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Michael A. Goidfeder,

Rk Law

X201 Paciic Cosat Highway,

Hesmese Beach. CA 90254

Abomi i

Michael A. Goldfeder, SBN 162381
Attormney at Law

3201 Pacific Coast Hwy., Suite B
Hermosa Beach, CA 90254-9945

(310) 374-7011
Attorney for Plaintiff,
ANDRES GARCIA, JR.

O

May 2 7 1ang

ovndf Rong

Deputy

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE STATE OF
CALIFORNIA, COUNTY OF SAN BERNARDINO

ANDRES GARCIA, JR,,

Piaunff,

VS.

FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT, a pubilic entity;
FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT SCHOOL POLICE,
DEPARTMENT, a public entity;
LINDA MARTIN, Individually and
as an Assistant Principal;, GEORGE
MARTINEZ, individually and as a
School Police Officer:

ED SAUCERMAN, Individually and
as a School Police Officer; Does

1 Through 10, Inclusively

Defendants.
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FALSE IMPRISONMENT AND
FALSE ARREST

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF
EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

NEGLIGENCE

4) VIOLATION OF UNRUH ACT

CIVIL CODE SECTION
51.7 et seq.
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PLAINTIFF ALLEGES:

IRST C F N
FOR FALSE IMPRISONMENT AND OR FALSE ARREST
AS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS

1. Plaintiff is and at all times mentioned in this complaint was, a
resident of San Bernardino County, State of California.
2. Defendant, FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT, is now and

at all times mentioned in this complaint was a public corporation organized and
existing under the laws of the State of California, with its principal place of
business located at 9680 Citrus Avenue P.0. Box 5090, Fontana, California
92334-5090.

3 Defendant, FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL
POLICE DEPARTMENT, is now, and at all times mentioned in this complaint
was, a public corporation organized and existing under the laws of the State of
California, with its principal place of business located at business located at 9680
Citrus Avenue P.O. Box 5090, Fontana, Califomia 92334-5090.

4 Defendant, LINDA MARTIN, is an Assistant Principal employed by
the Fontana Unified School District, located at business located at 9880 Citrus
Avenue P.O. Box 5090, Fontana, California 92334-5090.

5. Defendant, GEORGE MARTINEZ, is a School Police Officer
employed by the Fontana Unified School District School Police Department,
located at the Fontana Unified School District, located at business located at
9680 Citrus Avenue P.0O. Box 5090, Fontana, Califomnia 92334-5090.
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6. Defendant, ED SUACERMAN, is a School Police Officer employed
by the Fontana Unified School District School Police Department, located at
located at the Fontana Unified School District, located at business located at
9680 Citrus Avenue P.0O. Box 5090, Fontana, Califomia 92334-5090.

7. Plaintiff is ignorant of the true names and capacities of the
Defendants sued fictitiously herein as DOES 1 through 10, Inclusive, and so sues
said Defendants under such fictitious names. In so suing said fictitiously named
Defendants, Plaintiff is informed and believes, and thereon alleges, that said
Defendants are in some manner responsible for the acts, errors and omissions
complained of herein and will amend this complaint when the true names and
capacities have been ascertained.

8. Plaintiff is informed and believes and thereon alleges that at all
times mentioned herein each of the Defendants were at all times acting as the
agents, servants, and employee of each of the remaining Defendants and were
at all times acting within the course and scope of said agency and employment
and with the knowledge, consent and ratification of each of the remaining
Defendants.

9. Defendant, LINDA MARTIN, is, and at all times mentioned in this
complaint was, an Assistant Principal employed by the FONTANA UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT, and acting within the course and scope of her employment
at all times.

10. Defendant, GEORGE MARTINEZ, is, and at all times mentioned in
this complaint was, a school police officer employed by the FONTANA UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL POLICE DEPARTMENT and acting within the
course and scope of his employment at all times. |

1. Defendant, ED SAUCERMAN, is, and at all times mentioned in this

complaint was, a school police officer employed by the FONTANA UNIFIED




SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL POLICE DEPARTMENT and acting within the
course and scope of his employment at all times.

12. In committing the acts alleged in this complaint, Defendant LINDA
MARTIN (assistant principal for the Fontana Unified School District) was acting
within the course and scope of her employment.

13. In committing the acts alleged in this complaint, Defendant
GEORGE MARTINEZ (school police officer for the Fontana Unified School

District School Police Department) was acting within the course and scope of his
empioyment.
14. In committing the acts alleged in this complaint, Defendant ED
SAUCERMAN (school police officer for the Fontana Unified School District

School Police Department) was acting within the course and scope of his

employment.

15. Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis alleges that all
of the wrongful acts of Assistant Principal LINDA MARTIN referred to in the
complaint were authorized by and committed under the instruction and
expressed or implied approval of Defendant FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL
DISTRICT. Further, Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis alleges
that all of the wrongful acts of Assistant Principal LINDA MARTIN referred to in
this complaint were subsequently ratified by Defendant FONTANA UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT, in that Defendant continued to employ Assistant Principal
LINDA MARTIN, after the acts alleged in this complaint were committed.

16. Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis alleges that all
the wrongful acts of Fontana Unified School District School Police Officer




GEORGE MARTINEZ referred to in this complaint were authorized by and
committed under the instruction and expressed or implied approval of
Defendants FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT and THE FONTANA
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL POLICE DEPARTMENT. Further,
Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis alleges that all of the wrongful
acts of Defendant GEORGE MARTINEZ referred to in this Complaint were
subsequently ratified by Defendants FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT
and THE FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL POLICE
DEPARTMENT. Further, Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis, in
that the Defendants continued to employ GEORGE MARTINEZ after the acts
alleged in this complaint were committed.

17. Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis alleges that all
the wrongful acts of Fontana Unified School District School Police Officer ED
SAUCERMAN referred to in this complaint were authorized by and committed
under the instruction and expressed or implied approval of Defendants
FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT and THE FONTANA UNIFIED
SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL POLICE DEPARTMENT. Plaintiff is informed and
believes and on that basis alleges that all of the wrongful acts of Defendant ED
SAUCERMAN referred to in this Complaint were subsequently ratified by
Defendants FONTANA UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT and THE FONTANA
UNIFIED SCHOOL DISTRICT SCHOOL POLICE DEPARTMENT. Further,
Plaintiff is informed and believes and on that basis, in that the Defendants
continued to employ ED SAUCERMAN after the acts alleged in this complaint
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were committed.

18. On or about June 12, 1997 at approximately 9:00 AM the Plaintiff
was on the campus of Fontana High School attending the morning
commencement practice for his High School Graduation ceremony, when he was
approached by an individual known as “Tom", who apparently is a school
narcotics officer for the Fontana Unified School District School Police
Department. “Tom” asked the Plaintiff if he knows who “Trouble” is and he says,
“yes. that is Julio Sanchez.” “Tom then asks him if he knows anything about the
vandalism (graffiti writing) of the school campus which occurred the previous
evening on June 11, 1997. After the Plaintiff tells “Tom” that he had no
knowledge or information about the vandalism of the school, he walks over to
participate in the practice graduation ceremony. Approximately 15 minutes later
“Tom” orders the Plaintiff to come over to where he is standing, which is
immediately adjacent to a police car from the Fontana Unified School District
Police Department. Seated inside the car is Defendant Ed Saucerman (a police
officer for the Fontana Unified School District Police Department) who also asks
the Plaintiff who “Trouble” is. Plaintiff tells Officer Saucerman that “Trouble” is
Julio Sanchez. Officer Saucerman then accuses the Plaintiff of knowing who did
the vandalism. When Plaintiff denies this allegation, Officer Saucerman tells him
that he (Plaintiff) is the person who vandalized the school (graffiti writing) last
night. When Plaintiff tells Officer Saucerman that he did not do it, Officer
Saucerman tells Plaintiff that an informant told him that Plaintiff was the person
known as (AKA) “Trouble” from the street gang known as “DBLS.” After Plaintiff
again denies these allegations, Officer Saucerman says “he is going to do his
homework and that he would get back to him (Plaintiff) later.”

19. As Plaintiff was walking back over to the commencement practice




he was visibly upset from the encounter. When he passed by several of the
school’s administrators, the Assistant Principal, D=*andant Linda Martin, said
sarcastically, “why don’t you smile.” Immediately after he walked past her, she
quickly walked over to Officer Saucerman’s patrol car and began talking with him
and “Tom ~

20. Approximately 30 minutes later “Tom” walks over to the Plaintiff and
orders him to see him after the graduation practice is over. “Tom” walks over to
the Plaintiff after the practice concludes and orders him to “come with me.” As
they are walking, “Tom” calls Assistant Principal Linda Martin on his portable
radio and tells her that the Plaintiff is with him, and that they are on the way to
her office. A few minutes later the Plaintiff is inside her office sitting by himself.
After approximately 10 minutes, all of the Defendants along with “Tom” walk into
the office closing the door behind them.

21. Assistant Principal Linda Martin begins the interrogation by saying,
“you know why you are here, right?” Plaintiff says he that he doesn’t, and asks
her to tell him why he was ordered to her office. She replies by saying, “well we
have information that you were involved or that you know who tagged the
school.” Plaintiff again denies any involvement and tells her that he has to go
home to get ready for the graduation ceremony that night. At this time Officer
Saucerman says, “the only place your going to go is jail uniess you start talking.”
Plaintiff continued to deny any involvement in the “tagging” of the school. After
continually denying the accusations, Officer Saucerman says, “get up Andy I'm
going to search you.” Plaintiff complied with this order and Officer Saucerman
removes a wallet from his (Plaintiff) pants and begins to search through its
contents without Plaintiff's consent.

22 Officer Saucerman finds a phone list inside the Plaintiff's wallet and

after inspecting it gives it to Linda Martin who compares it to some
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photographs apparently taken of the graffiti which was written on the school
campus. She looks at the Plaintiff and says, “I thought you weren'’t Trouble.”
Plaintiff tells her to look at it closely, “that's his (Trouble) address in jail.” Linda
Martin replies by saying, “young man we have enough proof here that it was
you.” Plaintiff tells her that he was with his family all night the prior evening and
that he did not do it (graffiti the school).

23. Plaintiff starts to tell the Defendants that he was at his home the
night before with his family and could not have vandalized the school. He tells
him to call them up they will tell you. Defendant Saucerman says, “‘we don't
have to call anybody.

24 Defendant Linda Martin says, “well if you didn’t do it then who did?”
Plaintiff replies by saying, “l didn't do it, do you think | would do something that
stupid the day before my graduation? Ali | wantto do is walk and get my
diploma.”

25. Defendant Linda Martin then says, “Ok, I'll give you a chance to find
out who did it and if you have a list on my desk by graduation then ['ll let you
participate in the ceremonies.” Plaintiff replies by saying, “that's not my job, you
go find out who did it.” At this time Defendant Saucerman stands up and says,
“Ok that's it, get up and put your hands behind your back.” Plaintiff was then
handcuffed and told to sit back down. He begged them to let him go and
participated in the graduation ceremony, and believe that he was telling them
the truth. Linda Martin said, “sorry, but unless you can prove to us that it wasn't
you, you're not going to graduate. With these papers (obtained from his wallet)
your chances don't look very good at all.” Both Defendants Saucerman and
Martin smile and walk out of the room.

26. Approximately five (5) minutes later they both walk back into the

room. and Linda Martin says, ‘we’ll give you one more chance to talk and tell
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