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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 1

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
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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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U^TED STATES COURT OF API _ALS 

FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 22-1825

In re: Rick Lee Searcy

Petitioner

Appeal from U.S. District Court for the Western District of Missouri - Kansas City
(4:21 -cv-00530-DGK)

JUDGMENT

Before LOKEN, BENTON, and ERICKSON, Circuit Judges.

Petition for writ of mandamus has been considered by the court and is denied. Mandate

shall issue forthwith.

April 26, 2022

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court: 
Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E. Gans

Appellate Case: 22-1825 Page: 1 Date Filed: 04/26/2022 Entry ID: 5150990



UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 22-1825

In re: Rick Lee Searcy

Petitioner

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

(4:21-cv-00530-DGK)

ORDER

The petition for rehearing by the panel is denied.

June 16, 2022

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court:

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

/s/ Michael E. Gans

Appellate Case: 22-1825 Page: 1 Date Filed: 06/16/2022 Entry ID: 5168454



FOR THE EIGHTH CIRCUIT

No: 22-1825

In re: Rick Lee Searcy

Petitioner

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

(4:21-cv-00530-DGK)

ORDER

Petitioner is restricted from filing in this court any documents containing pornography. 
The clerk of court is directed to refuse any filings that contain pornography.

June 03, 2022

Order Entered at the Direction of the Court: Clerk, U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit.

/s/ Michael E. Gans

Appellate Case: 22-1825 Page: 1 Date Filed: 06/03/2022 Entry ID: 5164156



IN HIE UNJ TEI> STATES DISTRI CT COURT FOR THE 
Wli^TT^NMSTRICT GrMISSGURJ 

WESTERN DIVISION

)RICK SEARCY,
>
)Plaintiff,
)

CaseNp. 4:21 «C V-fl0530-DG K)v.
)

CENTRAL JNTELU.G©ICE AGENdY, )
el aL 1

I
Defendants. )

ORDER CHANTING MOTHTNS TQ DISMISS AN!) DISMISSING REM AINING
GEAIMS

Now before the:CouW am DefiMdarftf WaynC Elliot, George Pickctl, John Sates,

Shawn L. Blair. Peter W. Sehtoss, Ghrfstoph© Hemdid Pickett, Stephen & Griffin, Werner A. 

Meemmann, the Church of Jesus atml of LailewDay Saints flJDS1*}, the Centra! JflKliigcaee 

Agency (XJAlsfoe National Security AgetieyC’NSA^, and die, Untied Siales Anriy’s (“Aang^) 

motions to disnusspro se PJaiirtfif Rick Seamy's'Amended Complaint! ECP No. 47,48,49,51. 

S3* 50,57.03. Plamftff s Amended. Complaint,ifagely alleges that Defendants have engaged in 

‘"synthetic telqtathy” m an ntieiMpttoeitherininad: him of‘‘recruit [him] for dietVown sexual 

gratification.” Compl. at 5. EOF No. I;Am GompLat 6-7, ECF No. 44. PIsinfifTs Amended 

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

facts sufficient to state a cause of aefioft, DelclidaMts' motions to dismiss are GRANTED, and

1 It appens tterptetmiffdties'nm hncndfdr (heAntcrHfcd CentdrittMo supetscde life.hittis! ootnplshtt. Instead, It 
appcare'Xlurt P.lafrrtilT irriendsthe-AmeadMi XSoiitplMtopJncptpemte aflcgtrtipnsniadc in (tic initial Gnnp'tajiiit editing 
"eddhtetial etfdcnoi*" end nddigofisl r^pdndcrtis—ii%iwayidie-Ai*j^«fd t®SV ttecnnsfedreQmri ^nd'fties'pmse 
dbmpfafnte fibritlly, ft c#5idB%"#ttegalibre'fljadyMb&hTtBiiMi!f smilial ccmiplairti and in Hie Amended Cbrilpliiim 
in rdling on ibis motion io dismiss.
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Plaintiff's motion for injunctive relief is DENIED. In addition, Plaintiffs claims against foe 

remaining defendants are DISMISSED WITHOUT PREJUDICE.

Standard of Review

A claim may be dismissed If it fails “to state ft claim upon which relief can be granted.'’ 

Fed R. Civ. P. l?ihtt6V. In ruling on a motion to dismiss, the Conn“must accept as true all of Che 

complaint's factual allegations and. view them in the light most favorable to the Plaintiff],'’ 

StodgMU v. Weihton Sdmol Dint, 512 F.3d 472.476 (8th Cir. 2008). However, “the Court is not 

bound to accept as true a legal conclusion couched as a factual allegation." Warmingfon v. Bd. of 

Regcnte of Untv. of Minn., 998 FJd 789,796 (gfo Or. 2021) (quoting Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 556 U.S. 

66? 678 f 2009Vi. To avoid dismissal, a complaint must include “enough fr ets to State a claim to 

relief that is plausible on its free,* Bell Monde Carp. v. TSvamhty, 550 U.S. S44. 570 (2007). 

This is because defeidant must reMve fait: notice of what the claim is and foegrounds on which 

it rests. Id. at $65. “A claim has facial ptasIWlity When the plaintiff pleads factual content that 

allows the court to draw Hie reasonable inference that the defendantIs liable for foe misconduct 

flitted.*' 556 U.S. at 678. the Plaintiff need. hot demonstrate foe claim is probable, only 

foat:i( is more than just; possible. Id.

In reviewing foe complaint foe Court construes it liberally and draws all reasonable 

inferences from foe frets in Plaintiffs favor, Momon v. Drug Enforcement Admin.. 5S9P.3d.952. 

261 (8th Cir. 2009).

Discussion

Plaintiff dates that foe CIA, JSSA, and, foe Atmy are engaged in flic use of telepathic 

weaponry against United States citizens, and that all of foe Defendants have conspired to enga^ 

in sexual abuse of children, drug smuggling, assassination attempts, sex trafficking psychological

2
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warfare, mind control, murder, rape, spouse-swapping, etc. Plaintiff makes no factual al legations

which allow die 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. 47,48,49,51,52,56,57,63, are GRANTED, Plaintiffs claims

against these Defendants sue DISMISSED WITH PREJUDICE.

The only remaining claims in. this case are against Defendants James Michael Kennedy, 

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

R. Civ. P. 4fmL 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. Kurka v. Iowa City, £22 

F.3d 953. 957 (8th Cir, 20101. Plaintiff cannot establish good cause because his. complaint does

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

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

PREJUDICE.

Plaintiffs motion for injunctive relief is DENIED1.

IT IS SO ORDERED.

Date: April 20, 2022 {si Greg Ravs___________ ■_____
GREG KAYS, JUDGE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

2 Defendant Bob Griffin is deceased, so Plaintiff would not. be. able to serve him even if be were granted an extension, 
fe Mot. EOF No,6S.-

3
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LJ IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE 
WESTERN DISTRI CT OF MISSOURI 

WESTERN DIVISION

)RICK LEE SEARCY,
)
)Plaintiff,
)

No. 4:21 -CV-00530-DGK)v.
)

CENTRAL INTELLIGENCE AGENCY, et aL, )
)
)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.

Paise Wvmore-WvnnApril 20.2021
Dated Clerk of Court

/s/ Tracv StrodtmanApril 26. 2021
Entered (by) Deputy Clerk




