UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE

CHATTANOOGA 1 s A B

THOMAS JOSEPH COLEMAN, 111, § )
And § -
BRANDON RAYMOND JONES, § NS B

§

Plaintiffs, .
4 § No. //[o’Z’CU’MU

HAMILTON COUNTY GOVERNMENT § JURY DEMAND
TENNESSEE, §

8
FRED R. SKILLERN, §
JAMES A “JIM” FIELDS, §
MITCH McCLURE, §
WARREN MACKEY, §
GREGORY BECK, §
JOE GRAHAM, §
LARRY L. HENRY, §
TIM BOYD, and §
CHESTER BANKSTON, §
In their official capacities as Commissioners §
for Hamilton County Government, and §

§
RHEUBIN McGHEE TAYLOR, §
In his official capacity as County §
Attorney for Hamilton County Government, §

8

Defendants. §
COMPLAINT
I. Nature of the Case:
1. Plaintiffs seek redress pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983 for the defendants’ violation

of rights guaranteed to the plaintiffs by the Establishment Clause of the First Amendment to the

United States Constitution

IL. Jurisdiction & Venue:
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2. This Court has jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1331 over the federal question
claims herein.

3. This Court is the proper venue pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1391(b)(1) and (b)(2), for
the defendants lie in Hamilton County, Tennessee, and all acts averred herein occurred on the
property of defendant Hamilton County Government.

I11. The Parties:
4 Plaintiff Thomas Joseph Coleman, III (“Coleman™), is a resident of Hamilton

County, Tennessee.

5. Plaintiff Brandon Raymond Jones (“Jones”) is a resident of Hamilton County,
Tennessee.
6. Defendant Hamilton County Government (“County”) is a political sub-division of

the State of Tennessee created under the laws of the State of Tennessee, and has a Commission
form of legislative government.

7. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Fred R. Skillern (“Skillern™) is an
elected member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue Skillern in
his official capacity.

8. At all times relevant to this action, defendant James A. “Jim” Fields (“Fields”) is
an elected member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue Fields in
his official capacity.

9. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Mitch McClure (“McClure”) is an
elected member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue McClure in

his official capacity.
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10. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Warren Mackey (“Mackey”) is an
elected member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue Mackey in
his official capacity.

11. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Gregory Beck (“Beck™) is an elected
member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue Beck in his official
capacity.

12. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Joe Graham (“Graham”) is an
elected member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue Graham in
his official capacity.

13. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Larry L. Henry (“Henry”) is an
elected member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue Henry in
his official capacity.

14. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Tim Boyd (“Boyd™) is an elected
member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue Boyd in his official
capacity.

15. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Chester Bankston (“Bankston”) is
an elected member of the Hamilton County Commission (“Commission”). Plaintiffs sue
Bankston in his official capacity.

16. At all times relevant to this action, defendant Rheubin Mcghee Taylor (“Taylor”)
is an appointed member of Hamilton County Government, acting in the official capacity as the
County Attorney and administering or otherwise leading the prayers at issue in this case.
Plaintiffs sue Taylor in his official capacity.

1V. Facts:
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17. The Commission is the legislative and policy making body of the County.

18. The individually named Commissioners are residents of Hamilton County,
Tennessee, and they are elected to four-year terms pursuant to the statutes of the State of
Tennessee.

19.  The Commission holds regularly scheduled meetings to conduct the official
business of the County.

20.  The Commission has two types of meetings, as explained on the official Hamilton
County Government website: “Agenda Sessions” and “County Commission Meetings”
(“meeting”).”

21.  The Commission starts the meetings with a prayer and invoking the prayer in the

name of Jesus (“prayer practice”).

22. On May 21, 2012, the Freedom from Religion Foundation, a non-profit
organization, through its attorney Patrick Elliott, sent a letter to the Commission demanding the

defendants cease the practice of opening each meeting with Christian prayers in Jesus’ name.

23.  Defendant Henry stated, publically, that the defendants will not stop the practice.

24. On June 6, 2012, the defendants held a “County Commission Meeting” at the
Hamilton County Courthouse.

25.  Defendant Taylor led a prayer at the start of the meeting, and closed the prayer
with, “In Jesus’ name.”

26.  Plaintiff Coleman addressed the Commission about the prayer and the defendants’

practice of opening each meeting with a Christian prayer and his opposition to the practice.
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27. When Coleman began to speak, defendant Henry interrupted Coleman and told
Coleman to publically state his personal home address.
28. When Coleman refused and responded he would give his address in private,

Henry told Coleman he had to give his address before Coleman could address the Commission.

29. Michelle Hubbs (“Hubbs”), a county employee in the Hamilton County Clerk and
Masters Office, argued to the Commission that there should be no separation of church and state.

30.  During Hubbs’ presentation, defendants Beck and Graham applauded.

31. Defendants McClure and Taylor hold themselves as ministers of the Christian
religion.
32. The acts and omissions of the defendants in the prayer practice stated herein are a

blatant endorsement by government of the Christian religion that any reasonable person would
see as an endorsement of the Christian religion to the exclusion of all other religions.

33.  The acts and omissions of the defendants in the prayer practice stated herein have
no secular purpose.
V. Cause|[s] of Action:

34.  Plaintiffs incorporate Y 4-33 herein.

35. Such acts and omissions constitute[s]:

(a] Violation of 42 U.S.C. § 1983.

V1. Relief Requested:

36.  Declaratory relief by holding or declaring the prayer practice unconstitutional.

37.  Grant plaintiffs’ application for preliminary injunctive relief to be filed forthwith.

38. Award plaintiffs their costs, including reasonable attorney fees and expenses
pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988.
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39. Trial by jury.

GA. STATE BAR #200745
Counsel for Plaintiffs
4110-A Brainerd Road
Chattanooga, TN 37411
423 /267-1575 fax 267-2703

CFOMBTIOIY S D0
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