
Appendix

A. Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals “Writ of Mandamus” Judgment dated June 16, 2022

B. Eighth Circuit Court Show of Cause Order dated June 3, 2022

C. United States District Court for the Western District of Missouri at Kansas City,

Order dismissing cause of action dated April 20, 2022

D. Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals “Appellate Judgment” dated January 4, 2023

E. Eighth Circuit Court appellate opinion, dated January 4, 2023

F. Affidavit of Christy Fisher being served by process

Note: The petitioner was unable to download the Eighth Circuit Orders and had to copy and paste to 
reproduce as the 'transport room' prompt claim error message every time.



tSmtetJ States! Court of Appeals!
jfor ttje Ctgljtf) Circuit

No. 22-1873

Rick Lee Searcy

Plaintiff - Appellant

v.

Central Intelligence Agency; National Security Agency; George A. Pickett, Nina 
Pickett "The Estate of George Pickett"; Stephen K. Griffin, Former Clinton 

County Judge, 43rd Judicial Circuit; Werner A. Moentmann, Former Ray County 
Judge, Judicial Circuit 8; Peter Schloss, Excelsior Springs Municipal Court 

Prosecuting Attorney; Shawn Blair, Excelsior Springs Municipal Court Judge; 
Wayne Mitchell Elliott, Dorothy Sanborn Elliott, "The Estate of W. Mitchell 
Elliot", Former Clinton County Prosecuting Attorney; Christopher Herschel 

Pickett; James Michael Kennedy; Christy Lea Fisher; John Sales; Bob Griffin, 
Former Missouri Speaker of the House; The United States Army; Church of Latter

Day Saints

Defendants - Appellees

Appeal from United States District Court 

for the Western District of Missouri

Submitted: December 27, 2022 

Filed: January 4, 2023 [ Unpublished]

Before GRASZ, MELLOY, and KOBES, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM.



Rick Lee Searcy appeals the district court’sl dismissal of his pro se 42 U.S.C. §§ 1983, 
1985, and 1986 action. After careful review of the record and the parties’ arguments on 
appeal, we find no basis for reversal. See Plymouth Cnty. v. Merscorp, Inc., 774 F.3d 1155, 
1158 (8th Cir. 2014) (Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(b) dismissal reviewed de novo); Moore v. Jackson, 
123 F.3d 1082,1085 (8th Cir. 1997) (Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(m) dismissal reviewed for abuse of 
discretion); Oden v. Shane Smith Enters., Inc., 27 F.4th 631, 633 (8th Cir. 2022) (recusal 
decision reviewed for abuse of discretion). Accordingly, we affirm and deny the motion for 
oral argument as moot. See 8th Cir. R. 47B.

lThe Honorable Greg Kays, United States District Judge for the Western District of 
Missouri.
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 22-1873

Rick Lee Searcy

Plaintiff - Appellant

v.

Central Intelligence Agency; National Security Agency; George A. Pickett, Nina Pickett 
"The Estate of George Pickett"; Stephen K. Griffin, Former Clinton County Judge, 43rd 
Judicial Circuit; Werner A. Moentmann, Former Ray County Judge, Judicial Circuit 8; 
Peter Schloss, Excelsior Springs Municipal Court Prosecuting Attorney; Shawn Blair, 
Excelsior Springs Municipal Court Judge; Wayne Mitchell Elliott, Dorothy Sanborn Elliott, 
"The Estate of W. Mitchell Elliot", Former Clinton County Prosecuting Attorney; 
Christopher Herschel Pickett; James Michael Kennedy; Christy Lea Fisher; John Sales; 
Bob Griffin, Former Missouri Speaker of the House; The United States Army; Church of 
Latter Day Saints

Defendants - Appellees

Appeal from U.S. District Court for the Western District of Missouri - Kansas City

(4:21-cv-00530-DGK)

JUDGMENT

Before GRASZ, MELLOY, and KOBES, Circuit Judges.

This appeal from the United States District Court was submitted on the record of 
the district court and briefs of the parties.

After consideration, it is hereby ordered and adjudged that the judgment of the 
district court in this cause is affirmed in accordance with the opinion of this Court.

January 04, 2023

Order Entered in Accordance with Opinion: 

Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit. 

Is/ Michael E. Gans

Appellate Case: 22-1873 Page: 1 Date Filed: 01/04/2023 Entry ID: 5232389



. *

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI 

WESTERN DIVISION

R ICE SEARCY , )
)
)Plaintiff.
>

Case No. 4:2] -CV-fl0530-DGI<}v.
)

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, )
etaL I

5
Dhfimdbnrs.

ORDER GRANTING AlOTtONSTO DISMISS AND DlSMISSlNCREMAlNiMiG
CLAIMS

Now before ifieqaaft Defendants’ Wayie Mitelietl E1IS jfl, Gettflgc RLctet^ Jfolm Sate, 

Shawn L. Blair. Peter W. SeMosss Ghri^O|)her ;Heischel Pickdl. Stopheit 1C GUftirf, Warner A. 

Meeritmami. the Oiurch of Jest® Clinst of Mtter4>ay Saints fLDS^Ji, the Central intelligence 

Agency CW| and the Hutted States Aitoy%f‘Army5*)

mofions to dismiss-pro se Plaintiff Rick Seaiey?s Amended Complaint- EOF No. 47,45,49* 54. 

52,56, 57.63. al.tegss that Defendants have engaged in

"synthetic telepathy*5 in ah Mempltd ejiher murder him of “tetaruit JTilmJ for theirAwn sexual 

gratification.” GOotpl. at 5. ECF No, L Ant. Compt at 6-7, MCF No, 44. PlainfiiTs Amended 

Complaint also incorporates- a motion for injunctive relief. Because Plaintiff has failed to allege 

facts a#efe»t W State a.canse Of action. Defendants’ motions to' dismiss are GRANTED, and

)

1 It appenreuhai Pislmifndoes net intend for the:An»aidc4 Gomptelnt to supersede Ms mffial complaint Instead, it 
appeal* that Pkintjff intends-OteAmended Complaint injncpijwrata anegatfenstitadc in (hr initial cortipiamt, addtni 
"addition^ evidence" rind additional lespcindcnB—tumteTythe Army and to?, B.tAfedicGoOTt construraptosc 
CompHinis libcmliyi, it wn^di^ ailegations made, in both'PbiintifTs iniiisl comptelntand in flte AmetidiSI Cpttipimiit 
In rolfhfi brfrttisimetion to dismiss.
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PlaintifFs motion for injunctive relief is DENIED. feadditoM, Plaintiffs against toe 

remaining defendants are DfSMISSED WlTflOtfr PREJUDICE.

Sfandaiff uf Rc#ew

A claim miiy be dismissed If it fails‘‘to state d claim tipbowtoieh relief'can bg-gnpf&b*' 

Pat: R Civ P. f 2fhW1\. Ja rulingon a motion to dismiss, ffttcConrt “mustaeeeptas trueall of die 

complaint's fabtol ftllcgaliop and idew tlterti to: toe;. light most favorable lo the FJaintiSC!,'5 

Stodgm re wmm mwl DU, 5itEM432;41ffCgffa Cfc 2O08J. Howcvccj ‘UieCmirt feitot 
bound to accept as true a legal conehsita couched as a fodual allegation.” ffiaiimiiffan v, Bd. of 

Regents ofUniw o/Mimi, 998 F.M 189.796 (Sih Cif. 2011) {queuing Ashci'oft v, Iqbal, .gfftljS*. 

dfct. 678 {200911 To avoid dismissaE a complaint must include ‘‘enough fads to state a cfaifii to 

telieftoat rs plausible on its face” BgllMqnfkCorp. v-. Thmmbk. S50 U.S. S44. S?0 {20071. 

this is beeaase defendabtmust toceiwe fait ffpfice: of udiat feeclata is aid toe gtotmds on; which 

it rests. M at 565. “A-Claim lias faeia t plmisibilily when the plaintiff pleads factual contenttat 

allows die court to -draw toe reasonabletofereneetont toe defendant is liable for toe misconduct 

alleged * SS6 OS, at 678, The Platojiff toted not demohsirute fee claim is probable, only 

that it is more toan just: possible. Id,

to reviewing (tic complaint, the Court construes it liberally and draws all reasonable 

inferences from the feds inPteiMffsfaxw, Momtin r. Qnijs Enfin-czAimt Admtn..S%9:F-S&9$2. 

Mi C«th Cir, 20091.

Discussion

PMntjff.dfttes tott Hie OA, NSA, and toe Artity afe engaged in toe use of felepatoie 

weaponry against United States citizens, find tostall qf toe..Defendants have conspired to engage 

in sexual abuse of children, drag smuggling. «sassination attempts, sex trafficking, psychological
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warfare, mind control, murder, rape, spouse-swapping,, etc. Plaintiff makes no factual allegations 

which alow the Court: to draw a reasonable inference that would support any such claims. Even

if he did. Plaintiff fails to articulate a. legal theory which would entitle him to relief. As such, 

Defendants’ motions, ECF Nos, 47,48,49. 5 lt 52,56, 57,63, are GRAFTED, Plaintiffs claims

against (hesc Defendants are DISMISSED1 WITH PREJUDICE.

The only remaining claims is this case are against Defendants lames Michael Kennedy, 

Christy Lea Fischer, and Bob Griffin. None of these Defendants have been served. Under Fed, 

R. Civ. P, die Court must dismiss without prejudice any claims against defendants who are 

not served within 90 days after a complaint is filed.. While the Court may grant an extension of

time for good cause, Plaintiff bears the burden to establish good cause, Kitrka v. Iowa City. £2S

P 3d 955. 957 (8tli Ctr. 2010). Plaintiff cannot establish good: cause because Ms complaint does 

not state a claim upon which relief could be granted.2 Plaintiff’s claims against James Michael

Kennedy, Christy Lea Fischer, and Boh Griffin are therefore DISMISSED WITHOUT

PREJUDICE.

Plaintiffs motion for injunctive relief is DENIED.

IT IS SO'ORDERED.

Date: April 20, 2022 As/ Greg Kays
GREG KAYS, JUDGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

1 Defendant Bob Griffin is deceased, so Plaintiff would not be able to serve hint even if fee were granted an extension, 
See Mot, ECF Wo, 68.
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LJ IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI 

WESTERN DIVISION

)RICK LEE SEARCY,
)
)Plaintiff,
)

No. 4:21 -cv-0053(KDGK)v.
)

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, et ah, )
)
)Defendants.

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL ACTION •

____ Jury Verdict, This action came before the Court for a trial by jury. The issues have been
tried and the jury has rendered its verdict.

X Decision by Court. This action has been considered and a decision has been rendered
by the Court.

IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that Defendants' Motions to Dismiss (Docs. 47,48,49, 
51,52, 56, 57, and 63) are GRANTED. All claims are DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE.

Paiae Wvmore-Wvnn
Clerk of Court

April 20.2021
Dated

/s/ Tracy Strodtman
(by) Deputy Clerk

April 26.2021
Entered



Additional material
from this filing is 

available in the
Clerk's Office.


