Appendix

A. Eighth Circuit Court of Appeals “Wﬁt 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.
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Anited States Court of Appeals
Afor 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 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Filed: January 4, 2023 [ Unpublished]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.

1The Honorable Greg Kays, United States District Judge for the Western District of
Missouri.



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.
/s/ Michael E. Gans
Appellate Case: 22-1873 Page: 1 Date Filed: 01/04/2023 Entry ID: 5232389



IN THE UNITED. STATES 3 DISTRICT" COURT FOR THE
WEST! RN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI

WF‘ST['RN Dl\’lSION
RICK SEARCY, )
Plaintify, g
v. ; Cast No. 4:21-CV-00530-DGK
CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, %
et al. )
Defendants. :

ORDER GRANTING MOTIONS TO DISMISS AND DISMISS
CLAIMS

Not beforé the Court are Defendants™ Wayné Mifehiell Elliot, Geatge Pickett, John Sates,
Shawn L. Blair, Peter W. Schioss; Christophier Hersche! Pickeft, Stepher K. Griffin, Wemier A.
Moeritmann, the Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints :(“msv); the Central fntclligence
Agency (“CIA™), thé National Security Agency (NSA™), and the United States Atmiy’s (“Army”™)
motions to dismiss pro-se Plaintiff Rick Searcy’s Amended Complaint.' ECF No. 47, 48;,39; 51,
52, 56,57.63. Pl‘aimifP‘s_Am‘é‘gdédCpln‘[ﬂﬁ‘fnﬂ:ir“ge!yt‘ alleges that Defendants have engaged in
“synthetic telepathy™ in.an attémpt. (. cither murder him of “recruit [him] for thejr own sexual
grxﬂ'iﬁc:atf?mx."'§ Compl. at 5, ECF Mo, 1; Am. Compl. at 6-7, ECF No. 44.. Plaintiff’s-Amended
Complaint glso incorporates.a mation for irfjnctive relicf. Because Ploiutiff has feiled 1o allege

facts sufficient to state 0.cause of action, Defendants’ motions to dismiss are GRANTED, and

{18 appears that PlatnifTdocs not mwnd for the: Amended Complaini to supemda Aris initial complnmt {nstead, it
appears that Plaintify’ intends the. Amended Comgalatat 1o, inmxpomte allcgotions;mide in the inifia? contplaidt, ﬂddmg
“additionsl evidence™ and additionst mspnndcutﬁmﬁmmhv ihe Aty and LDS, Becairethic: Ccmrt construes p
coﬁﬁf‘itﬁf“ [xm"y, it considers g aifegations ninde in both Plaintifis mﬁm1 comp!mﬁi‘am in flic Ametided Catplint
in roling on'this mofion to disniss,
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remaining defendants are HISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE.
Standard of Review

A claim may be dismissed if it Gils “to' state a°claim upon which relicf ean be graitted.™

&), In ruling on a motion to dismiss, ficCourt “must accept as true all-of the
complaints faotual allegations and view them. in’ the. light most favorable. to the ﬂaintiﬁﬂ:?

76 (8th Cir. 2008). Howdver; “the Court is‘rtot,

Stadghill v. Wellston Séhool Dist., 812.F.3d 47

bound fo aceept us true-a legal conclusion conched as a-‘fhaiualal’lbgaﬁon.“ Warmington v, Bd. of

Regents of Univ. of Mirmi. 796 (8ih Cir..2021) (quoting Asherofi v. Igbal, 556
(62, 678 {7009)). To avoid dismissal:a campl":ﬁn‘i must-include “enough facts to state 3 claini

40 (2007),

relief that is plausible on its face.” Bell Agfamﬁ‘_c' Corp. v. Twombly, 350 L1
This is because-defendant.must.réceive fair nofice of ‘what the‘claiin is @nd the grounds ¢it which
it-rests. Id. at 565. “A-claimhas facial plausibifity When the plaintiff pleads factual content that

allows thic court to-draw fhe reasonable inference:that the defendant is liable for the misconduct

alleged,” fghal, 556 78, The Plaintifl nced nof demonsirate the claim is probabile, only
¢hat it is more than just possible. /d.

In reviewing the: complaint, the. Court construes it liberally and draws all reasonable

inferences from the facts in Plaintiffs favor. Monson v. Drig Enforcement Adinin., $89.£.34.
© 961 (Bth Cir. 2009).
Discussion
Plaintifl elaims that the CIA, NSA; and the Army dr¢ engaged in:the use of iclépathic
weaponty ggainst United. Siates citizens, and thatall of the, Defendanis have conspired to engage

in soxual abuse.of children, drog smuggling. assasstnation attempts. sex trafficking, psychological

2
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warfare, mind control, murder, rape, spouse-swapping, etc. Piéintiﬂ:’ makes no factual allegations
which allow 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’ motjnns, ECF Nos. 47, 48, 49, 51, 52, 56, 57,63, are GRANTED. PlaintifT's claims
against these ﬁefendanrs are DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.

The only remaining claims in this case are against Defendants James Michael Kennedy,
R.Civ P 4(m). the Court must dismiss without prﬁju-dl;ce 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. Kurka v. Jowa City, §28

57 (8th Cir. 2010). Plaintiff cannot establish good cause because his compﬂaim does

not state a claim upon which reljef could be granted.? Plaintiff's claims against James Michael
Kennedy, Christy Lea Fischer, and Bob Griffin are therefore DISMISSED WITHOUT
PREJUDICE.

Plaintiff’s motion for injunctive relief is DENIED.

IT 18 SO ORDERED.
{8/ Greg Kays

GREG KAYS, JUDGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Date: _April 20. 2022

2 Defendant Bob Griffin is deceased, so Plaintiff would not be able to serve him even if he were granted an extension,
See Mot ECF No, 63.
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE l—
‘ WESTERN DISTRICT OF MISSOURI
WESTERN DIVISION
RICK LEE SEARCY,
Plaintiff,
No. 4:21-ev-00530-DGK.

V.

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, et al.,

R B S T g

Defendants.

_____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.

April 20. 2021 _Paige Wymore-Wynn

Dated Clerk of Court

April 26. 2021 {s/ Tracy Strodtman _

Entered (by) Deputy Clerk




Additional material
from this filing is
W available in the
Clerk’s Office.



