
 

 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN  

                                   AND FOR ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA  

                 ALBERT JACKSON JR.  

 

                                     Plaintiff, 

 

                                              Vs.                                                                                                      

                                                                                                             CASE#: 2023 CA 002304 

 

                GEORGE GUTHRIE III  

                               AND 

        PAULA THOMPSON RAPPE  
 

                                 Defendants 

                          _______________________/ 

 

                                   PLAINTIFFS THIRD AMENDED COMPLAINT 

 

 

             Plaintiff and pursuant to Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.190, hereby files this Third Amended 

Complaint against Defendants, GEORGE GUTHRIE III and PAULA THOMPSON 

RAPPE (formally Jane Doe Defendant), for libel/slander and/or defamation per se, 

negligence, negligent reporting and civil conspiracy, allege as follows: 
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                                              Jurisdiction and Venue 

 

1. This is a cause of action for monetary damages that exceed 

$100,000.00, exclusive of interest, costs, and attorney's fees. 

2. ALBERT JACKSON JR is, and was at all times relevant to the 

facts herein, and lives in Escambia County, Florida. 

3. GEORGE GUTHRIE III is, and were at all times relevant to the 

facts herein, and last known address is 13830 Canal Drive 32507 in 

Escambia County, Florida.  

4. PAULA THOMPSON RAPPE is, and were at all times relevant to 

the facts herein, and last known address is 13715 Unit B Canal Drive 32507 

in Escambia County, Florida. 

 

5. Venue is proper in Escambia County, Florida pursuant to Chapter 

47, FL Statutes, because the cause of action alleged herein occurred in 

Escambia County, Florida. 

6. This is an action for damages arising out of Defendant GEORGE 

GUTHRIE III (hereinafter “defendant Guthrie”) publication of false and 
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defamatory statements about Plaintiff’s whereabouts and actions on or 

around August 10, 2021.  

7. This action for damages arising out of Defendant PAULA 

THOMPSON RAPPE’S (hereinafter “Defendant Rappe”) publication of 

false and defamatory statements about Plaintiff’s whereabouts and actions 

on or around August 10, 2021. Defendant Rappe was previously an 

unknown Jane Doe in Plaintiff’s original complaint. Due to Defendant 

Guthrie not participating in discovery and Escambia County Sheriff’s 

Office (ECSO) not complying with Florida Chapter 119, Plaintiff did not 

identify her until recently. 

8. On August 10, 2021 Albert Jackson Jr. (hereinafter Plaintiff) and 

his son CJ a minor child were making some roof repairs on our home 

located at 5811 Monterey Avenue Pensacola, Florida 32507. We had started 

around 8:30am. 

9. While working on the roof I had seen and heard Defendant 

Guthrie letting his dog outside from the back porch which faces my house. 

At approximately 10:45am my son and I heard sirens, which we didn’t 

think much of it because it was not uncommon to hear sirens as the fire 

department is just a few blocks down the street.  
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10. At that same time unbeknownst to us, the Warrington bank 

located at 13330 Sorrento road 32507 was robbed by an individual 

described by the victim and witnesses as having olive skin, Hispanic male, 

wearing a shoulder length black wig, dark sunglasses, long sleeved silver or 

gray shirt, denim pants and white shoes. At no point or time did me or my 

son have any matching clothing, vehicle or match the description of the 

suspect. The only Afro-American persons at the Warrington bank preceding 

the bank robbery was a teller, and the teller was female. Plaintiff and his 

son was never in the vicinity of the bank until after the robbery had 

occurred. 

11.   The suspect pistol whipped a bank employee (Corey Duane 

Bourgeois) and fled with roughly $5000 cash. Under FL statute 

812.13(2)(a), armed robbery is a first degree felony and a Federal Crime 

under title 18 U.S.C. § 2113. 

12.    Sometime before 1:08pm Defendant Rappe told Defendant 

Guthrie that I was the bank robber. The statement was made prior to the 

ECSO making contact with Plaintiff. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe had 

knowledge that Plaintiff was at his home when the bank was robbed but 

neglected to inform ECSO of that fact. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe 
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conspired together to spread the false accusations accusing Plaintiff of 

armed bank robbery to several individuals. 

13.   On August 10, 2021 at approximately 1:08pm Defendant Rappe 

calling from her cell phone made the following false oral statement to a KA 

Brown of the Escambia Sheriff’s Office concerning Albert Jackson Jr 

(Exhibit 6) and a copy of her resume were she list her number used to call 

ECSO that was provided to Plaintiff by her employer, University of West 

Florida (Exhibit 7).  

                   “I have a picture of someone I think could be the bank robbery suspect.” 

14. Defendant Rappe published a picture of me, my wife and son to 

Deputy Nathaniel Weller implying that Plaintiff was the armed bank robber that 

committed the armed robbery of the Warrington bank. 

15. The picture was taken on March 27, 2019 at 7:32pm, the picture does 

not depict anyone matching the description of the armed bank robbery suspect 

(Exhibit 5).  

16.      Defendants Rappe and Guthrie also made false statements to 

Doyle Gresham, Todd Glaze, Daniel Weller, Megan Matthews, Nathaniel 

Perry and Donald Griffin during their interviews implying that “Plaintiff 

was the armed bank robbery suspect” .  
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17.   Defendant Rappe is the in- law of Defendant Guthrie, Her 

daughter is married to Defendant Guthrie’s son.  

18.      Defendants Guthrie and Rappe made the statements knowing 

that those statements were false and with malicious intent. ECSO took 

Defendant Rappe’s and Defendant Guthrie’s statements as fact and acted 

directly on the false information given to them by Defendant Rappe and 

Defendant Guthrie.  

19.   Defendant Guthrie admits to seeing me on my roof during the 

time of the bank robbery and had conversations with Mike Minor 

(hereinafter Mr. Minor). 

20.     My son and I had finished working on the roof and decided to 

go fishing. We loaded or fishing gear in my SUV and left at 1:49 to stop at 

the Circle K convenient store and as we crossed the intersection to Gulf 

beach highway a felony stop was performed on my vehicle by the Escambia 

County Sheriff’s Office (hereinafter ECSO). Sergeant Gresham pulled in 

front of my vehicle from the opposite lane and blocked my vehicle causing 

me to abruptly slam on brakes. I had a bruise on my chest from the seat belt, 

then my fingers was twisted and I was pulled out of my vehicle while it was 
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still in drive, In an effort to put the car in park and with the Deputies pulling 

my hands I moved the gear selector from drive straight in to reverse, 

21.   Me and my 14y old son was held at gunpoint, hand cuffed, 

placed in separate vehicles and taken to the Church of Christ Innerarity 

located at 13250 Gulf beach rd. We were subjected to what amounted to 

torture for over an hour. I was hot boxed, a torture technique used to get 

information from suspects by using the heater in the car and parking the car 

in the sun. I suffered heat exhaustion and dehydration. My sons shoulder 

was injured and in the in-car video, he appeared to be blacking out from the 

pain. He asked for help but was left alone in the car several times. We were 

in fear for our lives. This all took place in and near the middle of a busy 

intersection less than an eighth of a mile from our home. Several people 

witnessed this event. After arriving at the church, a show up was conducted 

by Sergeant Gresham and the victim Corey Duane Bourgeois stated that I 

was not the suspect and he seemed upset with Sergeant Gresham. I 

complained to Deputy Griffin that he twisted my fingers and he stated that 

“that was before I knew you were not the suspect”. I gave Deputy Griffin 

my name and he explained that he knew who I was from Defendants Rappe 

and Guthrie’s interviews.  
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22. Deputy Weller said that the information obtained from 

Defendant’s Rappe and Guthrie’s interviews led to the traffic stop and 

subsequent events.  

23. Sometime after the incident I had asked my neighbor Carolyn 

Moore (hereinafter Ms. Moore) if she saw or heard anything. She had informed 

me that she personally had a conversation with a Mr. Mike Minor (hereinafter 

Mr. Minor) and that Mr. Minor said that he had a conversation with Defendant 

Guthrie the day of the robbery in which Defendant Guthrie said “Albert is 

getting arrested for Bank Robbery” and that Albert was the person who 

robbed the Warrington Bank (Exhibit 3) 

24. Defendant Guthrie made the statements prior to ECSO having 

any contact with Plaintiff.  

25. After hearing that Defendant Guthrie was spreading false 

information about me to neighbors, I sent Defendant Guthrie a demand letter 

explaining that his slander had been reported to me and that his actions had 

negatively affected me and my family (Exhibit 1). 

26. On August 27, 2023 Defendant Guthrie responded to my 

demand letter (Exhibit 2), in his letter he stated that he in fact had a 

conversation with Mr. Minor and ECSO. Defendant Guthrie states that he had 

an interview with ECSO and told them that “He had saw me on my roof at the 
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time of the bank incident.” Defendant Guthrie further states that he told Mr. 

Minor the same information as the Sheriff’s Deputy. 

27. The ECSO reports I received had no mention of anyone stating 

that they witnessed me on my roof during the robbery. If Defendant Guthrie 

told ECSO that he had seen me on the roof during the bank robbery, this case 

would not be before the Court as ECSO would not have stopped us at all and 

definitely not executed a high risk felony stop endangering our lives and the 

lives of several bystanders knowing that a witness had exculpatory evidence 

that Plaintiff was not the suspect.  

28. ECSO was led to believe Plaintiff was the armed bank robber 

because of the information received from the Defendant Rappe and Guthrie. 

29. Defendant’s Rappe and Guthrie’s communications and 

publication was done with improper purpose and express malice. Defendants 

were aware that their statements were false when they made them.  

30. Plaintiff had been working for people in the community doing 

odd jobs and those jobs were acquired by word of mouth. I had a reputation of 

being an honest and trustworthy person. People have treated me differently as a 

result of Defendant’s false statements. It has negatively impacted our family 

dynamic.  
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31. Defendant Rappe and Guthrie’s false statements attributed to my 

son and me suffering from depression and fear of ECSO personnel.  My wife, 

son and I now attend psychotherapy, and my son and I have reoccurring 

medical needs for the physical injuries we suffered as a result of Defendant’s 

Guthrie and Rappe’s false statements. I had previously been diagnosed with 

high blood pressure and was prescribed a minimal dose of Hydrochlorothiazide 

to lower my blood pressure. I had been working on lowering my blood 

pressure so I could stop taking the medication. Due to the stress and trauma 

from the event my blood pressure has been elevated to the point I have to take 

Lisinopril with more side effects than the previous medicine, It causes 

shortness of breath with strenuous activity causing me to avoid certain 

activities that I like to do.  

32. A cause of action is available to one injured as a result of a false 

report of criminal behavior to law enforcement when the report is made by a party 

which has knowledge or by the exercise of reasonable diligence should have 

knowledge that the accusations are false or acts in a gross or flagrant manner in 

reckless disregard of the rights of the party exposed, or acts with indifference or 

wantonness or recklessness equivalent to punitive conduct. 
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33.  Defendants Rappe and Guthrie knew or should have known I was 

not the armed bank robber, had ample time to retract their false statements 

accusing Plaintiff of bank robbery but failed to do so. 

                                                                          
                                                                          Count I: 
                                                          Slander per Se 
                                                       (Against both Defendants) 

34. Plaintiff re-alleges, adopts, and incorporates by reference paragraphs 

1-33 above and paragraphs 55-71,79-80 as though fully set forth herein. 

35.  To state a cause of action for defamation, in Florida, a plaintiff must 

allege that (1) the defendant published a false statement (2) about the 

plaintiff (3) to a third party and (4) that the falsity of the statement caused injury 

to the plaintiff. Jews for Jesus, Inc. v. Rapp, 997 So. 2d 1098 (Fla. 

2008)), Seropian v. Forman, 652 So.2d 490 (Fla. 4th DCA 1995). Defendant 

Guthrie’s statements to ECSO and Mr. Minor accusing Plaintiff of armed bank 

robbery were false and made with malicious intent to injure Plaintiff’s 

reputation and cause physical harm to Plaintiff. Defendant Guthrie knew that 

Plaintiff was not the armed bank robber as Defendant Guthrie admits that he 

saw Plaintiff working on his roof at the time the bank was robbed. Defendant 

Rappe’s statements to ECSO and Defendant Guthrie accusing Plaintiff of armed 

bank robbery were false and made with malicious intent to injure Plaintiff’s 
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reputation and cause physical harm to Plaintiff. Defendant Rappe knew from 

conversation with Defendant Guthrie that Plaintiff was not the armed bank 

robbery suspect. 

  

36.                   An oral communication is actionable per se if it imputes to 

another (a) a criminal offense amounting to a felony, or (b) a presently existing 

venereal or other loathsome and communicable disease, or (c) conduct, 

characteristics or a condition incompatible with the proper exercise of his 

lawful business, trade, profession or office, or (d) the other being a woman, acts 

of un-chastity.” Campbell v. Jacksonville Kennel Club, Inc., 66 So. 2d 495,497 

(1953). Under Florida statutes 812.13(2) (a), armed robbery is a first degree felony. 

As the false statements by Defendant Guthrie and Defendant Rappe accuses 

Plaintiff of committing armed robbery which is a felony, so Defendant Guthrie and 

Defendant Rappes statements are defamatory per se. and injuries are presumed as a 

matter of law.  

 

37.   Defendant Guthrie’s defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of 

armed bank robbery to ECSO and Mr. Minor tend to, and were intended to, 

attribute to Albert Jackson Jr’s. Conduct, characteristics, or conditions which 
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are incompatible with the proper exercise of a lawful business, trade, or 

profession. 

 

38.    Defendant Guthrie’s defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of 

armed bank robbery to ECSO and Mr. Minor tend to, and were 

intended to, injure Albert Jackson Jr.in his trade or profession. 

 

39.   Defendant Guthrie’s defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of 

armed bank robbery to ECSO and Mr. Minor tend to, and were 

intended to, subject Albert Jackson Jr to hatred, distrust, ridicule, 

contempt, or disgrace and public shame. 

 

40.   Defendant Guthrie’s defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of 

armed bank robbery to ECSO and Mr. Minor were not made in good 

faith. Instead, Defendant Guthrie made such statements: (a) knowing 

that they were false and with a reckless disregard for the truth, (b) 

without reasonable grounds to believe that they were true, and (c) with 

the intent to damage or injure and defame Albert Jackson Jr. 

41. Defendant Rappe’s defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of armed 

bank robbery to ECSO and Defendant Guthrie tend to, and were 
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intended to, attribute to Albert Jackson Jr’s. Conduct, characteristics, 

or conditions which are incompatible with the proper exercise of a 

lawful business, trade, or profession. 

42. Defendant Rappe’s defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of armed 

bank robbery to ECSO and Defendant Guthrie tend to, and were 

intended to, injure Albert Jackson Jr.in his trade or profession. 

43.   Defendant Rappe’s defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of 

armed bank robbery to ECSO and Defendant Guthrie tend to, and were 

intended to, subject Albert Jackson Jr to hatred, distrust, ridicule, 

contempt, or disgrace and public shame. 

44. Defendant Rappe’s defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of armed 

bank robbery to ECSO and Defendant Guthrie were not made in good 

faith. Instead, Defendant Rappe made such statements: (a) knowing 

that they were false and with a reckless disregard for the truth, (b) 

without reasonable grounds to believe that they were true, and (c) with 

the intent to damage or injure and defame Albert Jackson Jr. 

 

 

 

 



 

15 

 

 

45.   WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against Defendant 

Guthrie and Defendant Rappe as to Count I,  for the following: 

 

 

a) Actual damages 
b) Punitive damages 
c) Presumed damages. 
d) Prejudgment interest 
e) Court costs 
f) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and equitable. 
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                                                                               Count II. 
                                                   Negligent Reporting 
                                                           (Against both Defendants) 

46. Plaintiff re-alleges, adopts, and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1-

33, above and paragraphs 55-71, 79-80 as though fully set forth herein. 

47. Defendant Guthrie and Defendant Rappe knew that Plaintiff was 

working on his roof at the time of the bank robbery but maliciously 

and falsely accused Plaintiff of committing armed bank robbery. At no 

time did either Defendants see Plaintiff at the bank, wearing any 

clothing worn by the armed bank robber or in commission of any 

suspicious activity. In fact Defendant Guthrie stated in his response to 

Plaintiff’s demand letter that he saw Plaintiff working on his roof 

during the time of the bank robbery. Defendant Guthrie and Defendant 

Rappe had knowledge that Plaintiff was not the suspect that committed 

the armed bank robbery but maliciously and falsely reported Plaintiff 

as the suspect that committed the armed bank robbery.  A cause of 

action is available to one injured as a result of a false report of criminal 

behavior to law enforcement when the report is made by a party which 

has knowledge or by the exercise of reasonable diligence should have 

knowledge that the accusations are false or acts in a gross or flagrant 
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manner in reckless disregard of the rights of the party exposed, or acts 

with indifference or wantonness or recklessness equivalent to punitive 

conduct, The tort of negligent reporting is intended to provide redress 

for injuries suffered due to incorrect reports of criminal activity that do 

not result in arrest or prosecution (and thereby potentially give rise to a 

malicious prosecution claim),  Valladares v. Bank of America Corp, 

197 So. 3d at 10-11 (2016). Defendants Guthrie and Rappe should 

have never made accusations that Plaintiff was the armed bank robber 

and at any time could have prevented Plaintiff and his son’s injuries 

but failed to do so. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe carelessly reported 

false information to other persons which both Defendants knew or 

should have known was incorrect. 

          Defendant Guthrie by his own statement had knowledge that   

          Plaintiff was working on his roof during the time of the bank robbery.  

 

48. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe in reporting that Plaintiff was the 

suspect of the armed bank robbery caused Plaintiff and Plaintiffs 

minor child to be surveilled and forcibly taken into custody at gunpoint 

causing Plaintiff’s and his son’s injuries. 
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49. Plaintiff and his minor child were proven not to be the suspect of the 

armed bank robbery.  

 

 

50. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe lacked probable cause for such 

prosecution as Defendant Guthrie admits to seeing Plaintiff working 

on his roof at the time of the bank robbery. 

 

  

 

51. Any reasonable person having observed Plaintiff engaged in other 

activity at the time of the bank robbery would not have maliciously 

reported Plaintiff as the bank robbery suspect. Defendants Guthrie and 

Rappe lacked probable cause and malice may be inferred from a lack 

of probable cause, Gallucci v. Milavic, 100 So.2d 375 (Fla.1958) 

52.     As a result of Defendants Guthrie and Rappe’s false reports, 

Plaintiff and his minor child suffered loss of liberty, physical and 

psychological injuries. Damage to our reputation and character.  

53.    Defendants Guthrie and Rappe acted with reckless disregard of the 

rights of the Plaintiff, and that the Defendant Guthrie and Rappe had 

knowledge of their statements’ falsity, which they disregarded. 
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54. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against Defendant Guthrie 

and Defendant Rappe on Count II for the following: 

a) Actual damages 
b) Punitive damages 
c) Presumed damages. 
d) Prejudgment interest 
e) Court costs 
f) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and equitable. 

 

 

55. Members of society have entered a social contract that includes a duty 

to not cause harm to others. When considering legal duty as an element 

of negligence, there is a duty to act reasonably. Defendants Guthrie 

and Rappe in lacking probable cause and having knowledge that 

Plaintiff was engaged in other activity (working on his roof) during the 

time of the robbery breeched that duty of care owed to the Plaintiff.  

56. A reasonable person in Defendant Guthrie and Rappes situation would 

not have informed ECSO that Plaintiff committed armed bank robbery as 

Plaintiff did not match the description of the bank robbery suspect, a 

reasonable person with knowledge of Plaintiff’s whereabouts during the 

bank robbery would not have falsely accused Plaintiff of armed bank 

robbery. 
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57. Defendant Guthrie and Rappe falsely reporting that Plaintiff was the 

person who robbed the Warrington bank was the direct cause of Plaintiff’s 

son and Plaintiff’s, physical, emotional and psychological injuries. 

 

58. Plaintiff suffered irreparable harm to his reputation, emotional, 

physical and psychological injuries. Plaintiff’s minor child and Spouse 

suffered irreparable harm, emotional, physical and psychological injuries 

as a result of Defendant Guthrie and Rappe’s false and malicious 

statements. 

59. Defendant’s Guthrie and Rappe in making false statements about 

Plaintiff to ECSO violated Florida statutes 837.05. 

  

60. Defendant’s Guthrie and Rappe knew or should have known that 

making a false report that Plaintiff committed armed bank robbery 

would deprive Plaintiff of his rights and cause Plaintiff harm. 

Defendant’s Guthrie and Rappe has shown a wanton disregard for the 

rights of Plaintiff.  
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61. Defendant’s Guthrie and Rappe had knowledge prior to reporting 

Plaintiff as the armed bank robbery suspect and still made defamatory 

statements. At any time, Defendant’s Guthrie and Rappe could have 

informed ECSO that Plaintiff was not the armed bank robbery suspect as 

they had knowledge of Plaintiff whereabouts at the time of the bank 

robbery.   

                                                        
FL statutes 837.05 False reports to law enforcement authorities.— 

(1) Except as provided in subsection (2), whoever knowingly gives false 

information to any law enforcement officer concerning the alleged 

commission of any crime, commits a misdemeanor of the first degree, 

punishable as provided in s. 775.082 or s. 775.083. 

(2)  Whoever knowingly gives false information to a law enforcement 

officer concerning the alleged commission of a capital felony, commits a 

felony of the third degree, punishable as provided in s. 775.082, s. 775.083, 

or s. 775.084. 

 

62. Florida statute 837.05 was created to protect innocent law abiding 

citizens from the false accusations of others, harassment, revenge and 

injury and death similar to laws against “Swatting” in which a person 
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falsely and maliciously reports a crime that never happened, only to have a 

Swat team or heavily armed law enforcement presence show up and 

subject innocent victims to treatment that is unwarranted.  

                                                      
     

63. Defendant’s Guthrie and Rappe in making false reports about Plaintiff 

to ECSO violated Florida statutes 817.49 

                                     

 
FL Statutes 817.49 False reports of commission of crimes; penalty. 

(1) Except as provided in subsection (2), whoever willfully imparts, 

conveys, or causes to be imparted or conveyed to a law enforcement officer 

or employee of a public safety agency false information or reports 

concerning the alleged commission of any crime under the laws of this state, 

knowing such information or report to be false, when no such crime has 

actually been committed, commits a misdemeanor of the first degree, 

punishable as provided in s. 775.082 or s. 775.083. 

(2)(a) As used in this section, the term “public safety agency” means a law 

enforcement agency, professional or volunteer fire department, emergency 

medical service, ambulance service, or other public entity that dispatches or 
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provides first responder services to respond to crimes, to assist victims of 

crimes, or to apprehend offenders. 

                     
(b) If the willful making of a false report of a crime as set forth in this 

section results in a response by a federal, state, district, municipal, or other 

public safety agency and the response results in: 

 

 

 

1. Great bodily harm, permanent disfigurement, or permanent disability to 

any person as a proximate result of lawful conduct arising out of a response, 

the person making such report commits a felony of the third degree, 

punishable as provided in s. 775.082, s. 775.083, or s. 775.084. 

2. Death to any person as a proximate result of lawful conduct arising out 

of a response, the person making such report commits a felony of the second 

degree, punishable as provided in s. 775.082, s. 775.083, or s. 775.084. 

(3) A court shall order any person convicted of violating this section to pay 

restitution, which shall include full payment for any cost incurred by a 

responding public safety agency. 
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64.    Florida statute 837.05 was created to protect innocent law abiding 

citizens from the false accusations of others, harassment, revenge and 

injury and death similar to laws against “Swatting” in which a person 

falsely and maliciously reports a crime that never happened, only to have a 

Swat team or heavily armed law enforcement presence show up and 

subject innocent victims to treatment that is unwarranted.  

           

 

65.     Defendant Guthrie has admitted that he was witness to my 

whereabouts during the bank robbery “I saw you on your roof during 

the bank incident” (Exhibit 2) and that he had conversations to ECSO 

and Mr. Minor. He maliciously reported me to be the armed bank robbery 

suspect despite his own admittance that I couldn’t have been the armed 

bank robber and knew his statements were not true. 

66. Defendant’s Guthrie and Rappe in making false statements about 

Plaintiff to ECSO violated Florida statutes 837.055. 

Florida Statutes 837.055 False information to law enforcement during an 

investigation.  

(1)  Whoever knowingly and willfully gives false information to a law 

enforcement officer who is conducting a missing person investigation or a 



 

25 

 

felony criminal investigation with the intent to mislead the officer or impede 

the investigation commits a misdemeanor of the first degree, punishable as 

provided in s. 775.082 or s. 775.083. 

(2)  Whoever knowingly and willfully gives false information to a law 

enforcement officer who is conducting a missing person investigation 

involving a child 16 years of age or younger with the intent to mislead the 

officer or impede the investigation, and the child who is the subject of the 

investigation suffers great bodily harm, permanent disability, permanent 

disfigurement, or death, commits a felony of the third degree, punishable as 

provided in s. 775.082, s. 775.083, or s. 775.084. 

 

67.    Defendants Guthrie and Rappe violation of the statutes was the 

proximate cause of the injury, de Jesus v. Seaboard Coast Line Railroad 

Company, 281 So.2d 198 (Fla.1973). 

68.   Violating a Florida statute is a prima face case for negligence.  

 

69.   Defendant’s Guthrie has made defamatory statements to 

numerous persons that they knew were not true. In his Motion to Dismiss 

Defendant Guthrie admits to making the statements citing truth and 

absolute privilege as defenses (Exhibit 4) At the motion to dismiss 
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hearing for my original complaint, Defendant Guthrie argued that he never 

made a defamatory statement, then he said if he did, it was second or third 

person hearsay and finally if he did make the defamatory comments and it 

was not hearsay, Defendant reporting to ECSO that Plaintiff committed 

armed bank robbery was absolute privilege. Defendant Guthrie stated that 

“he saw me on my roof at the time of the bank incident” and still he 

reported to ECSO that I was the armed bank robbery suspect. 

 

70.       If the statements are untrue and made with actual or express 

malice, then the privilege is destroyed (Drennen v. Washington Electric 

Corp. 328 So.2d 52, 55 (Fla. 1st DCA 1976). Defendant Guthrie argues 

truth and good motive as his defenses and truth and good motive are 

normally decided by a jury see Curtis Pub. Co. v. Fraser, 5th Cir. 

1954, 209 F.2d 1; Diplomat Elec., Inc. v. Westinghouse Elec. Supply 

Co., 5th Cir. 1970, 430 F.2d 38. If there is a genuine issue of material fact, 

it should be decided by a jury not the Court in a Motion to dismiss 

hearing. On a Motion to dismiss the Court is required to accept Plaintiffs 

allegations as true. See Hernandez v. Tallahassee Med. Ctr., Inc., 896 

So.2d 839, 841 (Fla. 1st DCA 2005). 
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71.   The Deputies, Mr. Minor and Ms. Moore as a party opponent 

would be able to give testimony to Defendants statements so their 

statements are not hearsay. Ms. Moore has given a statement by affidavit 

and will be testifying at trial as a witness. 

72.        Defendant Guthrie was told by Defendant Rappe that I was the 

bank robbery suspect prior to ECSO having any contact with me. He 

knowingly, falsely reported me as the bank robbery suspect to multiple 

third parties. 

73.   Defendants Guthrie and Rappe had ample time and information 

to know the true facts and to correct their false and incorrect statements, 

but failed to do so.                                                                                                                
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                                                                       Count III 
                                                            Libel per se 
                                                         (Against Ms. Rappe) 

74.  Plaintiff re- alleges, adopts, and incorporates by reference 

paragraphs 1-33 and 55-71, 79-80 as though fully set forth herein. 

  

75. A publication is libelous per se if, when considered alone without 

innuendo, it tends to subject a person to hatred, distrust, ridicule, contempt, 

or disgrace, or tends to injure him in his trade or profession, Richard v. 

Gray, 62 So.2d 597 (Fla.1953), or if it imputes to another conduct, 

characteristics, or a condition incompatible with the proper exercise of his 

lawful business, trade, profession, or office. Barry College v. Hull, 353 

So.2d 575 (Fla. 3d DCA 1977). 

 

76. Ms. Rappe published a photo implying that I was the      

armed bank robbery suspect to Nathaniel Perry of the ECSO  

and to Mr. Guthrie. Ms. Rappe attempted to guise her statement as 

opinion, however, it is a pure statement of fact that is false and 

defamatory. The statement accuses Plaintiff of armed bank robbery 

which Ms. Rappe knew was not true and can be proven to be false. Ms. 
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Rappe’s publishing of the photograph to ECSO and Mr. Guthrie were 

not made in good faith. Instead, Ms. Rappe published the photograph 

to multiple third parties: (a) knowing that it was false and with a 

reckless disregard for the truth, (b) without reasonable grounds to 

believe that it was true, and (c) with the intent to damage or injure and 

defame Albert Jackson Jr.  

77. Defendant Rappe published the photo of Plaintiff to ECSO and 

Defendant Guthrie implying that Plaintiff was the armed bank robbery 

suspect that robbed the Warrington bank. The false implication of the 

published photo was the result of Defendant Rappes negligence,   that is, 

that Defendant Rappe published the false implication without reasonable 

care as to whether the implication was true or false. See Miami Herald 

Publishing Co. v. Ane, 423 So.2d 376, 389 (Fla. 3d DCA 1983). 

78. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against Defendant 

Rappe as to Count III for the following: 

a) Actual damages 
b) Punitive damages 
c) Presumed damages. 
d) Prejudgment interest 
e) Court costs 
f) Such other relief as the Court may deem just and equitable 
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79. Violating a Florida statute is a prima face case for negligence. 

Defendant Rappe Knew or should have known that making a false report that 

Plaintiff was the armed bank robber would deprive Plaintiff of his rights and 

cause Plaintiff harm. Defendant Rappe has shown a wanton disregard for the 

rights of Plaintiff. Defendant Rappe has an educational background 

consisting of a S.W. in social work and a B.S. in Sociology with Social work 

emphasis and has taught courses in Adolescents in Crisis, Social Justice and 

Families and Family treatment. She has had a private practice counseling 

children and adults experiencing difficulty with anger management and 

trauma amongst other things (Exhibit 7 pages 2-13). As a psychotherapist, 

Ms. Pappe’s behavior is reckless, irresponsible and contradictory to what 

would be expected of someone licensed as a Clinical Social Worker that 

provides assistance to those suffering trauma. 
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80. Defendant Rappe had knowledge prior to reporting Plaintiff as the 

armed bank robber and still made the false report. At any time, Defendant 

Rappe could have informed ECSO that Plaintiff was not the bank robbery 

suspect as she had knowledge of Plaintiff’s whereabouts received from 

Mr. Guthrie.   

 

 

                                     Count IV 

                                               Civil Conspiracy 
                                             (Against both Defendants) 

81. Plaintiff re-alleges, adopts, and incorporates by reference 

paragraphs 1-33, 55-71, 79-80 as though fully set forth herein. 

82. Both Defendant’s Rappe and Guthrie made defamatory per se 

statements that Plaintiff was the armed bank robber that robbed the 

Warrington Bank. Defendant Rappe in calling ECSO and informing 

Defendant Guthrie. Defendant Guthrie made defamatory per se statements 

to ECSO and to Mr. Minor. Both Defendants Guthrie and Rappe 

through reasonable diligence could have avoided imputing Plaintiff to the 

damages caused by their malicious acts. Defendant Guthrie made his 

comments to Mr. Minor before ECSO had even saw or spoken to Plaintiff.  

Defendant Guthrie is not psychic, there is no way for Defendant Guthrie to 



 

32 

 

have had knowledge to make the statements that Plaintiff is getting 

arrested for bank robbery and that Plaintiff robbed The Warrington bank 

without conspiring with the person that first reported Plaintiff as the armed 

bank robbery suspect, which is Defendant Rappe, Defendant Guthrie’s in-

law.  

83. Defendant’s Guthrie and Rappe knowingly and intentionally 

conspired to commit the tortuous act of defamation per se against Plaintiff. 

Defendant Guthrie admits the he saw me working on my roof during the 

time of the bank robbery. 

84. Defendant’s conduct caused Plaintiff and his son’s loss of liberty, 

Property, physical injury and emotional distress. 

85. The emotional distress inflicted by Defendants Guthrie and Rappe 

is so severe that it requires Plaintiff, his wife and minor child to attend 

psychotherapy.  

86. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against both Defendant’s 

Rappe and Guthrie as to Count IV for the following: 

a)   Actual damages 
b)  Punitive damages 
c) Presumed damages 
d) Prejudgment interest 
e)   Court costs 
f)   Such other relief as the Court may deem just and equitable. 
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                                                Count V 

                                       Negligence 
                                 (Against both Defendants) 

87. Plaintiff re-alleges, adopts, and incorporates by reference 

paragraphs 1-33, 55-71, 79-80 as though fully set forth herein. 

 
88. Both Defendants Guthrie and Rappe had knowledge that Plaintiff was not 

the armed robbery suspect that robbed the Warrington Bank. 

89. Both Defendants Guthrie and Rappe failed to act with reasonable care and 

published false and defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff to be the armed 

bank robbery suspect that robbed the Warrington bank. 

90. Both Defendants Guthrie and Rappe knowingly made false statements 

accusing Plaintiff to be the armed bank robbery suspect to multiple third 

parties. 

91. Both Defendants Guthrie and Rappe’s reckless behavior accusing Plaintiff 

of robbing the Warrington bank is so careless that it is considered an extreme 

departure from the care a reasonable person would exercise in similar 

circumstances.  
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92. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe had a had a legal duty of care requiring the 

Defendants to conform to a certain standard of conduct for the protection of  

 others, including the Plaintiff, against unreasonable risks and harm. By 

knowingly spreading false and defamatory statements accusing Plaintiff of 

armed bank robbery, Defendants Guthrie and Rappe violated his and her duty of 

care by failing to conform to the required standard. Defendants Guthrie and 

Rappe had knowledge that ECSO was looking for a suspect that committed a 

heinous crime in which a person was seriously injured and thousands of dollars 

was stolen. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe made accusations to several persons 

accusing Plaintiff of armed bank robbery despite not having any information that 

Plaintiff was involved in any nefarious activity or any information that Plaintiff 

matched the description of the armed bank robbery suspect. Defendant Guthrie 

and Rappe had knowledge that Plaintiff was working on his roof during the time 

of the bank robbery that could have prevented Plaintiff and his son’s loss of 

liberty, physical, emotional damage to their persons and damage to Plaintiff’s 

property. 

93. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe’s negligent actions were the approximant 

cause of Plaintiff and his son’s loss of liberty physical, emotional damage to 

their persons and damage to Plaintiff’s property.  
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94. Defendants Guthrie and Rappe’s publication of false and defamatory per 

se statements accusing Plaintiff of armed bank robbery were false and known 

by Defendants to be false when the accusations were made. 

95. WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against both Defendant’s 

Rappe and Guthrie as to Count V for the following: 

a)   Actual damages 
b)  Punitive damages 
c) Presumed damages 
d) Prejudgment interest 
e)   Court costs 
f)   Such other relief as the Court may deem just and equitable. 
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                                                 DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

                    Plaintiff hereby demand a trial by jury of all issue so triable. 

             Respectfully submitted this day 19th day of March, 2025 

                                               BY:  /S/ Albert Jackson Jr 

  
                                           Respectfully Submitted,                                                                           
                                                     /s/Albert Jackson Jr. 
        March 19, 2025                    Plaintiff 
 
                                                I certify that conferral prior to filing is not required under rule   

 1.202.” (c)(5) Applicability; Exemptions. The requirements of this rule do not 

apply when the movant or the non-movant is unrepresented by counsel (pro se) or 

Summary Judgment. 

                                               /s/Albert Jackson Jr 
                                                  Albert Jackson Jr 

 

                                          

 

 

 

 

                                                

                                                  



 

37 

 

                                                    CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

  I Albert Jackson Jr HEREBY CERTIFY that a true a correct copy of the 

foregoing has been furnished to all parties via electronic document transfer this 

19th day of Mach 2025. 

   
PHILLIP A. PUGH,  
HALEY E. HADDEN,  
 BILLY T. HARRIS III 
  ROBservice@lawpensacola.com 

 
William Lee Elebash 
wle@beggslane.com 
 

         SO CERTIFIED on this 19th day March, 2025               

                                     /S/ Albert Jackson Jr 

 

                             Albert Jackson Jr  

5811 Monterey Ave 

Pensacola, FL 32507 

                                    904-233-5236 



George Guthrie III
13830 Canal Drive
Pensacola, FL 32507

Dear Mr. Guthrie on or about August 11,2021 I was made aware that allegedly you made
defamatory statements regarding my activities and whereabouts on August 10, 2021.

On August 10,2021 at approximately 2:00pm Escambia County Sheriffs Office performed a

felony stop pulling in front of my vehicle causing me to abruptly slam on the brakes and

throwing both me and my son forward in the vehicle until the seatbelts caught, injuring both of

us. We were approached at gunpoint and a deputy pulled me out of the car by twisting my

fmgers causing further injury. We were placed in handcuffs and put into separate vehicles and

subjected to the most terrifying event in our lives. The handcuffs were placed so tight that I lost

feeling in my hands and they left bruises on my wrist. My son's handcuffs were so tight and he

was in so much pain that he was passing in and out of consciousness. We were ridiculed and

subjected to torture for over an hour to compel us to give information that we didn't have. We

suffered injury to our person, property and emotional distress. I suffered damage to my

reputation in the community and have ongoing medical cost for the physical and psychiatric

injuries. Allegedly those statements were repeated to Mike Minor who then repeated those

statements to another neighbor who then told me. Florida statute 837.05 states it a criminal

offense to knowingly give false information to a law enforcement officer. Giving false

information of any crime is a misdemeanor. Florida statutes 836.04 states that it is a

misdemeanor to utter a false statement about someone. This whole ordeal has put a strain on my

family and our personal relationships causing irreparable harm. I did work for people in the

community and I obtained that work through word of mouth, having a reputation for being

honest and trustworthy, this ordeal has caused me to be seen in a negative light. Florida law

requires notice before filing a claim against you and this demand shall serve as that notice. We
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would hope to settle this issue before filing criminal charges and civil claim. Some recent

defamation case in Florida have had verdicts in excess of $550,000 see Fernalld v ARB Inc.

$550,000 verdict and

Lipsig v. Ramlowi,760 So.2d 170 (Fla. 3DCA 2000) $10,000,000 in punitive damages and

$175,000 against each defendant in compensatory damages. Given the negative effect this has

caused me and my family $300,000.00 would be satisfactory to resolve this issue and further

action against you could result in higher damages sought as well as criminal prosecution. I look

forward to hearing from you regarding this matter.

Albert Jackson Jr
904-233-5236
5811 Monterey Ave Pensacola, FL 32507

I Albert Jackson Jr hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing
has been served upon George Guthrie III by certified mail on the

Via Certified mail
George Guthrie III
13830 CANAL DR
PENSACOLA, FL 32507

EXHIBIT No: 1 Page 2 of 2



August27.2023 

Albert Jackson Jr. 
5811 Monterey Ave. 
Pensacola, Fl. 32507 

Re: Demand letter 

Dear Albert, 

I was surprised to receive your letter because I thought our relationship was good, 
although limited. I was equally surprised that you might have heard that I used 
defamatory comments about you on that day two years ago or at any other time. On the 
contrary, I told the sheriff deputy that interviewed me that I saw you on your roof at the time of 
the bank incident. I also told him that I didn't believe you were the type of person to do 
something like that. I only had one interview with the sheriffs where I told them this and had no 
further input or discussions with them. I didn't see any picture of the perpetrator until after they 
interviewed me. 

I told Mr. Minor the same information that I told the sheriffs, and as I explained, it was 
that you were on the roof at the time of the incident. I'm sorry you and your son went through 
that. It was an unfortunate situation that you didn't deserve. I hope any physical or mental 
injuries you incurred heal quickly. We will be praying for you, your health, and your family. 

Sincerely, 
George Guthrie. 
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Filing# 188411098 E-Filed 12/20/2023 11 :27:58 AM 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIRST JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
IN AND FOR ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 

ALBERT JACKSON JR., 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

GEORGE GUTHRIE III and 
UNKNOWN JOHN DOE OR JANE 
DOE DEFENDANTS, 

Deiendanis. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Case No.: 2023 CA 002304 

DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO DISMISS PLAINTIFF'S COMPLAINT 

COMES NOW, Defendant, GEORGE GUTHRIE III (hereinafter "Mr. Guthrie" or the 

"Defendant") by and through undersigned counsel, pursuant to Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.140, and moves 

this Court for an order o f  dismissal of the Plaintiffs Complaint, and in support thereof states as 

follows: 

To be legally sufficient, a complaint must contain (1) a short and plain statement of the 

grounds of  the court's jurisdiction, (2) a short and plain statement o f  the ultimate facts showing 

that the pleader is entitled to relief, and (3) a demand for judgment for relief. Fla. R. Civ. P. 

1.11 0(b ). Plaintiffs Complaint asserts one claim against Defendant: Count 1 - Defamation per se. 

However, the Complaint fails on its face under Fla. R. Civ. P. 1.110(6 )(2) and fu1ther fails to allege 

a cause of action against Defendant, and Defendant moves for dismissal accordingly. 

Under Florida law, defamation is generally defined as the "unprivileged publication of false 

statements which naturally and proximately result in injury to another." Bongino v. Daily Beast 

Company, LLC, 477 F. Supp. 3d 1310 (S.D. Fla. 2020). Defamation per se "is a tort recognized 

under Florida law when brought against a non-media defendant." Rubinson v. Rubinson, 474 F. 
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Supp. 3d 1270 (S.D. Fla. 2020). To properly plead a claim for defamation, a plaintiff must 

sufficiently allege the following five elements: (1) publication; (2) falsity; (3) declarant must act 

with knowledge or reckless disregard as to the falsity on a matter concerning a public official, or 

at least negligently on a matter concerning a private person; ( 4) actual damages; and (5) the 

statement must be defamatory. Jews For Jesus, Inc. v. Rapp, 997 So. 2d 1098, I 106 (Fla. 2008) 

(citing Restatement (Second) of Torts §§ 558B). Similar to a claim o f  pure defamation, "proof of 

liability for defamation per se requires a showing that the declarant knew or should have known 

the defamatory statement was not true." Tilton v. Wrobel, 198 So. 3d 909,910 (Fla. 4d DCA 2016). 

Moreover, if an alleged defamatory statement is in fact true, "the required element of  a false 

statement in a defamation case is not present." Cape Publications, Inc. v. Reakes, 840 So. 2d 277, 

280 (Fla. 5d DCA 2003). 

Pursuant to the Florida Constitution, "if the matter charged as defamatory is true and was 

published with good motives, the party shall be exonerated." Art. I,§ 4, Fla. Const.; 19 Fla. Jur 2d 

Defamation and Privacy § 58. Moreover, Florida courts are split on whether a "good motive" is 

required. Many courts have chosen to avoid the "good motive" formula, and there have been 

numerous decisions handed down by Florida Courts that find no defamation even without any 

evidence of a good motive or any motive in general, see Cape Publications, 840 So. 2d 277. 

Regarding the truth of a statement, "truth means that the statement complained of should be 

substantially and fairly accurate." Florida Pub. Co. v. Lee, 80 So. 245 (1918). Finally, under the 

substantial-truth doctrine, a "statement does not have to be perfectly accurate if the 'gist' or the 

'sting' of  the statement is true." Cape Publications, 840 So. 2d at 280. 

According to the Plaintiffs Complaint, the Defendant allegedly made the following 

defamatory statement to his neighbor, Mike Minor (hereinafter "Mr. Minor") on the day of the 

2 
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Robbery: "Albert [the Plaintiff] is being arrested for Bank Robbery" (hereinafter the "Statement"). 

As alleged, the Plaintiff appears to be relying solely on such Statement as the basis for his 

defamation per se claim against the Defendant. Notably, the Plaintiff has expressly conceded that, 

on the exact same day he alleges the Defendant to have made the Statement, the Plaintiff was in 

fact taken into custody by the ECSO on suspicion of bank robbery. Consequently, the Statement, 

as alleged in Plaintiffs Complaint, fails on its face to adequately amount to or state a claim for 

defamation per se against Defendant as such statement was substantially and fairly accurate at the 

time it was published, and there is no suggestion of any malicious or improper motive on 

Defendant's part in making such Statement. Accordingly, the Plaintiffs Complaint, as alleged, 

does not state a valid cause of action against the Defendant. 

WHEREFORE, Defendant moves this Court for an order dismissing Plaintiffs 

Complaint against Defendant, for an award of attorney's fees and costs, and for such other and 

further relief this court deems just and proper. 

Isl Billy T. Harris, III 
PHILLIP A. PUGH, FBN: 0505501 
HALEY E. HADDEN, FBN: 1028227 
BILLY T. HARRIS HI, FBN: 1049394 
LITVAK BEASLEY, WILSON & BALL, LLP 
40 Palafox Place, Suite 300, Pensacola, FL 32502 
Tel: (850) 432-9818 
RO Bservice@lawpensacola.com 

Attorneys for Defendant 

3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that a true a correct copy of  the foregoing has been furnished to the 
following via electronic mail delivery this 20th day of December 2023: 

Albert Jackson Jr., 
5811 Monterey Avenue, 
Pensacola, Florida 32507 
albertjacksonjr@hotmail.com 

Isl Billy T. Harris, III 
BILLY T. HARRIS, III 
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OFFICIAL RECORD TO: PUBLIC FROM: CRIMINAL RECORDS SOS 05/16/2024 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE Page 1 of 3 
Printed By: 

CALL HISTORY RECORD 

DISPATCH TO LOCA T/ON 
Address Apt I Lot 
12950 GULF BEACH HWY 
PRECINCT 2 {PERDIDO KEY} - 850-492-2445 X2[YELLOW BLUF 
Cross Street City 

SORRENTO RD PENSACOLA 
Latitude Longitude National Grid 
30.31995 -87.41666

ZONE District Grid Box RunArea 
2 18 A 

LOCATION OF OCCURRENCE 
Address Apt I Lot 
12950 GULF BEACH HWY 
PRECINCT 2 {PERDIDO KEY} - 850-492-2445 X2[YELLOW BLUF 
Cross Street City 

SORRENTO RD PENSACOLA 

Latitude Longitude National. Grid 
30.31995 -87.41666

ZONE District Grid Box RunArea 
2 18 A 

Complaint Type I Call Nature Priority Additional Info 
ASSIST CITIZEN 4 

Complainant 
MADDIE 

Primary Unit BackUp Units 
240 062 165 258 310 312 404 F24 
ECSO ECSO ECSO ECSO ECSO ECSO ECSO ECSO 

Domicile Type 

Incorporated? State 
No FL 

RescueArea District Grid 

Domicile Type 

Incorporated? State 
No FL 

Rescue Area District Grid 

County 
ESCAMBIA 

SubGrid 

County 
ESCAMBIA 

SubGrid 

Weapon 

SDSHAW 
Printed On: 

0511612024 12:15:41 

Zip Code 
32507 

Wrecker 

Zip Code 
32507 

Wrecker 

Phone Number Ext Contact 911 
y N 

Dispatcher Disposition Codes 
WMMARTIN (1) 68-0 (4) 

Call Taker (2) K (5) 

KABROWN (3) 3 (6) 

Incident Number CALL DA TES & TIMES (Note: Individual Unit Times & Close/Code Times are listed after the Call Notes) 
ECS021CAD156181 Received Shipped Dispatched Enroute Onscene Closed 
Radio Channel 0811012021 0811012021 0811012021 0811012021 0811012021 08/1012021 

13:08:47 13:08:54 13:10:41 13:10:41 13:23:12 15:14:58 

CALL STATISTICS Create Time Hold Time Ro/lout Time Enroute Time Onscene Time 
00:00:07 00:01:46 00:00:00 00:12:31 01:51 :46 

Dispatch Time Response Time Total Call Time 
00:01 :53 00:12:31 02:06:11 

CALL HISTORY RECORD Page 1 of 3 
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OFFICIAL RECORD TO: PUBLIC FROM: CRIMINAL RECORDS SOS 05/16/2024 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE Page 2 of 3 
Printed By: 

SUBJECT RECORD 

Date Added 
08/10/2021 
Last Name 
MADDIE 
Race Sex DoB 

DUIDNumber 

Description/Comments 

Activity 

Extent of Injuries 

Next of Kin 

CALL HISTORY RECORD 

Time Added 
13:09:26 
First Name 

Age 
0 

State 

□Drinking 

Hair 

Added By 
KABROWN 

Middle Name 

Eyes Height 

□Drugs 

Subject Type 
COMPLAINANT 

Title Ur. sr, etc.) 

Weight 
0 

O w e a p o n  
Weapon Description 

O s e a t  Belt Required? 

O s e a t  Belt Used? 

□Airbag Installed? Ochi ldseat Used? 

Ochi ldseat Required? □Airb ag Deployed? 

Notified by: □Notified? 

D 1 1 o w  Public Release of Information on this Subject? 
Approved for Release By: 

CALL NOTES 
Added By Date Time Cal/No Note 
KABROWN 08/10/2021 13:09:01 10 MIN ETA IN BLK FORD TAURUS 

SDSHAW 
Printed On: 

05/161202412:15:42 

KABROWN 08/10/2021 13:09:53 CP WANTS TO BE 10-35, HAS A PIC OF SOMEONE THEY THINK COULD BE BANK ROBBERY 
SUSP 

KABROWN 08/10/2021 13:10:02 
WM!'IARTIN 08/10/2021 13:54:56 
WMMARTIN 08/10/2021 13:56:05 

CALL HISTORY RECORD 

10-35'S PX IS 850.261.4168
HAVE A SUBJ DETAINED PER 062
310 1012 JUV TO 13250 GULF BEACH HWY BEG/END 324

Page 2 of 3 
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OFFICIAL RECORD TO: PUBLIC FROM: CRIMINAL RECORDS SOS 05/16/2024 

ESCAMBIA COUNTY SHERIFF'S OFFICE Page 3 of 3 
Printed By: 

CALL HISTORY RECORD 

UNIT I CALL TIMES 
DATE TIME CALLNO AGENCY DESCRIPT 
08/10/2021 13:10:41 240 ECSO ENROUTE 
08/10/2021 13:23:12 240 ECSO REPORTING 
08/10/2021 13:23:12 240 ECSO ONSCENE 
08/10/2021 13:27 :03 062 ECSO ENROUTE 
08/10/2021 13:27:45 404 ECSO ENROUTE 
08/10/2021 13:27:55 258 ECSO ENROUTE 
08/10/2021 13:34:42 310 ECSO ENROUTE 
08/10/2021 13:41:56 F24 ECSO ENROUTE 
08/10/2021 13:41:57 165 ECSO ENROUTE 
0 8 / 10 /2 021 13:42:03 F24 ECSO CANCELLED 
08/10/2021 13:42:06 165 ECSO CANCELLED 
08/10/2021 13:42:20 312 ECSO ENROUTE 
08/10/2021 13:43:48 404 ECSO CANCELLED 
08/10/2021 13:46:00 310 ECSO ONSCENE 
08/10/2021 13:47:27 404 ECSO ENROUTE 
08/10/2021 13:47:32 404 ECSO ONSCENE 
08/10/2021 14:20:53 310 ECSO REMOVED 
08/10/2021 14:52:31 258 ECSO CANCELLED 
08/10/2021 15:14:58 CLOSED 
08/10/2021 15:15:01 CODED 

Complaint History 

Date/Time Complaint Priority Complaint Addinfo 
08/10/2021 13:08:54 ASSIST CITIZEN 4 

END OF CALL HISTORY RECORD 

CALL HISTORY RECORD 

DISPATCHER 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMNARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WM!-IARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
WMMARTIN 
DMLEE 
WMl1ARTIN 
WMMARTIN 

Status 
N/A 

Law Fire EMS 

□ 

SDSHAW 
Printed On: 

0511612024 12:15:42 

MILEAGE 
0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

Weapon 
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