware of and did nothing to stop, and failed to do the 

following: 

A. Appoint, promote, train and supervise members of the Beavercreek Police 

Department who would enforce the laws of the City of Beavercreek and who 

would protect the Constitutional rights of the people of Beavercreek; 

 

B. Require Defendant Evers to promulgate procedures and policies for the proper, 

constitutional, and permissible use of firearms and deadly force by members of 

the police department when interacting with a citizen who is a potential suspect of 

a complaint; and 

 

C. Deter, end, or criticize the Beavercreek Police Department’s policy and custom of 

using unreasonable force against the citizenry, thereby proximately causing the 

deprivation of plaintiff’s rights under the Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, and Eighth 

Amendments to the United States Constitution. 

 

84. For a significant period leading up to the shooting, the Beavercreek Defendants 

have had a persistent and widespread practice of allowing City of Beavercreek Officers to violate 

the civil rights and constitutional rights of individuals consistent with the practices and 

procedures as set forth in this Complaint. 
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85. As a direct, proximate and foreseeable result of the intentional and complete and 

deliberate indifference to the constitutional rights of John H. Crawford, III by the Beavercreek 

Defendants named herein, particularly the right to be free from the use of excessive force. 

86. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of Defendants Darkow and 

Williams, John H. Crawford, III suffered physical injury, pain, emotional and psychological 

trauma, and eventually died as a result of the assault and battery described above. 

87. As a further direct and proximate result of John H. Crawford, III’s wrongful 

death, his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered permanent damages, including but not 

limited to grief, depression, and severe emotional distress.  They have incurred funeral bills, 

medical expenses, and other expenses, and will incur additional expenses in the future. 

88. Plaintiffs are entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, interest and 

their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988, except against Defendant City of 

Beavercreek. 

COUNT NINE:  42 U.S.C. § 1983 Wrongful Death Against the Beavercreek Defendants 

89. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

90. To the extent not pled elsewhere in this Complaint, Plaintiffs are entitled to 

damages under 42 U.S.C. §1983 for the wrongful death of Decedent and for their loss of his 

services, protection, care, assistance, society, companionship, comfort, guidance, counsel and 

advice, and were forced to incur funeral and burial expenses. 

91. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, 

interest, and their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988, except against 

Defendant City of Beavercreek. 
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COUNT TEN:  42 U.S.C. § 1983 Survival Action Against the Beavercreek Defendants 

92. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as if 

fully re-written herein. 

93. Decedent was forced to endure great conscious pain and suffering and emotional 

distress during the course of his encounter with Defendants Williams and Darkow up until the 

moment he died. 

94. Decedent filed no action for this cause during his lifetime, but under the laws of 

Ohio this action survives and may be asserted by his estate. 

95. Thus, to the extent not pled elsewhere in this Complaint, Plaintiffs claim damages 

under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 for the conscious pain, suffering, and emotional distress incurred by 

Decedent. 

96. Plaintiffs are entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, interest, and 

their costs and attorneys’ fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988, except against Defendant City of 

Beavercreek. 

COUNT ELEVEN:  Negligence Against the Wal-Mart Defendants 

97. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

98. Wal-Mart owns and operates hundreds of retail shopping centers across Ohio and 

the United States, including the Beavercreek Wal-Mart. 

99. On August 5, 2014, John H. Crawford, III was lawfully present at the 

Beavercreek Wal-Mart as a shopper and business invitee, a person who rightfully entered and 

remained on the premises for a purpose beneficial to the Wal-Mart Defendants. 
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100. The Wal-Mart Defendants owed a duty to John H. Crawford, III to use ordinary 

care for his safety and to keep the premises and conditions at the Beavercreek Wal-Mart in a 

reasonably safe condition. 

101. Wal-Mart acted negligently in its policies concerning the placement of guns at its 

stores and also acted negligently in failing to secure the Pellet Rifle.  Both acts of negligence 

were a proximate cause, alone or in conjunction with the acts of other Defendants, of John H. 

Crawford’s injuries. 

102. Wal-Mart knew or should have known that if invitees such as John H. Crawford, 

III picked up such guns that it would place them in danger from the actions of others who 

mistakenly believe that the gun was real and mistakenly believe that such person poses a danger 

to others. 

103. As a direct and proximate result of Wal-Mart’s policies, actions, procedures, and 

omissions, numerous individuals believed that John H. Crawford, III posed a danger to others 

when he picked up the Pellet Rifle. 

104. Further, Wal-Mart negligently failed to warn Mr. Crawford and obtain the Pellet 

Rife from him when it became known to the Wal-Mart Defendants that he was holding the Pellet 

Rifle, and when the Wal-Mart Defendants were notified that the police were investigating his 

presence at the Beavercreek Wal-Mart. 

105. As a direct and proximate result of the foregoing, Defendant Williams shot and 

killed John H. Crawford, III when Officer Williams and Defendant Darkow arrived at the 

Beavercreek Wal-Mart. 
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106. As a direct and proximate result of the conduct of the Wal-Mart Defendants and 

Williams, suffered physical injury, pain, emotional and psychological trauma, and eventually 

died as a result of the assault and battery described above. 

107. As a further direct and proximate result of John H. Crawford, III’s wrongful 

death, his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered permanent damages, including but not 

limited to grief, depression, and severe emotional distress.  They have incurred funeral bills, 

medical expenses, and other expenses, and will incur additional expenses in the future. 

108. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, interest 

and their costs and attorneys’ fees due to the malicious and reckless acts of these Defendants. 

COUNT TWELVE:  Premises Liability Against the Wal-Mart Defendants 

 

109. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

110. Wal-Mart knew or should have known that it must take reasonable measures to 

monitor the individuals present at its stores, including the Beavercreek Wal-Mart. 

111. Wal-Mart negligently failed to take reasonable measures and failed to determine 

that John H. Crawford, III was holding a realistic looking gun. 

112. As a direct and proximate result of this negligence, Mr. Crawford suffered 

physical injury, pain, emotional and psychological trauma, and eventually died as a result of the 

assault and battery described above. 

113. As a further direct and proximate result of John H. Crawford, III’s wrongful 

death, his survivors, next of kin and/or heirs have suffered permanent damages, including but not 

limited to grief, depression, and severe emotional distress.  They have incurred funeral bills, 

medical expenses, and other expenses, and will incur additional expenses in the future. 
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114. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, interest 

and their costs and attorney’s fees due to the malicious and reckless acts of the Wal-Mart 

Defendants. 

COUNT THIRTEEN:  Survivorship Against All Defendants 

115. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

116. Decedent endured great conscious pain and suffering, anxiety and fright as a 

result of this incident and his shooting death. 

117. Decedent filed no action for this matter during his lifetime, but under the laws of 

Ohio, including R.C. 2305.21, this action survives, including but not limited to the causes of 

action set forth in this Complaint, and the compensatory and punitive damages and interest 

requested, and may be asserted by his estate. 

COUNT FOURTEEN:  Wrongful Death Against All Defendants 

118. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

119. As a direct and proximate cause of all Defendants’ conduct described above, 

Plaintiffs claim damages under the Ohio Wrongful Death Statute, R.C. 2125.01, et seq., for the 

wrongful death of Decedent and for their loss of his services, protection, care, assistance, society, 

companionship, comfort, guidance, counsel and advice; for their grief, depression and severe 

emotional distress; for the funeral and burial expenses of Decedent; and for other harm suffered 

by Plaintiffs and for any other applicable damages and claims for relief requested in this 

Complaint or to which these Plaintiffs may be entitled. 
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120. Plaintiffs are further entitled to compensatory damages, punitive damages, interest 

and their costs and attorney’s fees due to the malicious and reckless acts of these Defendants. 

COUNT FIFTEEN:  Plaintiff, John H. Crawford, Jr.’s Loss of Consortium Claim Against 

Defendants 

 

121. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

122. Plaintiff, John H. Crawford, Jr. claims damages for the permanent loss of the love 

and affection and support of his son, John H. Crawford, III, who died as a direct and proximate 

cause of the wrongful acts of Defendants, as set forth herein. 

COUNT SIXTEEN:  Loss of Consortium Claim Against All Defendants by Plaintiff, 

LeeCee Johnson, Guardian and Next Friend of John H. Crawford, IV, a Minor 

 

123. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

124. Plaintiff LeeCee Johnson claims damages on behalf of her minor son, John H. 

Crawford, IV, born on February 2, 2013, for the permanent loss of the love and affection and 

support of his father, John H. Crawford, III, who died as a direct and proximate cause of the 

wrongful acts of Defendants, as set forth herein. 

COUNT SEVENTEEN:  Loss of Consortium Claim Against All Defndants by Plaintiff, 

LeeCee Johnson, Guardian and Next Friend of Jayden Crawford, a Minor 

 

125. Plaintiffs re-state and re-allege the preceding allegations of the Complaint as 

though fully rewritten herein. 

126. Plaintiff LeeCee Johnson claims damages on behalf of her minor son, Jayden 

Crawford, born on March 14, 2014 for the permanent loss of the love and affection and support 

of his father, John H. Crawford, III, who died as a direct and proximate cause of the wrongful 

acts of Defendants, as set forth herein.  
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WHEREFORE, as to the Beavercreek Defendants, Plaintiffs pray for judgment against 

defendants, jointly and severally, in an amount in excess of Seventy-Five Thousand Dollars 

($75,000.00) for compensatory damages and for an award of punitive damages to be determined 

by the jury against all Beavercreek defendants except the City of Beavercreek, together with all 

costs incurred herein, reasonable attorney fees, pre-judgment and post-judgment interest, and any 

other relief the court deems appropriate. 

 WHEREFORE, as to the Wal-Mart Defendants, Plaintiffs pray for judgment against 

defendants, jointly and severally, in an amount in excess of Seventy-Five Thousand Dollars 

($75,000.00) for compensatory damages and for an award of punitive damages to be determined 

by the jury together with all costs incurred herein, reasonable attorney fees, pre-judgment and 

post-judgment interest, and any other relief the court deems appropriate.  

       

JURY DEMAND 

 

Plaintiffs demand a trial by jury of all issues herein. 

 

/s/ Michael L. Wright 

MICHAEL L. WRIGHT (#0067698) 

812 E. National Road 

Vandalia, Ohio  45377 

Telephone: (937) 222-7477 

Facsimile: (937) 222-7911 

mwright@yourohiolegalhelp.com 

 

 

  

 /s/ Richard W. Schulte 

    RICHARD W. SCHULTE (0066031) 

      Wright & Schulte, LLC 

      812 E. National Road 

      Dayton, Ohio  45402 

      Vandalia, Ohio  45377 

    Telephone:   (937) 435-7500 

    Facsimile:   (937) 435-7511 

      rschulte@yourlegalhelp.com  
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 /s/ Dennis Mulvihill 

    DENNIS MULVIHILL (0063996) 
      Wright & Schulte, LLC 

23240 Chagrin Blvd.  Suite 620 

Cleveland OH 44122 

Telephone:  (216) 591-0133 

Facsimile: (216) 591-0622 

      Dmulvihill@yourlegalhelp.com 

       

 

 

SHEAN WILLIAMS (GA# 764139) 

The Cochran Firm Atlanta 

127 Peachtree Street, Suite 1400 

Atlanta, Georgia 30303 

Telephone: (404) 222-9922 

Facsimile: (404) 222-0170 

sdw@sistrunklaw.com 

Pro Hac Vice Motion To Be Filed 

 

     Attorneys for Plaintiffs 

 

 

 

 

 

Case: 3:14-cv-00454-WHR Doc #: 1 Filed: 12/16/14 Page: 26 of 26  PAGEID #: 26



JS 44   (Rev. 12/07) CIVIL COVER SHEET
The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service of pleadings or other papers as required by law,  except as provided
by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating
the civil docket sheet. (SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON THE REVERSE OF THE FORM.)

I. (a) PLAINTIFFS DEFENDANTS

(b) County of Residence of First Listed Plaintiff County of Residence of First Listed Defendant
(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES) (IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY)

NOTE:   IN LAND CONDEMNATION CASES, USE THE LOCATION OF THE
LAND INVOLVED.

(c)   Attorney’s (Firm Name, Address, and Telephone Number)  Attorneys (If Known)

II. BASIS OF JURISDICTION      (Place an “X” in One Box Only) III. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES(Place an “X” in One Box for Plaintiff
(For Diversity Cases Only)       and One Box for Defendant) 

1   U.S. Government 3 Federal Question PTF    DEF PTF    DEF
Plaintiff (U.S. Government Not a Party) Citizen of This State 1 1 Incorporated or Principal Place 4 4

of Business In This State

2   U.S. Government 4  Diversity Citizen of Another State 2  2 Incorporated and Principal Place 5  5
Defendant (Indicate Citizenship of Parties in Item III) of Business In Another State

Citizen or Subject of a 3  3 Foreign Nation 6  6
    Foreign Country

IV. NATURE OF SUIT   (Place an “X” in One Box Only)
CONTRACT TORTS FORFEITURE/PENALTY BANKRUPTCY OTHER STATUTES

110 Insurance  PERSONAL INJURY PERSONAL INJURY 610 Agriculture 422 Appeal 28 USC 158 400 State Reapportionment
120 Marine 310 Airplane  362 Personal Injury - 620 Other Food & Drug 423 Withdrawal 410 Antitrust
130 Miller Act 315 Airplane Product   Med. Malpractice 625 Drug Related Seizure  28 USC 157 430 Banks and Banking
140 Negotiable Instrument  Liability 365 Personal Injury  -  of Property 21 USC 881 450 Commerce
150 Recovery of Overpayment 320 Assault, Libel &   Product Liability 630 Liquor Laws PROPERTY RIGHTS 460 Deportation

 & Enforcement of Judgment  Slander 368 Asbestos Personal 640 R.R. & Truck 820 Copyrights 470 Racketeer Influenced and
151 Medicare Act 330 Federal Employers’   Injury Product 650 Airline Regs. 830 Patent  Corrupt Organizations
152 Recovery of Defaulted  Liability   Liability 660 Occupational 840 Trademark 480 Consumer Credit

 Student Loans 340 Marine  PERSONAL PROPERTY   Safety/Health 490 Cable/Sat TV
 (Excl. Veterans) 345 Marine Product 370 Other Fraud 690 Other 810 Selective Service

153 Recovery of Overpayment  Liability 371 Truth in Lending LABOR SOCIAL SECURITY 850 Securities/Commodities/
 of Veteran’s Benefits 350 Motor Vehicle 380 Other Personal 710 Fair Labor Standards 861 HIA (1395ff)  Exchange

160 Stockholders’ Suits 355 Motor Vehicle  Property Damage  Act 862 Black Lung (923) 875 Customer Challenge
190 Other Contract  Product Liability 385 Property Damage 720 Labor/Mgmt. Relations 863 DIWC/DIWW (405(g))  12 USC 3410
195 Contract Product Liability 360 Other Personal  Product Liability 730 Labor/Mgmt.Reporting 864 SSID Title XVI 890 Other Statutory Actions
196 Franchise  Injury       & Disclosure Act 865 RSI (405(g)) 891 Agricultural Acts

 REAL PROPERTY    CIVIL RIGHTS   PRISONER PETITIONS 740 Railway Labor Act FEDERAL TAX SUITS 892 Economic Stabilization Act
210 Land Condemnation 441 Voting 510 Motions to Vacate 790 Other Labor Litigation 870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff 893  Environmental Matters
220 Foreclosure 442 Employment  Sentence 791 Empl. Ret. Inc.   or Defendant) 894 Energy Allocation Act
230 Rent Lease & Ejectment 443 Housing/ Habeas Corpus:  Security Act 871 IRS—Third Party 895 Freedom of Information
240 Torts to Land Accommodations 530 General  26 USC 7609  Act
245 Tort Product Liability 444 Welfare 535 Death Penalty IMMIGRATION 900Appeal of Fee Determination
290 All Other Real Property 445 Amer. w/Disabilities - 540 Mandamus & Other 462 Naturalization Application  Under Equal Access

Employment 550 Civil Rights 463 Habeas Corpus -  to Justice
446 Amer. w/Disabilities - 555 Prison Condition Alien Detainee 950 Constitutionality of

Other 465 Other Immigration  State Statutes
440 Other Civil Rights Actions

V.  ORIGIN
Transferred from
another district
(specify)

Appeal to District
Judge from
Magistrate
Judgment

   (Place an “X” in One Box Only)
1 Original

Proceeding
2 Removed from

State Court
 3 Remanded from

Appellate Court
4 Reinstated or

Reopened
 5  6 Multidistrict

Litigation
7

VI. CAUSE OF ACTION
Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing  (Do not cite jurisdictional statutes unless diversity):

Brief description of cause:

VII. REQUESTED IN
COMPLAINT:

CHECK IF THIS IS A CLASS ACTION
UNDER F.R.C.P. 23

DEMAND $ CHECK YES only if demanded in complaint:
JURY DEMAND: Yes No

VIII. RELATED CASE(S)
IF ANY (See instructions): JUDGE DOCKET NUMBER

DATE SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

RECEIPT # AMOUNT APPLYING IFP JUDGE MAG. JUDGE

Tressa Sherrod, et al.

Butler

Richard W. Schulte, Wright & Schulte, LLC, 812 East National Road,
Vandalia, Ohio 45377, 937-435-7500

Sean C. Williams, et al.

Greene

42 U.S.C. Section 1983

Wrongful death/police shooting

✔

12/16/2014 /s/ Richard W. Schulte

Case: 3:14-cv-00454-WHR Doc #: 1-1 Filed: 12/16/14 Page: 1 of 2  PAGEID #: 31



 JS 44 Reverse  (Rev. 12/07)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR ATTORNEYS COMPLETING CIVIL COVER SHEET FORM JS 44

Authority For Civil Cover Sheet

The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filings and service of pleading or other papers as required
by law, except as provided by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required for the use
of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet.  Consequently, a civil cover sheet is submitted to the Clerk of Court for each civil complaint
filed.  The attorney filing a case should complete the form as follows:

I. (a) Plaintiffs-Defendants.  Enter names (last, first, middle initial) of plaintiff and defendant.  If the plaintiff or defendant is a government agency, use only
the full name or standard abbreviations.  If the plaintiff or defendant is an official within a government agency, identify first the agency and then the official, giving
both name and title.

(b) County of Residence.  For each civil case filed, except U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county where the first listed plaintiff resides at the time
of filing.  In U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county in which the first listed defendant resides at the time of filing.  (NOTE: In land condemnation cases,
the county of residence of the “defendant” is the location of the tract of land involved.)

(c) Attorneys.  Enter the firm name, address, telephone number, and attorney of record.  If there are several attorneys, list them on an attachment, noting
in this section “(see attachment)”.

II. Jurisdiction.  The basis of jurisdiction is set forth under Rule 8(a), F.R.C.P., which requires that jurisdictions be shown in pleadings.  Place an “X” in one
of the boxes.  If there is more than one basis of jurisdiction, precedence is given in the order shown below.
United States plaintiff.  (1) Jurisdiction based on 28 U.S.C. 1345 and 1348.  Suits by agencies and officers of the United States are included here.
United States defendant.  (2) When the plaintiff is suing the United States, its officers or agencies, place an “X” in this box.
Federal question.  (3) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1331, where jurisdiction arises under the Constitution of the United States, an amendment to the
Constitution, an act of Congress or a treaty of the United States.  In cases where the U.S. is a party, the U.S. plaintiff or defendant code takes precedence, and box
1 or 2 should be marked.
Diversity of citizenship.  (4) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1332, where parties are citizens of different states.  When Box 4 is checked, the citizenship of the
different parties must be checked.  (See Section III below; federal question actions take precedence over diversity cases.)

III. Residence (citizenship) of Principal Parties.  This section of the JS 44 is to be completed if diversity of citizenship was indicated above.  Mark this section
for each principal party.

IV. Nature of Suit.  Place an “X” in the appropriate box.  If the nature of suit cannot be determined, be sure the cause of action, in Section VI below, is sufficient
to enable the deputy clerk or the statistical clerks in the Administrative Office to determine the nature of suit.  If the cause fits more than one nature of suit, select
the most definitive.

V. Origin.  Place an “X” in one of the seven boxes.
Original Proceedings.  (1) Cases which originate in the United States district courts.
Removed from State Court.  (2) Proceedings initiated in state courts may be removed to the district courts under Title 28 U.S.C., Section 1441.  When the petition
for removal is granted, check this box.
Remanded from Appellate Court.  (3) Check this box for cases remanded to the district court for further action.  Use the date of remand as the filing date.
Reinstated or Reopened.  (4) Check this box for cases reinstated or reopened in the district court.  Use the reopening date as the filing date.
Transferred from Another District.  (5) For cases transferred under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1404(a).  Do not use this for within district transfers or multidistrict
litigation transfers.
Multidistrict Litigation.  (6) Check this box when a multidistrict case is transferred into the district under authority of Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1407.  When this box
is checked, do not check (5) above.
Appeal to District Judge from Magistrate Judgment.  (7) Check this box for an appeal from a magistrate judge’s decision.

VI. Cause of Action.  Report the civil statute directly related to the cause of action and give a brief description of the cause.  Do not cite jurisdictional statutes
unless diversity. Example: U.S. Civil Statute: 47 USC 553

Brief Description: Unauthorized reception of cable service

VII. Requested in Complaint.  Class Action.  Place an “X” in this box if you are filing a class action under Rule 23, F.R.Cv.P.
Demand.  In this space enter the dollar amount (in thousands of dollars) being demanded or indicate other demand such as a preliminary injunction.
Jury Demand.  Check the appropriate box to indicate whether or not a jury is being demanded.

VIII. Related Cases.  This section of the JS 44 is used to reference related pending cases if any.  If there are related pending cases, insert the docket numbers
and the corresponding judge names for such cases.

Date and Attorney Signature.  Date and sign the civil cover sheet.

Case: 3:14-cv-00454-WHR Doc #: 1-1 Filed: 12/16/14 Page: 2 of 2  PAGEID #: 32


