Case 2:14-cv-06521-Kl\,:3C Document 21 Filed 11/24/15 ’ge 1 of 89 PageiD: 257

ATTORNEY ID. NO.: 048541994
LAW OFFICES OF

ALFONSE A. DE MEO, ESQ. P.C.

60 WASHINGTON STREET, SUITE 301
MORRISTOWN, NEW JERSEY 07960

(973) 284-1444 FAX (973) 2B4-1544
ATTORNEYS FOR: CLARK DEMETRO,
AMERICAN ROMANI CIVIL RIGHTS GROUP,
AND CLARK & SONS CONSTRUCTION, LLC,
PLAINTIFFS

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY
NEWARK VICIMNAGE

CLARK DEMETRO,
UNION COUNTY, NEW JERSEY

and

CLARK & SONS CONSTRUCTION, LLC.
UNION COUNTY, NEW JERSEY

Plaintiff,
v. CIVIIL ACTION NO.
2:14-CV-06521-KM—-SCM

CIVIL RIGETS COMPLAEINT
LND JURY DEMAND

NATIONATL BSSOCIATIOK OF BUNCO |
INVESTIGATIONS, 1
BZLTIMORE COUNTY, MREVLAND

ang |
ROBERT POCHEF., ind:ividuc. capacity
MIDDLESEX COUNTY, WE¥ JERSEY

and §
TOWHSEIT OF WOODBEZDGEE, NEVY JLRASLCY .
and

JOHN DOE, JOHN DO BEING X
FICTITIOUS NAME REPRESENTING !
ONE OR MOER PERSONS ‘

Defendants. f
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A. JURISDICTION, VENUE

1. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction under 28
U.8.C. §1331 for the claims that arose out of federal law and/or
the federal constitution. This Court has subject matter
jurisdiction under 28 U.S8.C. §1367 for the state law claims,
because they “arose from the same common nucleus of operative of
facts” as the federal claims.

2. Venue is properly laid under 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b) (2} as a
substantial amount of the complained of events occurred within
this judicial district and/or caused harm within this judicial
district.

B. PARTIES
FIRST PLAINTIFF

1. Plaintiff, Clark Demetro (“Demetro”) is & citizen of the
State of New Jersey, with an address in Union County, New
Jersey.

SECOND PLAINTIFF

1. Plaintiff, Clark & Sons, Construction (“Clark & Sons”), is
a limited liability company formed in the State of New Jersey
with an address in the Stete cf New Jersev and the County of

Unionn County.
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SECOND DEFENDANT

1. Robert Pochek ("Pochek”) 1s a police officer and member of
Defendant NABI. Pochek is a resident of the State of New
Jersey.

THIRD DEFENDANT

1. Defendant Township of Woodbridge, hereinafter “Township of
Woodbridge” is a New Jersey municipal corporation and is the
legal entity responsible for itself and for the Woodbridge
Police Department. This Defendant is alsc the employer of the
individual Defendant, Robert Pochek, and maintains the database
from which Defendants Pochek, NABI and John Does obtained
confidential information regarding Demetro and other “Gypsies”
profiled on NABT, is a proper entity to be sued under both
N.J.5.A. 10:6~1{c) (NJCRA) and N.J.S.A. 10:5-1 et seqg. (NJLAD;.

FOURTH DEFENDANT

1. John Doe is a fictitious name representing the individusl
members or NABI who committed the acts or omissions alleged in
this Complaint, but whose names are not known to the Plaintiffs.

A. NATURE OF ACTION

1. This is an action for an award of damages, declaratory and

injunctive relief, attorney’'s fees and other relief on behalf of
Plaintiffs, Clark Demetzo (“Plaintiff” or “Demetro”)and Clark &

Sons against certzin police officers and the National

kssoclation of Bunco Investigations (“NABI™).

z This actior is brought pursuant to the Federal Civil Rights
Statute. LI U.F.Z. L L8er, T9BI. the New Jersey Civi] Fights
Eoz. K.O.ELR. Il:io-loT ~he New Jersesv Lav EgzIinst
Discriminegzzon, N.J.E.i&. T(:3-1. Thz 3ezzch and Seilzure Claussas
cf —ne Un--—2c S=zwes anz Ne Jerssy Zonstituziocorns, U.Z. CZons=
emenc. V. abrl.Celog vl Zone. Amesno. IV, N.J. Cans{””
erz. I, S 7. tne Eguzl P or Cilauses and Dus Process
Tlzus : ) < o New Jsrsey Constitutions, U.3
Zonst B gxt. I. 9 1, anc the following
£I&TE z ameTlon and commercial

cLspe

z Tni=z gravamen of this Complaint is the unconstituticonal
discrimination against persons of Romani ethnicity, specific tc
tnis Complaint CTlark Demetrc, based on the teachings of the
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National Association of Bunco Investigation (“NABI”). NABI is
an association of national law enforcement personnel who train
and otherwise perpetuate the dogma of “selective prefiling” of
“"Gypsies”, because according to NABI,

(a} “Romani citizens [or "Gypsies”] are a modern day
take on notorious gypsies of old. They’ll [steal
your] checkbooks, jewelry..anything that they think
they can convert to money.” A true and correct copy
of , NABI’'s Article, entitled, “Self-Proclaimed
“Gypsies” Bilking Tucsonans”, by Som Lisaius, is
attached as Exhibit 1.

{b) ([Officer Sgro, a member of NABI’s Board and a
Philadelphia police officer] “reported that
["Gypsies”] are not merely ‘banjo playing buffoons’
but are pecple raised from a young age believing that
it is their God-given mission in life to cheat the
rest of us..{T]lhey are inbred, loaded with money,
constantly move, fregquently jump bail, attempt to
bribe their way out of jail (sometimes with phony
bonds} and are inveolved in far more crimes than the
mafia.” B true and correct copy of 10/9/2008 article,
“Review of Officer Louis Sgro’s speech on Fortune
Telling and the Law”, Eric Kreig, 1/13/200% is
attached as Exhikit 2.

{(cy “Igncrance 1is the Gypsies’ weapon against the
outside world.” A true and correct copy of the
1/13/2009 NAEI article is attached as Exhibit 3.

FACTE COMMON TO RZD COUNTE

ROMENZE F SUPEIES

; LOMELLS Zre recZOCLRlIZes &f & ClETinet €Tnnis mopu_stlorn of
LSLgr CTLTLT ThTroughout nNLisTory 2nd LT numerous COunTrLes,
ncoiuding Tne U3, Thney nave sulfered discoiminaTicnh Dessl oo
cEsumes connecItiorn betweer criminality and thelr race natTionzl
arigirn (hereinzfter referred to as “race”). 1
< A - : 5 . W - - FF

TN rrLess ¢therwise stated, the term “Romar: ans

o~ L e — e H 3 N -— L = N

Cvpsy” are used interchangeably in this Complzint.
. FlsToricelliy, this raciel targeting has been effectec bv
staete actors of tne country inflicting the discrimination.:
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FNZ: Marinescu v. Attorney General of U.S., 2008 WL
2529713, *3 (C.A.3) {(“The Judge found that 95% of Roma
in Romania live in an “overt fear of violence,” and
that “substantial” discrimination exists in education,
housing, medical care, employment and social
services.”); European Convention on Human Rights. D.H.
and Others v. Czech Republic, 57325/00, Council of
Europe: European Court of Human Rights, 7 February
2006, available at: http://
www.unhcr.org/refworld/docid/469e020e2. html
(recognizing Romani children as belonging to a specific
race and permitting discrimination claim by Romani
children who were not permitted to attend school):
Sinti & Roma, United States Holocaust Memorial Museum,
Victims of the Nazis (the Nazis performed cruel and
unusual experiments on Romani and their children in an
attempt to determine the link between heredity and
criminality, based on the perception that all Gypsies
were criminals) .

3. Romani are referred to as “Gypsies” by the relevant law
enforcement and National Association of Bunco Investigation
{“NABI”}.

4. “Gypsy” is not a sub-class of Romani nor doces it refer to
an internal criminal organization with the Romani people (it is
not the same as distinguishing between Mafia and a specific
ethnic group~Irish, Russian, Italia).3

FN3: See e.g., Oxford English Dictionary (defining
“Romany” as “gipsy” and “gipsy” as “member cf =2

wandering race (by themselves called Romani) of Hingu
origin”}, pg. 724, 1730; Webster’s New World Dictlioner:
{same), pgs. &48, 1750.
5. The terms “Romenl” anc “Gyvpsv” refer o Thie same Z.ass of
pecpie, but the Iormer 1s the Dolltica Iy CoIrregt TErXm ant Ths
lgtter L& simply the derogetory ecLtherl.f
TNé Same 1g conIirmed Dy & Proliessor
Tan Hancock. Hancock s & & T or Thg
Romani peoplile. An excerpt of ed
experience is as follows: “Ths Honorahble Jan ¥
Hancock is the Representative to the UN {EZC-S507/NGC
Category II) and to UNICEF for the Romani people, anc
was appointed by Precident Bill Clinton 1o rspresent
Roma on the U.S. Holocaust Memoriazl Council in 1887

He elso is a North American member of the Vienna-based

()]
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International Reomani Parliament..”

NABI

6. NABI is an organization, comprised mainly of law
enforcement members, who work in concert to operate as a “Gypsy
Task Force”.

7. NABI was created in 1984 and its purpose is

{a) To educate law enforcement (regular members) as
well as non-law enforcement (associate members) on
Gypsies, who NABI alleges commit specific types of
crimes; and,

(b) To share and to enhance communication between law
enforcement agencies by distributing [state]
information on Gypsies.

True and correct copies of NABI‘’s Articles of Association, NABI
ABOUT US Page, NABI’s Home Page, and NABI'S Membership Ferm are
attached as Exhibits 4, 5 and 6.

MEMBERS AND SHARING OF STATE INFORMATION

8. NABI’s membership is geared towards law enforcement
persconnel, including police officers and prosecutors. E.g., Ex.
6.

9. NABI has two classes cf memberships: (1) Regular Members
and (2) Associate Members.

1C Regular Mambership iz restricies w2 incividuzls whe ar-s

" M .~ - —- . -~ T ST e e s A = T3 -
employed in law enfiorzemsnt Dr.ls regulir members NEve Ul
access ©o the NAELD webslts ang gataebazse.

1

12. Over eight
enforcemant, EXx. . includ ny L&V en
from New Jersey.
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13. NABI specifically recruits law enforcement officers to join
as members:

"If you would lIike to join and you are a sworn law
enforcement officer, work for an agency which directly
supports law enforcement, or are in a support capacity
in a law enforcement agency or other entity, you may
be eligible for membership.” Ex. 6.

14. Since 1984, NABI has encouraged law enforcement officers to
“share” information on “Gypsies”. Exs. 4, 6.

15. NABI intentionally “shares” informaticn, without any
independent verification of the veracity of the information, on
its target group, same being “Gypsies”, to allegedly further
its’ purpose, to train, educate and better enable its law
enforcement members to identify, target, capture and prosecute
“"Gypsies” but in reality to advance its agenda of illegally
profiling and targeting persons of Romani descent.

16. NABI law enforcement members share their version of
information on Gypsy “criminals” by submitting postings on
Gypsies to the NABI website 2s well as other, more traditional
communication means.

17. Much of the information law enforcement members share is
state information, some of which is extremely confidential, such
as individual’s social security numbers and identifiers such as
their F.B.I. identification numbers. Trus and corract copies of
excerpts from April 2, 2002, the March 30, 2012, NERI bulletin
and the 2014 NABI Logs ARE zttached as Exhibit

ot o+

LE Trls g

[PEL VI

1%. NAEI would not De ablée o “share” informatlion to the degree
it does if its members didn’t uti.ire the'r access -o State
resources to obtair confidentizl ancd personz. datz on the




Case 2:14-cv—06521-K«”BC Document 21 Filed 11/24/15 Page 8 of 89 PagelD: 264

“Gypsies” listed in NABI’s “Gypsy” Gallery, such as their social
security numbers.

NABI’s OFFICERS AND BOARD OF DIRECTORS

20. Every NARI Officer and every member of NABI’s Board of
Directors, Directors Emeritus, Board of Advisors and NABI's
Webmaster is a police officer or comparable law enforcement
agent and none are non-law énforcement. A true and correct copy
of NABI's “Board of Directors” page is attached as Exhibit 10.

21. Defendant Robert Pochek is a member of NABI’s Board of
Directors. Ex. 10.

22. Louis Sgro is a member of NABI’s Directors Emeritus. Ex.
10.

NABI‘’S INFORMATION SHARING MEDIUMS

23. NABI trains and educates its law-enforcement members
through training seminars and through print mediums, including
its web-site's,

(a) “Gypsy” Gallery:

(b) “Gypsy” Bulletins;

(c) “Gypsy"” News;

(d) “Gypsy” Logs (sent via weekly emails and available
online):

(e) “Gypsy” Crime and Scam Descriptions.

NARI TRAINING SEMINARS AND ARTICILS

_The Usuel
mes recap
t 11, pg.l

rofiling.

r
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25. Through its training seminars and programs, NABRI advances
its prcgram of profiling and targeting Romani citizens. NABI's
training seminars are:

“ftiypically 1-2 day sessions, these regional seminars are
requested by agencies that may sponsor and/or host the
seminars. Sponsoring agencies have included attorneys
general offices, state training academies, law enforcement

“GypsyY'” GALLERIES AND OTHER PRINT MEDIUMS

26. Each page of the “Gypsy” Gallery has approximately fcur (4)
color photos of different individuals.

27. Below each photo is the individual’s,

(a) Name;

(b) Social security number and FBI number;

(c) Date of birth,

(d) Last known address/proximate location and

(e) Informative paragraph describing (through the

‘colored’ language of the submitter and NARI) the crimes
the individual has [allegedly] committed. Exs. 7, 8 and
9.

28. In any given year, there are hundreds of individuals listed
in the “Gypsy” Gallery. Each year, almost all of these
individuals are Gypsies. Many of the postings include
confidential information available to the contributing law
enforcement officer only by virtue of his official capacity as &
law enforcement officer.

ze The source of the identilicat

Gvpsies” g NREI's lav enforcement

Zye ensouragsr T¢ share data obial

pericormence <I tnelir ¢illclezl Stat

Tne DUIDDSEe:s s£tTaTel Ir Feracgrapn £

Fooexr.l Foconsi, Woodbriages, kew Jer

Irnfcrmztiorn Snerong Svatem, pg .

3C “"Svpesv” News contains articles and updetes for law
enforcement members with infermation and summaries from past
seminars. It alsc contains “liaw enforcement only treining”.
NREZ, lLigion ! Information Dhering Jvstom, at id. which I1s
nothin: mors Lhan U vl el information intended to promete
ezhnic profiling and tergeting of Romani persons by law
enforcement cfficer
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31. “Gypsy” Logs, sent via email, are sent to NABI's law
enforcement members on a weekly basis. Exhibit 9 is an
example of a Gypsy Log.

NABI SURVEILLANCE

32. NABI law-enforcement members regularly conduct “Gypsy”
survelllance and research including,

(a) Constructing detailed family histories and family
trees on thelr local “Gypsies”; and,
{b) Staking out “Gypsy” weddings.

33. NABI law-enforcement members stake out “Gypsy” weddings to
gather data. They take countless photos and list the make,
mocdel and license plate of the vehicles driven by each “Gypsy”
at the wedding. A true and correct copy of a NABI Logs dated
July 24, 2014, “Intel {Gypsy King’s Son to Marry)” and 2002 NABI
“Gypsy” wedding report are attached as Exhibit 132, 13B.

34. NABI intends the full, detailed information on each “Gypsy”
identified on the cite as well as the information on how teo
identify potential “Gypsy” crimes, to be used to by law
enforcement members, including police officers and prosecutors,
in the investigation of crimes in their relative jurisdiction
and to target or profile Romani persons.

35. NABI further intends for the areas accessible to ass
members, such as those detalling crimes regularly committ

-

“Gypsles” to be used by citizens in reporting potentizl

-
-

36. Once informztion is posted on a “Gypsle” on NREI, 1t i
ziwavs accessible on the restricted wsb-sitz and can be
specifice’lly ssarchned by Regular Membars (I.e. wolice oiflcers
7. Informetion is often updated when & prospecilve “Gvpsy’ L:s
convicted or arrestad but rarelvy i at 2l when e Gvpsy s
acguizted or otherwise has had the actilon terminzte ir Thair
favor. As a result the informaiicon carn b2 Lnacourats or
misrepresentative of the person’s actual background resulT:ing ir
additiongl profiliing and discrimination.

CONSTRUCTION—WORKER—GYPSIES PRESUMED TC BE BURGLARS ON NLERI

38. NABI, by and through its members, teaches that there i=s z
reasonable belief that criminel “Gypsy” activity is z-Ifoot wher,

10
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{a) a Gypsy 1is present, and, (b) said Gypsy is engaging in
certain kinds of legal business related activities.

39. NABI’s publication entitled, “Self-Proclaimed “Gypsies”
Bilking Tucsonans, explained that a “Gypsy” whe is dressed in
maintenance or construction worker’s clothes or who inquires if
a neighbor is selling a car is actually using the business
conduct as a front to “case” residential homes. Ex. 1, pg. 1.

40. The above article continued to explain that police
believe that all “Romani” or “Gypsies” are criminals;
“"[t]lhey’ll [steal your] checkbook, jewelry.anything.”. Id.

41. An Orange County Sherriff’s Office Intelligence
Bulletin published a.similar statement.

42. The Intelligence Bulletin offered tips on identifying
early stages (planning/casing) of “Gypsy” burglaries by the
presence of a Gypsy and one of the following vehicles:

{(a) Emerican-made construction wvehicle (i.e.
Ford, Chevy, Dodge Ram, International and
Sterling); or |

(b) Mcbile homes (usually manufactured by
Franklin, Executive Deram, Lancaster or
Heritage), especially if it has a2 “For-Sale” sign
or lacks tags; or,

(c) New (1
trucks (sp

=% e 2 v,
_led tires); oz,

— e e T

£3., OQfficer Louig Sgro, z member oI the NAEI ¢ Emiri-uc
Board, was the authcr of the 2007 post submittec ¢ NADD
for re-publication slleging Demetzc had & record fo-
assaulting police officers and domestic viclence (ses
Defamation Claim, Count 4} and assistec {IZllcer Morganhan
from the Cherry Hill Police Department in investigetions
targeting Demetro in the early 2000’s, made the folliowing
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statements regarding “Gypsies”,

(a) “Mr. Krelg, I appreciate that you would like
to remazin open minded on the issue of Gypsies.
As a former police detective in [Philadelphia]
and an Insurance Fraud investigator for the past
several years, I passed that stage years ago.
The Gypsy people believe it is the({ir] divine
right to commit.property crimes against the
‘Gadjo’. {(Any non-Gypsie)}.” Ex. 2.

(b) “Let me put it this wey: I see a fancy edgg on

268

the front lawn. I’'m not going to discount the Tooth

Fairy or Santa Clause, [(b}]ut chances are, it’s the
Easter Bunny.” Ex. 11, pg. 5.

CLARK DEMETRO

44. Demetro owns a registered home improvement company, Clark
Sons Construction, and has been in the industries of automobile
repair and home improvement since the 1830's.

45. Demetro 1s an ethnic Romani. Romani are identified as a
distinct ethnic group and having a national origin cf India.

46. Demetro, by virtue of his physical appearance and surname,
is readily identified as Romani by other Romani, the pclice and
NABI. Ex. i1, pg. 2.

47 . Further, since on or be

ore 2002, ©
anforcement were aware thart o

= NABI and law
I Romani decent:

I»]

iah On or pefors Septempsr ¢, 2002, Demetre hac
informes officer Wolllan Monagnhan. wnl worisd w.Tr
Defendent Sgre QUILnG TRET TLME periac. Thet hiE wWas ¢
RKomanz aeczenz

< Or or pelore oI 2301 WEEID nec proiiles
Demelire r 2

= Booessed state Irnformetiorn, including confidentiel
informeticon, such as Deme7rC’s SOTlLz. SSCUNITY number and
FBI Identification Number, and Lister same on The NAEI
website below Demetrc’s phetograph. Exe. 7, B and &, (see
infra, Count 1-5;.

&

12
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(b) Falsely labeled Demetro as a “Gypsy” criminal, who
uses his construction business to commit fraud and who has
a propensity to assault police officers and women. (see
infra, Count 1-2)

DEMETRO’ 8 DETENTICNS, ARRESTS AND PROSECUTIONS

49. Police officers, primarily in the State of New Jersey, have
targeted Demetro based on the false perception, taught by NABI,
that “Gypsies” are inherently criminal.

50. 1In 1994, Demetro was detained and questioned by the Cherry
Hill Police after he inguired about a vehicle outside his
neighbor’s home (he had asked whether it was for sale or whether
they needed a mechanic as it had been parked and inoperable for
weeks) .

51. The Incident Report cited him for Harassment based on the
above; he was never indicted or prosecuted as his conduct was
not illegal.

52. In 19%4, Demetro was detained and gquestioned after he had a
verpal argument with a superintendent who was attempting to
self-evict Demetro in lieu of the legal notice requirement and
the hearing process required by state statute.

£3. The Cherry Hill Police Department cited him for Harassment
based on the above: he was never indicted or presecuted as his
conduct was not illegal.

S54. Ir or arounc 12¢¢, Demetro was arrested for Stalking and
Hzrazssment by ths Dvesham Township police.

cI Demetrs was Zouni o n o poth charces
O or o snout Septemper LD

533 DEMETrT WaE &IrresTer ani prosecutec for Thelft of Sarvices
or. or zbout Sentemoner 1L, b

ST, The gngrge ¢f Tneft oI Lerviocss was ZLosmIissel on or zbous
Tenrusry Lo, L9ET

St Jemetrs was gamfling i n ¢r arcund December
25, ZB8E: ne unimowincliyv ga z £100.00C bill at a
casine anc was arrestec basec simply on the act of having said
pill in his possessicon for (a; Theft by Deception and (b) Forged
Writing

13
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59. The charge of Forged Writing was dismissed on or about
February 28, 2000.

60. In or around 1998 or 1998, a surveillance camera caught the
following incident on camera: Several, plain-clothed (no
uniform/badge}, off-duty police officers in Hillsborough County,
Florida, were assaulting a third-party. Demetro came to the
rescue of the third-party, who it seemed was being attacked by
multiple men. The police never identified themselves to
Demetro, but arrested him and caused him to be prosecuted for,
(a) Opposing an Cfficer with Violence, (b) Battery on Law
Enforcement Officer (2 counts).

61. The jury found Demetro not guilty of all charges after
watching the above referenced video.

62. In or about 2002, Demetro was residing in a house in Cherry
Hill; the mortgage was under an allas’ name of his brother, Tony
Gold.

63. In or around 2002, Demetro was using a Mercedes; the lopan
was under an alias’ name of his brother, Tony Gold.

64. Demetro paid the mortgage and the loan, but the titles were
under Tony Gold’s name as he had better credit.

€5. Cherry Hill Police Department arrested Demetro for (a)
Forgery, (b) Falsifying Records (2 counts), (c} Theft by
Deception, (d} Wrongful Impersonation, (e) Falsifying Financial
tatements and {f) False Swearing.

July 2. 2004, *the zbove actlon terminated in his fever
Zor ell ©f tne above except Ior Forgery and relsifving Racords
£7 . DemsTrc was Lnduced into accepiuing & gullty pies for the
Two o Counts wher law enforzement threatensl to charge nhig long-
—=rn goirzlIrienc, Ms. Cooper, wiih periury
ot Mz, looper wes £ parelegal and had testified bhefcre ths
granc-tury that the Individusl on the mortgage and Demsire wers
r fact twe rezl, but different peoples

c The lssue stemmed from the fact that the two individuals,
Demetroe and ths parson on the mortgage and car loan, looked very
imilar and had been :identified as the same person by local

ecords people. A true and correct copy of a photo of Demtro and

14
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Tony Gold is attached as Exhibit 14,

70. ©On June 15, 2005, Demetro was charged by the Cherry Hill
Police Department, (Officer Morganhan) with the following
crimes, (1) Forgery (2 Counts), (2) Tampering with Public
Records (2) Counts, (3) Official Misconduct, {4) Liability for
Another, Bribery, (5) Conspiracy, Bribery.

71. A1l charges terminated in Demetro’s favor on or before
October 30, 2007.

72. The charges stemmed out of incidents where Demetrc had
accompanied several individuals to the DMV in order to assist
them in filling out paperwork.

73. These individuals weren’t well known to Demetro, but they
were of Romani decent and he therefore offered to assist them as
they couldn't read.

74. On June 2, 2011, Demetro’s neighbor called 911.

75. Demetro was charged and prosecuted (despite the fact that
his neighbor and not himself had called 9811) for (a) Falsely
Calling 911, (b) Simple Assault and (¢} Harassment.

76. On September 19, 2011, the action terminated in Demetro’s
favor as all counts were dismissed for lack of probable cause.

77. Demetro has recently been arrested for failing to place his
registration number on a home improvement contract and for
including = liguidated damages clause.
78, It s anticipeated that these zcticons wiil terminates irn Ris
Zavor in the nezr or immeciazte Iuture,
7%, Bzsec upon the fazlse parception and that Dametryo nac baer
charged with in or around twenty-gi¥ (¢! crimee since LEHE in
&_L bur trreg (I, the Czse nas TermirzTes L Demetro’e fzver
Tne Zazctes of the ncidents =zre set ZorIh zbove
COUNT ONE, DEFAMRATION

(DEMETRO V. NAEBI, POCHEK AND JOEN DOL,
1 Plaintiff incorporates the above paragraphs as if statec
-

forth in full.

It
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2. The following statement was made by Defendant Pochek on or
about May 22, 2014,

“[Clark Demetro] uses his home improvement company, Clark & Son
Construction, to scam victims into paying for work that is never
performed.” Ex. 9,

3. Below this statement was a photograph of Demetro and Clark
& Sons’ business card and Demetro’s social security number.

4, Pochek submitted this statement to NABI.

5. On or about the same date, NABI printed the above
statements on their Logs section, which is available on NAEI’S
website and emailed to law enforcement members on a weekly
basis.

6. The statement that Demetro, uses his home improvement
company, Clark & Son Construction, to scam victims into paying
for work that is never performed, is false as neither Demetro
nor the company has “scammed” victims into paving for work and
thereafter never performing.

7. A statement asserting that a business is routinely used to
perpetrate “scams” and that the contracted home repairs are
"never performed” calls into guestion the gquality of services
performed by Clark & Sons and same is done to inflict pecuniary
harm and stop or detract from business.

8. Defendants communicated the above statemsnt intentionally,
negligentliy or recklesely ac:

fc) The term “uses” clezrlv COMMURLIETEeE Thnal Demewr:
perpetrates home improvement frauds Throusn s Sug.noce ar
an ongoing basils, per above. same & noT acourate:

{d) Both had access to state infcrmztion anc sams

when obtaining information on Demetrc, such as his sccizal

1€
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security number, but failed to check or accurately report
the lack of a criminal record, for the type of crimes they
alleged Demetro commits;

{e) The Defendants selectively target “Gypsies” wvia this
organization and its website, which is itself in violation
of the Equal Protection Clauses of the NJ and US
Constitutions, but the constitutional violations are
certalinly exacerbated when the submitting officer and
reporting NABI do net even ensure that truthful infeormation
is being previded for their Gypsy task force mission.

9. The above statement clearly harmful to plaintiff, because
it alleges that he has commitrted criminal activity and further
that he does so through the use of his business.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Demetro, request relief against Defendants
as follows:

&, Compensatory Damages;

B. Punitive Damages;

C. Injunctive relief, including without limitation enjoining
Defendants from posting or retaining any past posts
relating to Demetro.

D. Atrtorneys’ Fees; and,

E. Any and all other relief the Court deems necessary or

proper.
COUNT TWO, COMMERCIAL DISPARAGEMENT
(CLARK AND SOKNS V. NABI, POCHEK AND JOHN DOE)
. leintiff i rates the e paracraph s 1 tate
1 P2 tiff incorporates the above paracrapns as if stated
forth in full
Z The Zclliowing sietemsnt was mads oy Delengant FPocnhnek on or
ahout Nev ZI, UL
“WiZlzrk Demetrs. usSes LLig nome ImDrovement zomzsany, Zlarhk & Sor
ConeTtrusTion. TC SSam VAZTimE LITC peying for woml Thel s never
verfocmmed.” I: <
3 Belov TnNLE STEIE8MENT wWaE & phrtorren coend Zl&xm
& Sonms’ businecs zeEro anc lemeTrolc nUmoser
4. Pocnel submitted Tthils sTetement To¢ NAETD
5. NABI printed the above statement: on thelr LOGE seCTiln oo
or about zhe same dare, which was ther emallied tc Regular NABJT

Members and posted on the NREI website.
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6. The above statement negatively depicts the services sold by
the business, Clark & Sons Construction.

7. The statement that Demetro, uses his home improvement
company, Clark & Son Construction, to scam victims into paying
for work that is never performed, is false as neither Demetro
nor the company has “scammed” victims into paving for work and
thereafter never performing.

6. A statement asserting that a business is routinely used to
perpetrate “scams” and that the contracted home repairs are
“never performed” calls into guestion the gquality of services
performed by Clark & Sons and same is done to inflict pecuniary
harm and stop or detract from business.

g. The above statement is of such a nature that a reasonable
person would believe that it would cause financial harm to Clark
& 3Sons.

10. Defendants communicated the above statement intentionally,
negligently cr recklessly as:

{a) Neither had factual support for the accusation that
Demetro uses his business to perpetrate crimes, such as
fraud;

{b) Demetro does not have any convictions, guilty pleas or
nole contender pleas for any home improvement fraud (or any
fraud related tc his business!);

A m -—
ol The term omm
DESDEeTIates noms b or
ZI. ONJILNT SEs s
c 50T nzT =2 LLICIRETLOD
) 5 -—— ey - ™ ARl Sl
wher obhTairins DemeTro.

m

CIGaT.LIT&T

of the Za

ConstIiTut o viciations

cerveinly £IDetel wihen The submitiing ¢fficer and
ruthful nformation

W
dc noT ever ensure That

e

-

heir Sypsy Task force mission.
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11. The above statement clearly harmful to plaintiff, because
it alleges that he has committed criminal activity and further
that he does so through the use of his business.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Clark & Sons, reguest relief against
Defendants, WABI, Pochek and JOHN DOE as follows:
A. Compensatory Damages;
B. Punitive Damages;
C. Injunctive relief, including without limitation enjoining
Defendants from posting or retaining any past posts
relating to Demetro.

D. Attorneys’ Fees; and,
E. Any and all other relief the Court deems necessary or

proper.
COUNT TEREE,
DEFAMATION AND FALSE LIGHT
(DEMETRC V. NABI, JOHN DOE)
1. Plaintiff incorporates the above paragraphs as if stated

forth in full.

2. The following statement was made by Defendant Sarnicki on
March 3C, 2012,

wiClark] Demetro is involved in several scams involving Auto
body work and Psychic readings.” Ex. 8.

ey » . -— - = 3 S - - 3 -

K Lbove this statemsnt was the heading a photograph of
DemeTr¢e hig sHoial sesurity number.

2 UDor LnISImETLOI hlis
cTeTemenT Lt NLED on

: RLED prinTsl The apove sietements on thelr webhsite sectoorn
or. LI EBDOUT ThEe Same TE&Te, COMmUnLcating tnem To KEEI memosre

(S
Mo
rn

Al
[GIN
{4t

ion of

[SIE UG AR
"

= above statement is fazlse, because Demetro has never
er indicted nor convicted for crimes involving any auto
cams” or related tc psychic readings.
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B. Defendants communicated the above statement intentionally,
negiigently or recklessly as:

{a) Neither had factual support for the accusation that
Demetro uses his business to perpetrate crimes, such as
fraud;

{b) Demetro does not have any convictions, guiity pleas or
nole contender pleas for any home improvement fraud (or any
fraud related to his business);

(c) The term “uses” clearly communicates that Demetro
perpetrates home improvement frauds through his business on
an ongoing basis, per above, same is not accurate;

(d) Both had access to state information and used same
when obtaining information on Demetro, such as his social
security number, but failed to check or accurately report
the lack of a criminal record, for the type of crimes they
alleged Demetrc commits;

(e} The Defendants selectively target “Gypsies” via this
organization and its website, which is itself in vioclation
of the Equal Protectiocn Clauses of the NJ and US
Constitutions, but the constitutional violations are
certainly exacerbated when the submitting officer and
reporting NABI do not even ensurse that truthful information
is being provided for their Cypsy task force mission.

ment ¢learly harmfvl to pleintifi, because
ro has commitred -rimes,

WEEREFORE, Flzint_.IZl, DemstTry, recusst rsl.lef aczinss
Defenaantes, KNRBI anc JOHN DIOE zs Zol_ows:

L. Zompensatory Damages;

L. Pun.tlve Dzmages;

.z 2_i¢

e
»
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COUNT FOUR,
DEFAMATION AND FALSE LIGHT
(DEMETRO V. NABI)

1. Plaintiff incorporates the above paragraphs as if stated
forth in full.

2. The fellowing statement was made by Defendant Sgro on April
12, 2002,

“[Clark] Demetro has an extensive record for assaulting police
and resisting arrest when police are called to domestic

3. Below this statement was a photograph of Demetro and Clark
& Sons’ business card and Demetro’s social security number.

4, Upon information and belief, Officer Sgro submitted this
statement to NABI.

5. NABI printed the above statements on their website section
on or about the same date, communicating them to NABI members.

6. The statements are stiill available on the NABI website,
constitute multiple publications as they are continually
available and accessed on the restricted portion of the website
on or after one year from the filing date of this Complaint.

7. The above statement 1s false, because Demetro does not have
a record for assaulting police and does nct have any criminal
conviction, guilty plez or plea cf nole contendre for zssaulting
the police f{or any similar crime

£ Defendants communicatel The aI0Ve STEZTRMSTT ILNTESnTIonAlL
nzcligently or vegiliesslv o asg

=y Neltvher hat fsctusl supporT 0¥ The 2CCUSETLOr Thnat
Demezrc uses hls busineszc T DErpeTrzie IYLIMSL . SUSI AT
fraud;

(b} Demetrc doss not have any CONVIZsTions. gulloy plsa: o
nole contender plgas for ary homs mprovement Zrsuc oI 2
fraud related to his business!;

{c) The term “uses” clearly commuricates that Demexz:c
perpetrates home improvement frauds through his businesc or

an ongoing basis, per above, same is not accurate;
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(d) Both had access to state information and used same
when obtaining information on Demetro, such &s his social
security number, but failed to check or accurately report
the lack of a criminal record, for the type of crimes they
alleged Demetro commits;

e} The Defendants selectively target “Gypsies” via this
organization and its website, which is itself in violation
of the Egqual Protection Clauses of the NJ and US
Constitutions, but the constitutional violations are
certainly exacerbated when the submitting officer and
reporting NABI dc not even ensure that truthful information
is being provided for their Gypsy task force mission.

9. The statement reliating to “domestic violence” paints
Demetro in a false light as he was predominantly the victim of
the domestic violence incidences that the police were called to
investigate in the 1990s and szid statement, especially in the
context of allegations of police assault and overall criminal
activity, indicates he was the abuser.

10. Demetro has never been indicted, nevertheless convicted, of
any domestic violent incident

11. The above staztement clearly harmful to plaintiff, because

it alleges that Demetro has committed crimes of viclence and
that he is viclent in relation tc police.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Demetrc, regues: relief ageinst Defendant,
NABI, as fclilows:

A, Compensstcry Damagves;

5. Tunitlve Lamegasg;

C.InduncTive re_tell Incluning woTnoUs FLTETLIT &nTIining
Defencante Irom PISTINg TI TETELTLDT 0y DECT DOSTE
Tslztinac T DEmETIC

T. Ltscrnesvs' reess =0

.0y anc z.l othigr ro_rel The LDUNT J2RemE netasizry o
julatelel-3a

ZOUNT TIVL
42 v.g.C. 18€Z, ¥N.J.8. L., K.J.£.2. 1l 6~ et sec.
DEFAMRTION AND FrLBE LIGET
(DEMETRO V. NABIZ AND POTHEID
1 Plaintiff incorporetes the above paracrapns zs 17 statec
forth in fuil,
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2. At all relevant times, the Defendants were acting under
color of state law and was utilizing state resources and was
acting for the purpose of a task primarily performed by the
State (task force/prosecution etc.) and through a misuse of
power, possessed by virtue of state law and made possible only
because the wrongdoer is clothed with the authority of state
law, is action taken ‘under color of’ state law.

3. The above statements caused a stigma to Demetro and his
reputation to a degree that triggers the liberty interests
afforded by the NJ and US Constitutions, because the statements,
which are communicated to law enforcement members, accuse
Demetro of having a record of committing not only violent
crimes, but violent crimes against police officers.

4, Communications of the above statements deprived Demetro of
his liberty interest in his reputation, without due process of
law.

5. At the time the communications were made, a reasocnable
officer would have known that communicating false statements
that a person has a criminal record for assaulting police
officers and/or distributing confidential information about an
arrestee, especially when said statements are made to police
officers, without affording Demetro any due process, would
violate the due process clauses of the NJ and US Constitutions.

6. Plaintiff, Demetro was treated differently than other

similarly situated persons, of non-Gypey oricin, based on his

zlaesification as & membsr ol tThe Sypev race; and NABI and its
= peliel wne Lzgell i = GVD

C . &y =
. - ¥ - v c T = ~ T . —— ey — : am PR - h .y
wviclates tne NT anc Us ClonstizTutlorn’ s Lbgua: Protection Clauses.

g, Defendant was damags “he Izlse statemsnts and continual
; : .

profiling of nim on WARE
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Demetro, request relief against Defendant,
NABI, jointly and severally, as follows:

A. Compensatory Damages;

B. Punitive Damages;

C. Injunctive relief, including without limitation enjoining
Defendants from posting or retaining any past posts
relating to Demetro;

D. Attorneys’ Fees; and,

E. Any and all other relief the Court deems necessary or

proper.

COUNT SIX
Violations the New Jersey Civil Rights Act, N.J.S.A. 10:6-1 et
seg. and of the provisions of the New Jersey Law Against
Discrimination, N.J.S.A. 10:5-1 et seq.
(CLARK DEMETRO v. ROBERT POCEEK, TOWNSHIP OF WOODBRIDGE AND

NARBI)}
1. The above paragraphs are incorporated herein by referzsnce
as if stated in full.
z. Defendant Robert Pochek is a police officer and is

therefore a place of accommodation as defined by New Jersey's
Law Against Discrimination, N.J.S.A. 10:5-1 et seq.

3. Defendant Township of Woodbridge (i.e. Woodbridge police
station) is therefore a place of accommodation as defined by New
Jersey’s Law Against Discramination, N.J.S.R. 10:5-1 et seg.

a fenzants NABI, Pobert Pochek anz
S re actlng under color o statis
& ant acIing Ior the purposes
s Tormed by otnz Stails Delsncant

: plec: ¢ zooommogation as gslinec
g Dlgoramination, N.O.E.R. 10:D-1 et
= == Foznek ant Towngnipo of

fy

snerT cnisil ant RERDZ
s_eCilvelw Targetsn YEvo uding
DemeTrc. oecauss oI T
..... origir‘racs
., Clark Uemetrc, was not & “Gvpsy” he would nctc
geteg, included on the NREI web-site and
¥ criminal conduct and behavicer.
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7. Defendants Robert Pochek and NABI accessed state
information in order to perpetrate this discriminaticn and
harassment, including, without limitation, Plaintiff’s
photograph, date of birth, proximate address, social security
number, SSI number, FBI number and similar information.

8. Defendant Township of Woodbridge the municipality didn’t
deter and/or prevent these acts or otherwise failed to
reasonably address such conduct of discrimination by Pochek.

9. Defendant Township of Woodbridge failed to adequately train,
supervise and discipline Defendant Pochek and other poclice
officers who engaged in the acts of selective enforcement and
discrimination and harassment towards members of the public
based upon their national origin/ethnicity/race of “Gypsie”
including, Demetro and others profiled on NABI. Additionally,
the Defendant Township of Woodbridge failed to implement
practices, procedures and poclicies that would deter its police
employees from discriminating based upon national
origin/race/ethnicity as a “Gypsie”.

10. The municipality’s failure to adeqguately train, supervise
and discipline Pochek and other police officers who engaged in
the acts of discrimination towards members of the public based
upon their ethnicity as a Romanil is a proximate cause of the
Plaintiff’'s injuries.

9. The acts of Discrimination and Harrassment detailed in this
Complaint violated the NJLAD’s right to public accommodation.

10 t all relevant times, the Defendants were acting under
color of state law and was utilizing state resources and was
actinc for the purpose of 2z task primarily performecd by the
Stete (task force/prosecution etc} anc through a misuse of
power, posseszecd by virtue of stete law anc made possible onls
o] The wrongdoer is clothed with The zuthority of staze
La aczTion taksn ‘unaer color cof’ state lav,

L. Rt &ll relevent times & reasonable olfficer would havs kiown
ThetT engaging in discrimination because cf Demetrc’'s nationel
origin/racesetnnicity would violats the NJILAD

1Z. ks g direct and proximate cause of the Dsfendant Pocheh’'s

discrimination and misconduct, Plaintiff has sustzined inijuries.

14. Bs a direct and proximate cause cf the Defendant NABI'

discrimination and misconduct, Plaintiff has sustained injuries.

25



Case 2:14-cv-06521—KM~9C: Document 21 Filed 11/24/15 Page 26 of 89 PagelD: 282

15. As a direct and proximate cause cf the failure of the
Defendant Township of Woodbridge’s failure to take appropriate
and necessary actions to prevent Pochek’s acts of discrimination
and misceonduct, Plaintiff has sustained injuries.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Demetro, request relief against
Defendants, NABI, Teownship of Woodbridge and Pochek and JOHN DOE

as follows:

A. Compensatory Damages;

B. Punitive Damages;

C. Injunctive relief, including without limitation enjoining
Defendants from posting or retaining any past posts
relating to Demetro and accessing state information
regarding Demetro for use outside that permitted by law.

D. Attorneys’ Fees; and,
E. Any and all other relief the Court deems necessary or

proper.

COUNT SEVEN,
42 U.S.C. 1985, N.J.S.A., N.J.S.A. 10:6-1, et seq.
CONSPIRACY
(DEMETRO AND CLARK & SONS CONSTRUCTION, INC.,
VS. NABI, JOBEN DOE AND POCHEK)

1. Plaintiff incerporates the above paragraphs as if stated
forth in full.

2. The named Defendants ccnspired amongst themselves for the
purpose of depriving Demetro of his constitutional rights tc
equal protection and egual privilege of the laws of the Urizec
States and the State of New Jersey and to viclate the NJLLD anc
to injure Plaintiffs on account of Demetrc’¢e I2ce 28 & ROMELL
WEEREFORE, Flzirn..Iffs, Demetrs ang Zlaxrw ( Sons. TegusegT re_ =7
agzinst Delzncants. KAEI, Pochsh anc JUHEL D0 a2z fcllows

. Zompensatory Damages;

T, Punitive Damaoes;

E. Injunctive reliel, inzluding without LimiTzTlos er soming
Defendants Irom posSting o©r Ietzlning any DEST DOSTE
relating teo Demetro.

I. Attorneys’ Fees; and,

J. Any and all other reiief the Courit deems nececsary o
proper.
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DESIGNATION OF TRIAL COUNSEL

Pursuant to Rule 4:25-4, ALFONSE A. DE MEO, ESQ., is hereby
designated as trial counsel for Plaintiffs in the above matter.

ALFONSE A. DE MEO ESQ., P.C.
ATTORNEYS FOR THE PLAINTIFFS

o
pated: (1 /7 %/t ( ~ o

@@Egyém‘n. DE MEC, ESQ.

CERTIFICATION OF NO OTEER ACTION

Pursuant to Rule 4:5-1, it is hereby stated that the matter
in controversy is not the subject of any other action pending in
any other Court or of a pending Arbitration Proceeding to the best
of my knowledge or belief. Rlso, to the best of my belief, no other
action or Arbitration Proceedings is contemplated. Further, other
than the parties set forth in this pleading, we know of no other

parties that should be jcined in the above action.

Lnoagdition, we recognize the IOnTLNUIne oLligaTlorn oI esach
DEITY WO Illg &Nl s&IVEe QO c.ol DRILLET anc The Lourl oz amenasl

Cervification LI tThnere 1§ & ChRENCE LI Tne I=zcTE STaTesc Ly Tnls
criginegl Tertliicztion
LLTINIT I, Df MBI D5... ..
TOOERRNEYE TOF THD PLAINTIITI
/ R .
/ _ AT e
o - O R
e § S
Dated: [} /11 /(' S
[ o ARTEereT Z. DE MEZ, EBS0.
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