
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF LOUISIANA

ERNEST TAYLOR CIVIL ACTION

VERSUS

CITY OF BATON ROUGE, ET AL NO:3:13-CV-579-BAJ-RLB

DEFENSE RESPONSE TO NOTICE OF FACTS RELATED TO CURRENT

PROCEEDING

TO THE HONORABLE UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE:

April 29, 2014 Incident:

On April 29, 2014, at approximately 11:23 p.m. 911 dispatch received an emergency call

from a Shunta Rose regarding being the victim of an armed robbery, aggravated burglary and

home invasion.  Ms. Rose advised the dispatcher that she had been robbed by “Ernest Taylor.” 

The dispatcher proceeded to inquire as to how Ms. Rose knew “Ernest Taylor,” and his current

whereabouts.  Ms. Rose advised that Mr. Taylor was a friend of hers.  She further advised that

Mr. Taylor had come to see her, then he left.  She explained to the dispatcher, that when Mr.

Taylor returned he was with an unknown person, and he forced his way into her home.   She

advised that Mr. Taylor was in possession of a firearm, and that he took her television and

money, at gun point.  This action took place at 3818 Alliquippa Street, which is in first district. 

The dispatcher advised that officers would respond to the scene.

Officers were then notified through dispatch that an armed robbery, aggravated burglary

and home invasion had taken place at 3818 Alliquippa Street.  Several officers from first district



responded to the call.   Dispatch advised the officers that Ms. Shunta Rose was the victim, and

she was robbed by an “Ernest Taylor.”  Officers requested that dispatch get a description of the

individual and the vehicle he was last seen operating.  Unfortunately, Ms. Rose was so afraid,

after being robbed, she failed to see where Mr. Taylor went, or look at his get away vehicle.  

When the officers arrived, they made contact with Ms. Rose.  She advised that her assailant was

Ernest Taylor, and that she could identify him.  Ms. Rose was provided with several images on

the officers in-car computer of Ernest Taylor.  Ms. Rose identified the Ernest Taylor, who is the

subject of this litigation, as her robber.  

Officers determined that the Ernest Taylor lived at 4424 McClelland Ct., Baton Rouge,

LA.  Officers then responded to this location in an effort to locate Ms. Rose’s assailant.  When

officers arrived they knocked on his door, Mr. Taylor answered the door, and was immediately

taken into custody.  Mr. Taylor is placed in officer Jermiah Ardion’s vehicle and transported to

First District.  Officers then attempted to contact Ms. Rose via telephone to no avail.  Officers

then contacted dispatch in an effort to ascertain Ms. Rose’s whereabouts, so she could identify

Mr. Taylor in person.  Dispatch had no other information regarding Ms. Rose.  Officers then

returned to Ms. Rose’s home at 3818 Alliquippa St., where they made contact with several of

Ms. Rose’s neighbors.  The neighbors advised that the person in custody was not the Ernest

Taylor that had committed the robbery.  At that point, officers transported Mr. Taylor back to his

home, where he was released without incident.  

All dispatch communication and police action was recorded either on video or audio.  

Argument:
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           Clearly the allegations made by counsel are very serious.  Counsel suggests that Officer J.

Ardion and Officer Thomas went to Mr. Taylor’s home purely because the criminal case against

Mr. Taylor was dismissed, and Mr. Taylor had moved for default concerning declaratory relief. 

That simply is not the case.  The criminal matter, and its prosecution, were of little issue to the

officers.  Officer Jermiah Ardion is not even a party to the litigation.  The default sought to have

the City-Parish return Mr. Taylor’s guns, and stop enforcing 13:95.3. titled “Possession of

weapons, where alcohol is sold.”  There is no evidence to suggest that law enforcement or these

officers in general took any special interest in Mr. Taylor.  Nor would the officers personally be

affected by the relief sought by Mr. Taylor. 

If counsel is correct in his allegation that the police officers are targeting Mr. Taylor,

based on being sued in Federal Court, then clearly that would suggest that the entirety of this

action was an elaborate hoax.  Taken counsel’s suggestion on its face, it would appear that these

officers coerced Ms. Rose to call 911 and make a false complaint.  Then these same officers

would have had Ms. Rose identify Mr. Taylor on the in-car computer.  These officers would have

had to manipulate dispatch into sending them to the scene of this crime, and not other officers. 

The officers then would have had to know that Mr. Taylor was at home on the night in question,

so they could go to his residence and apprehended him for the purposes of charging him with the

false crime that they cultivated.  If Mr. Taylor was not apprehended that night, the case would

have been turned over to a detective.  Said detective would have had to conduct additional

investigation, and would not have been a part of this hoax.  Additionally, the detective would

have needed an arrest warrant, signed by a Judge, to take Mr. Taylor in to custody.
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It appears that after Mr. Taylor was in custody, based on the allegations of Mr. Donahue,

these same diabolical officers seem to have had a change of heart.  That although they have

enough information based on the complaint, and the identification, to arrest Mr. Taylor.  The

officers continue to investigate the case that Mr. Donahue suggests they created for the purposes

of harassment.    But there would be no conceivable reason for the officers to continue to

investigate an incident that counsel for plaintiff suggests is a ploy to intimidate Mr. Taylor.  The

officers then are unable to located the victim, based on Mr. Donahue’s suggestion, they used to

create this charade.  The officers are then forced to question other witnesses, who are not privy to

the intent of the officers, that Mr. Donahue suggests is the basis for this conduct.   These

witnesses obviously refute the story of Ms. Rose.  They advise officers that the Ernest Taylor in

custody is not the individual that committed the crime against Ms. Rose.  Then after developing

this elaborate plan, as counsel suggests, officers are forced to release Mr. Taylor.  

Counsel’s suggestion as to motive and method of intimidation by the officers is just not

possible.  Mr. Taylor was not targeted.  The officers had no basis to harass Mr. Taylor.  I doubt

that officer Thomas would commit the several violations of the criminal code, and not have Mr.

Taylor arrested.  Its unfortunate, but Ernest Taylor was named as the culprit when Ms. Rose

stated to dispatch that he had robbed her.  She also identified his picture.  The police had to

respond, in the interest of public safety.  But in this instance Mr. Taylor was released without

incident, once Ms. Rose’s story could not be corroborated.  There is no scheme to harass Mr.

Taylor.  Officers were just doing their jobs.     

Additionally, when Mr. Taylor was arrested on the charges that are the subject of this

litigation, he had an outstanding fugitive warrant through the East Baton Rouge Sheriff’s
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Department for Aggravated Assault.  The officers, who Mr. Donahue suggest are conspiring to

intimidate Mr. Taylor, then asked him where he wanted his car left, while he was booked.  Mr.

Taylor advised that he wanted it left at 1st District.  So the vehicle was transported to 1st District

prior to Mr. Taylor being booked on October 13, 2012, and not towed away at Mr. Taylor’s

expense. 

  Mr. Taylor happens to live in the district where Officer Thomas is assigned.  Further this

dispatch call, like the case before the court, occurred at night.  Officer Thomas, both then, and

now, was working the night shift.  As such, he would have been on patrol when the dispatch call

went out.  

This entire affair was precipitated by a complaint made by a citizen to 911.  Mrs. Rose

was unknown to the officers, and they had nothing to do with that call.  Once the call was

received, the officers were dispatched to investigate, as they were required to do.  They located

Mrs. Rose who described the commission of the crime and stated that she knew the perpetrator,

stated his name, and identified a photo of Mr. Ernest Taylor.  Had the officers not followed up on

this information, they would have been guilty of malfeasance.  The officers did not simply arrest

Mr. Taylor and place him in jail.  They took him to the location to have Mrs. Rose make certain

that she had described the right person.  Officers released Mr. Taylor when identification came

into question.

Professionalism

Appearing personally is Tedrick K. Knightshead in response to the allegations alluded to

by counsel for the plaintiff that I in some way acted improperly, or violated the Rules of

Professional Conduct.  I personally take that allegation very seriously, as I place great value on
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my license and make every effort to maintain high ethical standards.  Prior to this case, I have

had no dealings with Mr. Donahue.  We did not know each other, nor, to my knowledge, have we

ever litigated a matter.  

I am at a complete loss as to what caused Mr. Donahue to conclude that I had anything to

do with the incident involving Mr. Taylor.  I was totally unaware of this incident until Mr.

Donahue told me about it some months ago.  I certainly assure the Court that I have had nothing

to do with this incident.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED:
MARY ROPER
PARISH ATTORNEY

/s/Tedrick K. Knightshead
TEDRICK K. KNIGHTSHEAD
Special Assistant Parish Attorney
Office of the Parish Attorney
10500 Coursey Blvd., Suite 205
Baton Rouge, LA 70816
Telephone: (225)-389-8730
Facsimile: (225)-387-8736
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing Response to Notice of Facts Related to

Current Proceeding has been served on all cou8nsel of record through a Notice of Electronic

Filing generated by the Court’s CM/ECF system, including those listed below, on this, the 3rd day

of July, 2014.

Terrence J. Donahue, Jr.
MCGLYNN, GLISSON & MOUTON
Post Office Box 1909
Baton Rouge, LA   70821

/s/ Tedrick K. Knightshead
TEDRICK K. KNIGHTSHEAD
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