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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE THAT Plaintiffs, St. Luke’s Health System, Ltd, St. Luke’s 

Regional Medical Center, Ltd, Chris Roth, Natasha D. Erickson, MD, and Tracy W. Jungman, 

NP, by and through their attorneys of record, Holland & Hart LLP, filed a Petition for Writ of 

Mandamus and Prohibition against the Gem County Sheriff with the Idaho Supreme Court on 

April 17, 2023, Case No.: 50697-2023 (“Petition”).  Attached as Exhibits A-C are the Petition, 

Brief and Affidavit with exhibits.  

The Petition seeks relief from the Idaho Supreme Court for the obstacles to serving legal 

documents filed in this case on Defendant Ammon Bundy in his individual and representative 

capacities. The Gem County Sheriff has clear statutory and constitutional duties to serve legal 

filings on a private litigant, but refuses to do so because of the threat of violence Bundy poses, 

and Bundy’s position on Idaho Code § 18-7008 that the Sheriff, his deputies, and private process 

servers commit criminal trespass by entering Bundy’s property solely to deliver legal documents 

and cause no property damage. Bundy’s prevention of service of notices, subpoenas, and other 

filings required to be served in person in this case prejudices Plaintiffs in this litigation. And the 

Sheriff’s refusal to serve process and acquiescence in Bundy’s interpretation of Idaho Code § 18-

7008 violates Plaintiffs’ constitutional rights. 

DATED:  April 18, 2023. 

HOLLAND & HART LLP 
 
 
 
By:/s/Erik F. Stidham  

Erik F. Stidham 
Jennifer M. Jensen 
Zachery J. McCraney 
 
Counsel for Plaintiffs 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 18th day of April, 2023, I caused to be filed via iCourt and 
served a true and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to 
the following: 

Ammon Bundy for Governor 
P.O. Box 370 
Emmett, ID 83617 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

Ammon Bundy for Governor 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:  

 

Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

People’s Rights Network 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

People’s Rights Network 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
P.O. Box 370 
Emmett, ID 83617 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   

 

Freedom Man Press LLC 
c/o Diego Rodriguez 
1317 Edgewater Dr. #5077 
Orlando, FL 32804 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   


Freedom Man Press LLC 
c/o Diego Rodriguez 
9169 W. State St., Ste. 3177 
Boise, ID 83714 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   


Freedom Man PAC 
c/o Diego Rodriguez 
1317 Edgewater Dr., #5077 
Orlando, FL 32804 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
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/s/ Erik F. Stidham  
Erik F. Stidham 
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SUPREME COURT DOCKET NO. _____ 

______________________________________________________________________________ 
ST. LUKE’S HEALTH SYSTEM, LTD; ST. LUKE’S REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, LTD; 
CHRIS ROTH, an individual; NATASHA D. ERICKSON, M.D., an individual; and TRACY W. 

JUNGMAN, NP, an individual; 
Petitioners, 

vs. 
DONNIE WUNDER, in his official capacity as SHERIFF OF GEM COUNTY, IDAHO, 

Respondent. 
_____________________________________________________________________________ 

VERIFIED PETITION FOR WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND PROHIBITION 
______________________________________________________________________________ 
For Petitioners Respondent Donnie Wunder 

Sheriff of Gem County 
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Facsimile: 208-343-8869 
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4/17/2023 4:19 PM
Idaho Supreme Court
Melanie Gagnepain, Clerk of the Court
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COME Now St. Luke’s Health System, Ltd. (“St. Luke’s HS”), St. Luke’s Regional 

Medical Center, Ltd. (“St. Luke’s RMC”), Chris Roth (“Mr. Roth”), Dr. Natasha D. Erickson  

(“Dr. Erickson”), and Tracy W. Jungman, NP (“NP Jungman”), collectively “St. Luke’s Parties” 

or “Petitioners,” by and through their counsel, Holland & Hart, LLP, seeking to invoke the 

original jurisdiction of the Idaho Supreme Court to hear their Petition and enter a Writ of 

Mandamus and Writ of Prohibition, hereby allege and aver against the named Respondent 

Donnie Wunder, Sheriff of Gem County, as follows: 

I. NATURE OF THE CASE 

1. Intimidation, defamation, doxing, trespass, threats of violence, armed “protests” at 

homes and businesses and, when all else fails, armed standoffs with law enforcement—these are 

the weapons of choice for Ammon Bundy (“Bundy”) and his more than 60,000-member strong 

militia, People’s Rights Network (“PRN”).  

2. Any individual, corporate leader, or government official who in some way 

offends Bundy and PRN knows that they will be attacked online, will face armed protests outside 

their homes and workplace, and will have to live with the very real threat of violence against 

themselves and their families. See Affidavit of Erik F. Stidham in Support of Verified Writ of 

Mandamus and Prohibition dated April 17, 2023 (“Stidham Aff.”), ¶ 3.  

3. While the risks of online attacks and violence are undeniably real, Bundy and 

PRN should not be allowed to use intimidation and the threat of violence to subvert the civil 

judicial process and dodge the legal consequences of their wrongful actions. Nevertheless, that is 

what is happening here. Bundy has exploited intimidation and the risk of violence to frustrate the 
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St. Luke’s Parties’ ability to have him served with legal documents in a pending lawsuit in Ada 

County against Bundy, PRN, Ammon Bundy for Governor (“Bundy Campaign”), Diego 

Rodriguez (“Rodriguez”) and other defendants (“Bundy Lawsuit”). See Stidham Aff., Ex. B.  

4. First, Bundy has intimidated the Gem County Sheriff into taking the untenable 

position that any private process server who enters Bundy’s property risks being charged with 

criminal trespass. See Stidham Aff., ¶ 8, Exs. C, D. This effectively prevents the St. Luke’s 

Parties from using private process servers. See id., ¶ 8.            

5. Second, Bundy’s threats have foreclosed the St. Luke’s Parties from using the 

Gem County Sheriff’s office. On April 12, 2023, the Gem County Sheriff indicated that his 

office will not serve Bundy with legal process in the Bundy Lawsuit. See Stidham Aff., Ex. C. 

The Sheriff stated his decision was based on his concern for “the safety of process servers and 

my deputies” and that he does “not want to risk harm over a civil issue.” Id.  

6. On April 14, 2023, the Gem County Prosecuting Attorney responded to counsel 

for St. Luke’s and confirmed that “the Gem County Sheriff’s Office will not be serving Mr. 

Bundy on behalf of [the St. Luke’s Parties] unless or until directed to do so by a Court with 

proper jurisdiction and authority. Further, based on Mr. Bundy’s trespass complaints against 

private process servers, those process servers are at risk of being cited for trespass.” Stidham 

Aff., Ex. D. 

7. These impediments to service violate the St. Luke’s Parties’ constitutional rights. 

The St. Luke’s Parties have an urgent need to serve process on Bundy. The Gem County 
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Sheriff’s refusal to serve process or notice frustrates the St. Luke’s Parties’ ability to pursue their 

claims, as they face numerous deadlines leading up to a two-week trial in July 2023. 

8. Moreover, these circumstances raise public policy concerns and damage the St. 

Luke’s Parties (and the public’s) faith in their ability to meaningfully access the courts and rely 

on the rule of law.  

9. The St. Luke’s Parties readily acknowledge that Bundy and PRN are intimidating 

and potentially violent. That is why it is particularly important that the Sheriff’s office, law 

enforcement personnel trained to handle violence and threats, assist with service of process on 

Bundy.    

10. The St. Luke’s Parties had the courage to stand up to the bullying of Bundy and 

PRN. It would be unjust if Bundy’s threats and the Sheriff’s concerns for the safety of his 

deputies deprived the St. Luke’s Parties of due process in a lawsuit which seeks to hold Bundy 

and PRN accountable.   

11. As Petitioners, the St. Luke’s Parties seek to have this Court:   

(a)  Mandate that the Gem County Sheriff fulfill his duties to serve process on 

Ammon Bundy; and  

(b)  Prohibit the Gem County Sheriff from pursuing criminal trespass charges 

against private process servers who enter Ammon Bundy’s property solely 

to deliver legal papers and cause no property damage. 



 

- 4 - 
 

II. PARTIES 

12. Petitioner St. Luke’s HS is a not-for-profit health system doing business in Idaho 

with its principal place of business in Ada County, Idaho.  

13. Petitioner St. Luke’s RMC is a not-for-profit regional medical center doing 

business in Idaho with its principal place of business in Ada County, Idaho.  

14. Petitioner Roth was and is President and CEO of St. Luke’s HS and a resident of 

Idaho.  

15. Petitioner Dr. Erickson was and is a physician specializing in pediatric medicine.  

She is an employee of St. Luke’s RMC and a resident of Idaho. 

16. Plaintiff NP Jungman was and is a nurse practitioner specializing in pediatrics.  

She is an employee of St. Luke’s RMC and a resident of Idaho. 

17. Respondent Gem County Sheriff Donnie Wunder, in his official capacity, is the 

county sheriff and his offices are located in Emmett, Idaho. The sheriff’s duties are established in 

the Idaho Constitution and by statute. See Idaho Const. art. XVIII, § 11 (duties of [county] 

officers); Idaho Code § 31-2202(8) (“The sheriff shall perform the following: . . . Serve all 

process and notices in the manner prescribed by law.”) (emphasis added).  

III. JURISDICTION, PROPER REMEDY, AND VENUE 

18. This Court has original jurisdiction to issue Writs of Mandamus and Prohibition.  

Idaho Const. art. V, § 9; see also Idaho Code § 1-203. 

19. The Court typically exercises its original jurisdiction “in matters where the 

petition alleges sufficient facts concerning a possible constitutional violation of an urgent 
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nature.” Reclaim Idaho v. Denney, 169 Idaho 406, 418, 497 P.3d 160, 172 (2021) (internal 

quotation marks and citation omitted). 

20. The Sheriff’s refusal to serve process or notice on Bundy and his interpretation of 

the trespass statute present four constitutional violations, any one of which would support this 

Court’s original jurisdiction: (1) U.S. Const. Amend. 14 (due process); (2) Idaho Const. art. I, § 

13 (due process); (3) Idaho Const. art. I, § 18 (justice to be freely and speedily administered); 

and (4) Idaho Const. art. XVIII, § 11 (duties of [county] officers). 

21. “[M]andamus is the proper remedy for one seeking to require a public officer to 

carry out a clearly mandated, non-discretionary ministerial act.” Coeur d’Alene Tribe v. Denney, 

161 Idaho 508, 523, 387 P.3d 761, 776 (2015); see also Idaho Code § 7-302 (Mandamus may be 

issued “to compel the performance of an act which the law especially enjoins as a duty resulting 

from an office[.]”). 

22. Venue is appropriate under Idaho Code Sections 5-402 and 67-5272 because 

Respondent is located in Gem County, Idaho and events leading to this Petition took place in 

Gem County, Idaho. 

IV. FACTS AND GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

A. Bundy Created and Directs PRN, A Nationwide Network of 60,000 Members. 

23. Bundy is a celebrity, anti-government militant who earned notoriety as the leader 

of armed standoffs with law enforcement, including the armed siege of federal property in 

Oregon which resulted in one man’s death. Stidham Aff., Ex. E.  
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24. Founded and controlled by Bundy, PRN is a nationwide unincorporated 

association of over 60,000 members. Stidham Aff., Ex. G. PRN's growth has been spurred 

by a fusion of Bundy's core of the far-right paramilitary supporters built up over years of 

armed standoffs with a mass base of new activists radicalized in protest over COVID-19 

health directives. Stidham Aff., Ex. H, ¶ 4. 

25. Like Bundy, PRN does not recognize the government’s authority over a 

person’s "life, liberty, or justly acquired property" and holds as its central tenet that PRN 

members are ordained by God to assess (convict) "perpetrators" and then impose 

extrajudicial punishment in the form of doxing penalties, public harassment, and, if 

necessary, physical force. Stidham Aff., Exs. G, I.  

B. Bundy and PRN Acted In Concert with Others to Harass and Threaten Violence 
Against the St. Luke’s Parties. 

26. The events that gave rise to the Bundy Lawsuit occurred about 13 months ago, 

immediately after the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare (“IDHW”) intervened to ensure 

the health of an infant (“Infant”) relative of one of Bundy’s associates. The Infant was taken to 

St. Luke’s for desperately needed medical care. See Stidham Aff., Ex. B, ¶¶ 49-53.  

27. While the Infant was being treated by St. Luke’s, the requisite judicial 

proceedings took place before a magistrate judge. While those proceedings are sealed, the Infant 

remained in IDHW custody until the Infant’s health stabilized and, as was publicly disclosed, the 

parents agreed to conditions relating to the future care and monitoring of the Infant. See id., Ex. 

B, ¶¶ 56-61.  
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28. While the Infant was receiving care at St. Luke’s RMC, Bundy, PRN, and others 

joined together to exploit the dire medical condition of the Infant. Seeking donations for his 

gubernatorial campaign, to enhance his standing among his followers, and to grow the 

membership of and revenues from PRN, Bundy acted in concert with others to launch a 

knowingly dishonest smear campaign that claimed Idaho State employees, the judiciary, the 

police, primary care providers, the Governor of Idaho, and the St. Luke’s Parties were engaged 

in the widespread kidnapping, trafficking, sexual abuse, and killing of “Christian” Idaho 

children. See id., Ex. B, ¶¶ 1, 61-62. 

29. As a consequence of the smear campaign, the St. Luke’s Parties were defamed, 

doxed, received death threats, had their phone lines jammed with harassing calls from across the 

country, and suffered two disruptions in patient service. The first disruption occurred when 

emergency vehicles were diverted for hours owing to Bundy’s trespass at St. Luke’s Meridian 

hospital. The second occurred when Bundy caused an armed mob of hundreds to surround and 

threaten the St. Luke’s hospital in Boise. See id., Ex. B, ¶¶ 69, 82, 98. 

30. As result of Bundy and PRN’s wrongful actions, Dr. Erickson and NP Jungman 

suffered considerable emotional distress and continue to suffer from ongoing defamation. St. 

Luke’s HS and St. Luke’s RMC suffered disruptions in patient care and damages measured in the 

tens of millions. See Stidham Aff., Ex. J. 
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C. St. Luke’s Parties Have Had to Serve Bundy A Number Times Owing to Bundy’s 
Actions; Bundy Will Need to be Served in The Future.   

31. Bundy falsely asserts that he is being harassed by private process servers and the 

Sheriff’s office. While Bundy has been served a number of times, each instance has been 

appropriate. 

32. By refusing to appear in the Bundy Lawsuit, Bundy has increased the number of 

times personal service was required. Had he appeared in the lawsuit, the St. Luke’s Parties would 

have been able to serve him electronically. Bundy has also engaged in ongoing threats which in 

turn necessitated amendments to the complaint and a protective order. Because Bundy controls 

several entities involved in the wrongful conduct, he is an agent for service for discovery 

subpoenas.  

33. The St. Luke’s Parties filed their lawsuit on May 11, 2022. The initial Plaintiffs 

were St. Luke’s Health System, Ltd.; St. Luke’s Regional Medical Center, Ltd.; Chris Roth, and 

Natasha Erickson, M.D. Original Complaint was served on Bundy, PRN and Bundy Campaign 

on May 13, 2022. 

34. On June 2, 2022, the St. Luke’s Parties amended their Complaint to add Tracy 

Jungman, N.P. as a Plaintiff, after Defendants posted her photo alongside defamatory statements 

about her online. The St. Luke’s Parties had the Amended Complaint served on Bundy in his 

individual capacity and also as the representative of his entities, PRN and the Bundy Campaign, 

which were (and are) also Defendants, on July 16, 2022. 
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35. On October 12, 2022, the district court ordered Bundy to pay attorneys’ fees 

incurred due to his failure to comply with a discovery order. The court also required that the 

order awarding fees be served on Bundy pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 4. The St. 

Luke’s Parties had the order personally served on Bundy on October 13, 2022 via a process 

server and on October 15, 2022 by the Gem County Sheriff. 

36. The district court entered a preliminary injunction against Bundy, PRN, and the 

Bundy Campaign on October 12, 2022. To preserve their ability to enforce the preliminary 

injunction order, the St. Luke’s Parties had it personally served on Bundy to ensure his receipt on 

October 13, 2022 via a process server and on October 15, 2022 by the Gem County Sheriff.  

37. Because Bundy refused to pay the district court’s sanctions, the St. Luke’s parties 

had the sanction order reduced to a judgment. Accordingly, the Sheriff served the writ of 

execution on Bundy on November 18, 2022. 

38. On December 6, 2022, the St. Luke’s Parties moved to amend the operative 

Complaint to allege punitive damages. They had the motion and supporting papers served on 

Bundy by a process server on December 6, 2022—understanding that the motion stood to 

materially expand the scope of the lawsuit and providing him (and PRN and the Bundy 

Campaign) a full chance to respond. 

39. On January 19, 2023, the district court entered a protective order, recognizing the 

ongoing threats and intimidation Defendants were directing at potential witnesses in the case. 

The protective order stated that it was effective upon receipt. Given the ongoing threats and 

intimidation from Bundy and PRN, the sooner the protective order went into effect, the better. 
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Accordingly, the St. Luke’s Parties attempted to hire a process server to serve the protective 

order on Bundy with a cease-and-desist letter demanding that he remove online postings 

threatening potential witnesses. The St. Luke’s Parties were unable to find a process server 

willing to serve Bundy because of his threats, and counsel for the St. Luke’s Parties drove to 

Bundy’s home and effected personal service herself. 

40. When Bundy and PRN refused to remove the online posts threatening the 

potential witnesses, the St. Luke’s Parties filed a motion for contempt for violation of the 

protective order. To ensure a timely hearing date, they served Bundy in person with the motion 

for contempt with supporting papers and notice of hearing on the same date as the filing—

February 7, 2023. 

41. On February 8, 2023, the district court granted the St. Luke’s Parties’ motion to 

amend their Complaint to allege punitive damages against Bundy, PRN, the Bundy Campaign, 

and the other defendants. Because Bundy, PRN, and the Bundy Campaign were in default, the St. 

Luke’s Parties were obligated to serve them pursuant to Rule 4. They were able to hire a process 

server and had Bundy served in his individual capacity and on behalf of PRN and the Bundy 

Campaign on February 14, 2023. 

42. Bundy and PRN reacted to the motion for contempt and order on punitive 

damages by publishing further defamatory and threatening statements against the St. Luke’s 

Parties, doubling down on their wrongdoing, and publishing new false statements online. These 

new factual developments required another amendment of the Complaint. Again, to secure an 
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upcoming hearing date, the St. Luke’s Parties filed and served same day (February 14, 2023) the 

motion to amend their Complaint.  

43. The hearing on the motion for contempt was set for February 21, 2023. When 

Bundy failed to appear, the district court decided to give Bundy yet another chance to appear 

voluntarily for the contempt arraignment and ordered the St. Luke’s Parties to have a summons 

issued for his appearance at a civil contempt hearing and have the summons personally served on 

Bundy in his individual capacity and on behalf of PRN.  

44. The district court granted the motion to amend the Complaint. Pursuant to Rule 4, 

on March 3, 2023, the St. Luke’s Parties had Bundy personally served in his individual capacity 

and on behalf of PRN and the Bundy Campaign. Bundy threatened to call the police, and shortly 

after the process server left Bundy’s property, he was pulled over by law enforcement officers 

who informed him that he had been trespassed by Bundy.  See Stidham Aff., ¶ 9.       

45. Given Bundy’s attempts to evade service, the St. Luke’s Parties enlisted a private 

process server (Idaho Legal Process) and the Gem County Sheriff’s Office to concurrently 

attempt service of the summons for arraignment on contempt.  

46. Bundy managed to evade service for the process server’s first four attempts. On 

the fifth attempt, on April 4, 2023, the process server was successful. At that time, however, 

Bundy threatened the process server with criminal prosecution. The process server informed the 

St. Luke’s Parties that the company would no longer serve legal process on Bundy on his 

property. 
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47.  The Gem County Sheriff’s deputies were able to serve Bundy as well but 

reported that he became threatening. Thereafter, the Sheriff determined and memorialized in a 

letter dated April 12, 2023, that he would no longer send anyone from his office to serve legal 

papers on Bundy. Stidham Aff., Ex. C. 

48. Plaintiffs have one subpoena that needs to be served on Bundy in his capacity as 

agent for Abish-husbondi, Inc., a corporate entity Bundy uses as part of his financial network.  

49.  Plaintiffs have been unable to obtain any discovery from Bundy, PRN, the Bundy 

Campaign, or any of Bundy’s third-party entities (including Abish-husbondi, Inc.) into which he 

funnels money. The St. Luke’s Parties have been unable to find a process server willing to serve 

Bundy on his property. They provided the subpoena to the Gem County Sheriff’s Office for 

service but understand from the Sheriff’s April 12, 2023 letter that the Sheriff will not serve 

Bundy on his property. 

50. In addition to serving Bundy with ongoing discovery regarding Bundy-controlled 

corporations, the St. Luke’s Parties will need to serve Bundy several more times in the coming 

months. For example, a motion for default judgment against Bundy, the Bundy Campaign, and 

PRN is pending before the district court. Id., ¶ 24. The district court will likely enter default 

judgment, and Bundy will need to be served with that judgment. Id. After the default judgment, 

there will be a hearing on damages, and Bundy will need to be served with notice of the hearing. 

Id. When damages are determined, Bundy will need notice of that. Id. When the St. Luke’s 

Parties seek to collect on their judgment, they will require the Sheriff’s services to execute.  Id. 
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And even if Bundy is defaulted, the St. Luke’s Parties likely will need to subpoena him for the 

July 10, 2023, trial against the remaining defendants. Id. 

51. Upcoming trial deadlines are not the only reason why St. Luke’s urgently needs to 

move the legal process forward. In defiance of the district court’s protective order, Bundy 

continues to make threats against the St. Luke’s Parties and their counsel and continues to 

defame them. See Stidham Aff., ¶ 25.  Bundy also threatens violence himself. See id., Exs. K, L. 

For instance, he casts death threats in scriptural language, stating that “God will deliver [his 

enemies] into [his] hands,” which conveys that God would approve Bundy killing those he 

identifies as enemies. Id, Ex. K at 10.1 Thus, these statements are real-life threats to Plaintiffs 

(and other potential witnesses). Id., Ex N, ¶ 10.  Bundy’s threatening rhetoric has garnered 

significant media attention, indicating both the wide distribution of Bundy’s harassment and 

intimidation and the risk that the public will lose confidence in the legal system if he is allowed 

to avoid accountability. See id., Ex. M.    

52. Bundy erodes public confidence by openly mocking the Court. He has published 

online videos of himself crowing about discarding court filings straight into the trash. Idaho 

Dispatch, Interview with Ammon Bundy, RUMBLE (Dec. 28, 2022), https://rumble.com/v22v9ik-

interview-with-ammon-bundy-12282022.html (41:17-41:30). And he has publicly labeled the 

Ada County Court “a complete abomination,” for which “[t]he corruption in the courts are so 

 
1 See, e.g., Deuteronomy 3:2 (“So the Lord our God delivered [the] king of Bashan, with all his 
people into our hand, and we smote them until no survivor was left.”); Joshua 11:8 (“The Lord 
delivered them into the hand of Israel, so that they defeated them . . . and they struck them until 
no survivor was left to them.”).  
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deep and so real that it’s not a method to find justice anymore.” Id., (29:58-32:16). Bundy’s 

mockery of the Court’s authority continues and escalates. Service of process is needed to bring 

him before the Court. 

53. In addition, delay increases the difficulty the St. Luke’s Parties will face when 

trying to collect. Bundy has brazenly stated online that he is trying hide or convey his assets, 

including sizable real estate holdings, so that the St. Luke’s Parties will not be able to collect. See 

Stidham Aff., ¶ 27. Bundy should not be allowed to buy time to fraudulently convey his assets.   

 The Gem County Sheriff is Refusing to Fulfill His Duty 

54. The St. Luke’s Parties’ legal counsel has been in contact with officials in Gem 

County as concerns regarding service of process on Bundy escalated. Stidham Aff., ¶ 7.  Gem 

County officials informed the St. Luke’s Parties’ legal counsel that private process servers who 

were “trespassed” by Bundy would be considered in violation of the criminal trespass statute by 

the Sheriff.  Stidham Aff., ¶ 8. Likewise, counsel was informed that the Gem County Sheriff had 

decided to stop serving Bundy with process for the St. Luke’s Parties. Stidham Aff., ¶ 10, Ex.  C. 

55. Counsel for the St. Luke’s Parties requested that these decisions be memorialized 

so that the matter could be resolved by a court of proper jurisdiction. 

56. The Sheriff and the Gem County Prosecutor obliged.   

57. On April 12, 2023, the Sheriff wrote the following letter: 
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Stidham Aff., Ex. C. 

58. On April 14, 2023, the Gem County Prosecutor wrote an email confirming the St. 

Luke’s Parties’ understanding of the situation. Stidham Aff., Ex. D.  
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D. Bundy and PRN Create the Risk of Violence; That is Precisely Why It Is Essential 
That the Sheriff Fulfill His Duties. 

59. The St. Luke’s Parties believe Bundy and PRN intimidate and create a risk for 

violence. The St. Luke’s Parties share the Sheriff’s concern for violence.   

60. In support of a pending motion for contempt in the Bundy Lawsuit, leading 

experts provided opinions regarding the risks of violence posed by Bundy and PRN. Devin 

Burghart, President of Institute for Research & Education on Human Rights ("IREHR") and 

a leading expert on Bundy and PRN, testified that: 

Bundy and PRN pose a real and present danger to the 
community and to St. Luke's, Chris Roth, Dr. Natasha Erickson, 
and NP Tracy Jungman. While Bundy and PRN speak in terms 
of "defending rights," they define "defense" and "rights" in such 
a way that they really are just advocating the use of violence to 
reach their objective of imposing their desired type of Christian 
Nationalist government on others. PRN's leadership and 
membership includes paramilitary and militia-type group 
members. PRN was established-and operates-as an "Uber-like" 
militia response system. PRN's messaging is intended to incite 
fear and promote violence. PRN uses harassment, intimidation, 
threats of violence, and doxing to silence those it opposes and 
push its agenda. PRN is willing and able to use violence to 
accomplish its objectives.  

Stidham Aff., Ex. H, ¶ 5. 

Further, Burghart opined: 

Bundy and PRN will be emboldened to even worse conduct and 
further threaten the safety of Plaintiffs and their families (and 
others)—if Bundy and PRN are not held accountable for their 
actions and forced to stop harassing, intimidating, threatening, 
and doxing Plaintiffs. If Bundy and PRN are allowed to 
continue to disregard the legal system and laws, to flout orders 
of the Court, and target the plaintiffs and witnesses in this 
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lawsuit, without meaningful consequences to Bundy, the 
potential consequences are significant. 

Stidham Aff., Ex. H, ¶ 7. 

61. As Spencer Fomby, a former law enforcement officer and expert in dealing 

with extremists has opined, “extremist groups like the People’s Rights Network have a 

playbook that involves the intentional use of misinformation and disinformation to 

radicalize others to take action, including violent action, against individuals identified by the 

extremist group. PRN, Bundy, and Rodriguez follow the same playbook as Antifa.” Stidham 

Aff., Ex. N, ¶ 5. 

62. Like Antifa and other anti-democratic forces, Bundy and PRN act to subvert 

the government, erode confidence in the legal system, and raise the threat of violence. These 

anti-democratic forces should not be allowed to evade civil litigation through intimidation 

and threats of violence. 

COUNT I 
(WRIT OF MANDAMUS) 

63. Petitioners incorporate the foregoing allegations as if fully set forth herein, 

paragraphs 1 through 61 above.  

64. The St. Luke’s Parties have no plain, speedy and adequate remedy at law to 

protect and preserve the full exercise of their constitutional rights.  

65. The Gem County Sheriff has a clear legal duty to serve process under Idaho Code 

§ 31-2202. The Sheriff refuses to perform this duty. 
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66. The Petitioners are entitled to a Writ of Mandamus that compels the Gem County 

Sheriff to serve process and notice on Ammon Bundy personally or upon Ammon Bundy in his 

capacity as an agent for any entity, including, but not limited to, a corporation, political 

campaign, or unincorporated association. 

COUNT II 
(WRIT OF PROHIBITION) 

67. Petitioners incorporate the foregoing allegations as if fully set forth herein, 

paragraphs 1 through 65 above.  

68. The Gem County Sheriff has authority to arrest and take before a magistrate all 

persons who attempt to commit or who have committed a public offense under Idaho Code § 31-

2202. The Sheriff has no lawful authority to pursue charges for trespass against the Sheriff’s 

deputies serving papers pursuant to the Sheriff’s statutory duties. The Sheriff has no lawful 

authority to pursue charges for trespass against private process servers who enter Ammon 

Bundy’s property solely to deliver legal documents and cause no property damage. 

69. Petitioners are entitled to a Writ of Prohibition that prohibits the Gem County 

Sheriff from pursuing criminal trespass charges against any individual engaged in the lawful 

duty of serving process on Ammon Bundy personally or upon Ammon Bundy in his capacity as 

agent for any entity, including, but not limited to, a corporation, political campaign, or 

unincorporated association.  
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COUNT III 
(REQUEST FOR EXPEDITED HEARING) 

70. Petitioners incorporate the foregoing allegations as if fully set forth herein, 

paragraphs 1 through 68 above.  

71. An expedited hearing before the Court is requested as to the required relief and 

rulings sought herein, pursuant to Idaho Appellate Rule 44 upon the extraordinary circumstances 

that: 

COUNT IV 
(REQUEST FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES) 

72. Petitioners incorporate the foregoing allegations as if fully set forth herein, 

paragraphs 1 through 70 above. 

73. Petitioners are entitled to reasonable attorneys pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 12-

117(1), 12-117(2), or other applicable authorities and statutes. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Petitioners respectfully request the following relief from this Court: 

1. That an Order be issued which requires the Respondent to Answer and appear to 

Show Cause why the relief sought by Petitioners should not be granted; 

2. That a Writ of Mandamus be granted; and  

3. That a Writ of Prohibition be granted.   

4. An award to the St. Luke’s Parties of their reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs for 

this matter under Idaho Code §§ 12-117(1), 117(1), or other applicable authorities and statutes;  

DATED: April 17, 2023. 
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       HOLLAND & HART LLP 

 

       /s/Erik F. Stidham     
       Erik F. Stidham 
       Jennifer M. Jensen 
       Zachery J. McCraney 
 
       Attorneys for Petitioners 
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VERIFICATIONS 

I, David Barton, declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of 

Idaho that I am Deputy General Counsel of St. Luke’s Regional Medical Center, Ltd., that I have 

read the foregoing Verified Petition for Writ of Mandamus and Prohibition, know the contents 

thereof, and believe the facts therein stated to be true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 

Executed this ___ day of April, 2023.   

_______________________________________ 
David Barton 

 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 17th day of April, 2023. 
 
 
      _______________________________________ 

(Signature of notarial officer) 
 

I, Chris Roth, declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the State of Idaho 

that I have read the foregoing Verified Petition for Writ of Mandamus and Prohibition, know the 

contents thereof, and believe the facts therein stated to be true and correct to the best of my 

knowledge. 

Executed this ___ day of April, 2023.   

(forthcoming)        
Chris Roth 

 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 17th day of April, 2023. 
 
 
      _______________________________________ 

(Signature of notarial officer) 
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I, Natasha D. Erickson, M.D., declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the 

State of Idaho that I have read the foregoing Verified Petition for Writ of Mandamus and 

Prohibition, know the contents thereof, and believe the facts therein stated to be true and correct 

to the best of my knowledge. 

Executed this 17th day of April, 2023.   

_______________________________________ 
Natasha D. Erickson, M.D. 

 
 SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 17th day of April, 2023. 
 
 
      _______________________________________ 

(Signature of notarial officer) 
 

I, Tracy W. Jungman, NP, declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the 

State of Idaho that I have read the foregoing Verified Petition for Writ of Mandamus and 

Prohibition, know the contents thereof, and believe the facts therein stated to be true and correct 

to the best of my knowledge. 

Executed this ___ day of April, 2023.   

(forthcoming)       
Tracy W. Jungman, NP 

 
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO before me this 17th day of April, 2023. 
 
 
      _______________________________________ 

(Signature of notarial officer)  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 17th day of April, 2023, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 

Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

Ammon Bundy for Governor 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

 
People’s Rights Network 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

 
Gem County Sheriff’s Office 
Civil Division 
410 E. 1st St.  
Emmett, ID 83617 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:  

 
 
/s/ Erik F. Stidham  
Erik F. Stidham 
OF HOLLAND & HART LLP 
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CHRIS ROTH, an individual; NATASHA D. ERICKSON, M.D., an individual; and TRACY W. 

JUNGMAN, NP, an individual; 
Petitioners, 

vs. 
DONNIE WUNDER, in his official capacity as SHERIFF OF GEM COUNTY, IDAHO, 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 
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I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE 

This action for mandamus and prohibition arises out of a pending lawsuit in which 

Petitioners St. Luke’s Health System, Ltd., St. Luke’s Regional Medical Center, Ltd., Chris 

Roth, Natasha Erickson, M.D., and Tracy Jungman, N.P. (collectively the “St. Luke’s Parties”) 

sued Ammon Bundy, his entities (the People’s Rights Network and Ammon Bundy for 

Governor), and other defendants. The St. Luke’s Parties seek to hold Bundy and the other 

defendants accountable for directing the armed mob that caused the St. Luke’s Boise campus to 

lock down in March 2022 and perpetuating the false conspiracy theory that the St. Luke’s Parties 

are involved in a child trafficking ring (the “Bundy Lawsuit”).  

Bundy is the representative of defendant People’s Rights Network (“PRN”), his 

nationwide, 60,000-member unincorporated association, defendant Ammon Bundy for Governor 

(“Bundy Campaign”), and other, relevant third-party entities. Affidavit of Erik F. Stidham 

(“Stidham Aff.”), ¶¶ 6, 17, Ex. G. Bundy’s and PRN’s personal attacks that gave rise to the 

Bundy Lawsuit create a serious, life-threatening danger to their targets. Id., Ex. N (Fomby Aff.), 

Ex. H (Burghart Aff.). Because Bundy and his entities have not appeared in the lawsuit—and 

because his and PRN’s conduct has warranted entry of a protective order, preliminary injunction, 

multiple amendments of the Complaint to update allegations of evolving defamatory statements, 

and several motions for contempt—multiple legal filings have had to be personally served on 

Bundy in his individual and representative capacities. Id., ¶ 30.  

Bundy has successfully intimidated the Gem County Sheriff (the “Sheriff”) from serving 

legal documents on Bundy at his home in Emmett, Idaho. See id., Ex. C. Moreover, the Sheriff 
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has permitted Bundy to improperly invoke the trespass statute and has threatened process servers 

who would serve Bundy with legal documents on his property with criminal charges. Id., Ex. D. 

Without anyone to serve filings on Bundy, the St. Luke’s Parties will be significantly prejudiced 

in their pending lawsuit, which is heading to trial this summer. Id., ¶ 31. This frustration of 

service violates the St. Luke’s Parties’ constitutional rights.  

A writ of mandamus is needed to require the Sheriff to comply with his statutory duties to 

serve process and notices. A writ of prohibition is also necessary to stop the Sheriff from 

permitting Bundy to use the trespass statute as a basis for prohibiting deputies and process 

servers from entering his property to peacefully serve legal papers. 

II. STATEMENT OF THE ISSUES 

A. Should the Court exercise its original jurisdiction to consider this petition for writ 

of mandate and writ of prohibition when the St. Luke’s Parties’ constitutional rights are being 

violated by the Sheriff, who refuses to serve legal papers on Bundy and has taken the erroneous 

position that service of legal papers constitutes misdemeanor trespass? 

B. Should this Court issue a writ of mandamus ordering the Sheriff to serve process 

and notice on Bundy when Idaho Code § 31-2022(8) requires him to serve process and notice, he 

refuses to do so, and the St. Luke’s Parties have no plain, speedy, and adequate legal remedy? 

C. Should this Court issue a writ of prohibition ordering the Sheriff not to pursue 

trespass charges against (1) his own deputies and (2) private process servers who merely enter 

Bundy’s property to deliver legal filings and cause no property damage, because they fall within 
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the exceptions to trespass found in Idaho Code § 18-7008(6)(b), (6)(c), and (7), and the 

St. Luke’s Parties have no plain, speedy, and adequate legal remedy?  

III. ARGUMENT 

A. The Court Should Exercise Its Original Jurisdiction. 

The Court has “original jurisdiction to issue writs of mandamus [and] prohibition[.]” 

Idaho Const. art. V, § 9; see also Idaho Code § 1-203; I.A.R. 5(a). The Court typically exercises 

its original jurisdiction “in matters where the petition alleges sufficient facts concerning a 

possible constitutional violation of an urgent nature.” Reclaim Idaho v. Denney, 169 Idaho 406, 

418, 497 P.3d 160, 172 (2021) (internal quotation marks and citation omitted).  

As explained below, the Sheriff’s refusal to serve process or notice on Bundy and his 

interpretation of the trespass statute present four constitutional violations, any one of which 

would support this Court’s original jurisdiction: (1) U.S. Const. Amend. 14 (due process); 

(2) Idaho Const. art. I, § 13 (due process); (3) Idaho Const. art. I, § 18 (justice to be freely and 

speedily administered); and (4) Idaho Const. art. XVIII, § 11 (duties of county officers). 

B. A Writ of Mandamus Is a Proper Remedy. 

“[M]andamus is the proper remedy for one seeking to require a public officer to carry out 

a clearly mandated, non-discretionary ministerial act.” Coeur d’Alene Tribe v. Denney, 161 

Idaho 508, 523, 387 P.3d 761, 776 (2015); see also Idaho Code § 7-302 (Mandamus may be 

issued “to compel the performance of an act which the law especially enjoins as a duty resulting 

from an office[.]”). The petitioner must show there is “not a plain, speedy and adequate remedy 

in the ordinary course of law.” Idaho Code § 7-303. 
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1. The Sheriff Refuses to Fulfill a Clearly Mandated, Ministerial Duty. 

Whether a duty is clearly mandated can be determined from the statutory language. See 

Dist. Bd. of Health v. Chancey, 94 Idaho 944, 947, 500 P.2d 845, 848 (1972). For instance, in 

District Board of Health, the Court looked to the relevant constitutional and statutory language. 

Id. Idaho Code title 31 authorized county commissioners to levy and collect taxes, and the Idaho 

Constitution made the duty mandatory for the commissioners: “‘All taxes shall be collected by 

the officer or officers designated by law.’” Id. (quoting Idaho Const. art. 18, § 6) (emphasis 

added); see also Salladay v. Bowen, 161 Idaho 563, 566 n.1, 388 P.3d 577, 580 n.1 (2017) (The 

word “shall” is mandatory.).  

Ministerial duties are straightforward acts like the Secretary of State certifying a bill as 

law absent timely veto, Coeur d’Alene Tribe, 161 Idaho at 523, 387 P.3d at 776; county 

commissioners remitting budgeted tax revenue to the public health board, Dist. Bd. of Health, 94 

Idaho at 947, 500 P.2d at 848; or a mayor signing all contracts in the name of the city, Utah 

Power & Light Co. v. Campbell, 108 Idaho 950, 953, 703 P.2d 714, 717 (1985). In each of these 

instances, the Court issued a writ of mandamus requiring the official to perform the duty. Coeur 

d’Alene Tribe, 161 Idaho at 526, 387 P.3d at 779; Bd. of Health, 94 Idaho at 949, 500 P.2d at 

850; Utah Power & Light Co., 108 Idaho at 956, 703 P.2d at 720.  

The Sheriff has a clearly mandated, ministerial duty to serve process and notices. Idaho 

Code § 31-2202 lists the duties of a sheriff: “The sheriff shall perform the following: . . . Serve 

all process and notices in the manner prescribed by law.” Idaho Code § 31-2202(8) (emphasis 

added). The duty is clearly mandatory, indicated by the word “shall.” See Dist. Bd. of Health, 94 
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Idaho at 947, 500 P.2d at 848 (holding similar language created a clearly mandatory duty). And, 

like the duties described in the cases cited above, serving process and notice is ministerial. It 

consists of delivering legal filings pursuant to the Rules of Civil Procedure. See Idaho Code 

§ 31-2201 (defining “process” and “notice” to be served). 

The Sheriff has refused to undertake this duty to serve, stating that he fears violence from 

Bundy, who he believes “is at his breaking point.” Stidham Aff., Ex. C, Ex. D. In the Sheriff’s 

opinion, “if this continues, there is potential for someone to getting hurt. My concern is with the 

safety of process servers and my deputies.” Id., Ex. C.  

2. There Is No Plain, Speedy, and Adequate Legal Remedy. 

A petitioner may establish that it has no adequate remedy by submitting “proof of a crisis 

or urgent situation that would require [the] Court to issue the writ of mandamus.” Idaho Falls 

Redev. Agency v. Countryman, 118 Idaho 43, 45, 794 P.2d 632, 634 (1990). A remedy is not 

adequate if it would be futile. See Edwards v. Indus. Comm’n, 130 Idaho 457, 460, 943 P.2d 47, 

50 (1997) (holding there was no adequate remedy because a declaratory judgment action before 

the Industrial Commission would be futile, as petitioner sought a ruling adverse to the Industrial 

Commission’s interest).  

Here, the St. Luke’s Parties have no plain, speedy, and adequate remedy for the Sheriff’s 

refusal to serve papers in their lawsuit. The law does not provide a means of appealing the 

sheriff’s decision and does not impose on anyone else a duty to serve legal papers.  

While private process servers may choose to undertake service, seeking their services has 

become increasingly difficult over the course of the lawsuit and is now futile. Stidham Aff., ¶ 27. 
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From the outset of the Bundy Lawsuit, many private process servers would not serve Bundy 

given their concerns about online attacks, armed protests at their homes, and violence. Id. 

Fearing criminal charges from the Gem County Sheriff, the private process servers are refusing 

to undertake service on Bundy. Id. But even if they were willing, they would be no true 

substitute for the Sheriff when Bundy is a known militant extremist who threatens violence.  See 

id., ¶ 27, Ex. F, Ex. H, Ex. N.  

The St. Luke’s Parties have an ongoing need of the Sheriff’s services through trial and 

will have a further need for his services when it comes time to execute on a judgment in their 

favor.  Id., ¶ 28. For instance, on April 14, 2023, they delivered to the Sheriff’s office a subpoena 

for Rule 30(b)(6) deposition duces tecum to Abish-husbondi, Inc., an entity owned by Bundy and 

in receipt of his ill-gotten gains. Id. And recently, the district court required the St. Luke’s Parties 

to provide in-hand service of a summons for Bundy to appear for arraignment on their Motion 

for Contempt. Id. The Motion for Contempt sets forth many alleged violations of the protective 

order prohibiting the intimidation or threat of potential witnesses in the case. Id.   

Because Bundy was in default, the St. Luke’s Parties also had to effect in-hand service of 

amended complaints, when the district court granted their motion to amend to allege punitive 

damages—and when Bundy published new defamatory statements online, necessitating a further 

amendment. Id., ¶ 32. Bundy has failed to answer the operative complaint, and the St. Luke’s 

Parties have filed an application for entry of default and a motion for default judgment, which 

are currently pending. Id. The district court will likely enter default judgment, and Bundy will 

need to be served with that judgment. Id., ¶ 24. There will be a hearing on damages, and Bundy 
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will need to be served with notice of the hearing. Id. When damages are determined, Bundy will 

need notice of that. Id. When the St. Luke’s Parties seek to collect on their judgment, they will 

require the Sheriff’s services to execute.  Id. And even if Bundy is defaulted, the St. Luke’s 

Parties likely will need to subpoena him for the July 10, 2023, trial against the remaining 

defendants. Id. 

C. A Writ of Prohibition Is Proper. 

A writ of prohibition “arrests the proceedings of any . . . person, when such proceedings 

are without or in excess of the jurisdiction of such . . . person.” Idaho Code § 7-401. Like a writ 

of mandate, it may only be issued in cases “where there is not a plain, speedy and adequate 

remedy in the ordinary course of law.” Idaho Code § 7-402; In re Petition for Writ of 

Prohibition, 168 Idaho 909, 919, 489 P.3d 820, 830 (2021). 

1. Sheriff Acted in Excess of His Jurisdiction. 

A person takes action in excess of his jurisdiction if he lacked “lawful authority to take 

the action that [he] did.” In re Petition for Writ of Prohibition, 168 Idaho at 919, 489 P.3d at 830.  

a. The Sheriff acts outside his lawful authority if he pursues trespass 
charges against those whose conduct does not constitute a trespass.  

The Sheriff has lawful authority “to arrest and take before the nearest magistrate for 

examination all persons who attempt to commit or who have committed a public offense, unless 

otherwise provided by law.” Idaho Code § 31-2202(2). But the Sheriff has no lawful authority to 

arrest or pursue charges against those whose actions are not a public offense as a matter of law.  

Here, the Sheriff has allowed Bundy to use Idaho’s trespass statute to prevent anyone 

from entering or remaining on Bundy’s property to serve him with legal papers, once Bundy has 
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informed the person that they must leave. See Stidham Aff., Ex. D. The St. Luke’s Parties 

understand that Bundy has filed formal complaints with the Sheriff’s office against the process 

servers and the Sheriff’s deputies who have walked onto his property to hand him the legal 

filings. See id. One process server was pulled over by a Sheriff’s deputy and warned that they 

would face criminal trespass charges if they served Bundy again.  Id., ¶ 29.  Particularly 

concerning is the fact that Bundy claims the right to “defend” his property and insists that the 

defense may be violent.  See id., ¶ 29, Ex. K, Ex. L.  The Sheriff’s decision to allow Bundy to 

use the trespass statute to bar process servers only emboldens Bundy and sanctions a violent 

response against anyone who merely walks up to his front door with legal filings.  

Under Idaho law, a misdemeanor trespass occurs “when [a person] enters or remains on 

the real property of another without permission, knowing or with reason to know that his 

presence is not permitted.” Idaho Code § 18-7008(2)(a). But the statute includes a broad and 

non-exclusive set of exceptions. Of relevance here: 

A person shall not be guilty of a trespass under this section for entering or 
remaining upon real property if the person entered or remained on the property 
pursuant to any of the following rights or authorities:  
 
. . .  
 
(b) A lawful authority to enter onto or remain upon the real property in question, 
including, but not limited to . . . [a]ny law enforcement officer during the course 
and scope of fulfilling his lawful duties . . . or  
 
(c) Any other person with a legally prescribed right to enter or remain upon the 
real property in question. 
 

Idaho Code § 18-7008(6)(b), (c).  
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Examples of the exclusions in subsection (6) of this section include, but are not 
limited to: . . . a person knocking on a front door of a property that is not posted; a 
meter reader during the scope and course of his employment, a postal employee 
delivering mail or packages; power company personnel fixing downed power 
lines; [or] a bail bondsman arresting a person who is in violation of a bail 
contract[.] 
 

Idaho Code § 18-7008(7). 

b. The Sheriff is acting in excess of his jurisdiction by pursuing trespass 
charges against process servers who cause no property damage and 
merely hand documents to an occupant at Bundy’s house. 

With respect to the Sheriff’s deputies serving Bundy with legal filings, no trespass will 

lie because Idaho Code § 18-7008(6)(b) expressly covers their actions. See id. (exception applies 

to “[a]ny law enforcement officer during the course and scope of fulfilling his lawful duties”). 

Private process servers, on the other hand, fall within the non-exclusive exceptions under 

Idaho Code § 18-7008(6)(c) and (7), based on the statutory construction rule, ejusdem generis. 

This Court follows ejusdem generis, meaning that “where general words of a statute follow an 

enumeration of persons or things, such general words will be construed as meaning persons or 

things of like or similar class or character to those specifically enumerated[.]” State v. Kavajecz, 

139 Idaho 482, 486, 80 P.3d 1083, 1087 (2003).  

Idaho Code §§ 18-7008(6)(c) and (7) present precisely this framework. Section 18-

7008(6)(c) provides general words excepting “[a]ny other person with a legally prescribed right 

to enter or remain upon the real property in question.” These general words are followed by an 

enumeration of persons, with the express language stating that the list is non-exclusive. See 

Idaho Code § 18-7008(7) (“Examples of the exclusions in subsection (6) of this section include, 
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but are not limited to . . .”) (emphasis added). The list includes categories of persons like 

process servers, particularly, “a postal employee delivering mail or packages[.]” Idaho Code § 

18-7008(7). Like process servers, postal employees perform administrative duties that require 

entry onto private property. Process servers perform a role very similar to postal service 

employees—delivering papers. And for legal papers where service by mail is proper, the roles of 

process servers and postal service employees are identical.  

Accordingly, process servers who merely walk up to the door and hand papers to the 

occupant or walk up to the owner who is outside on the premises and hand papers to him without 

doing more cannot be considered to have trespassed. To hold otherwise would be to violate basic 

tenets of statutory construction.  

2. There Is No Plain, Speedy, and Adequate Remedy. 

For the same reasons explained above with respect to mandamus, there is no adequate 

remedy. See supra Argument Part B.2. The St. Luke’s Parties’ prosecution of their lawsuit is 

stymied by the Sheriff’s position on the trespass statute, and there is no recourse that would 

preserve their rights in the lawsuit, which is set for trial this summer. 

D. The Sheriff’s Refusal to Serve Process or Notice and Pursuit of Trespassing Charges 
Against Private Process Servers Violates the State and Federal Constitutions. 

1. Refusing to Serve Bundy and Pursuing Trespass Charges Against Private 
Process Servers Violates the St. Luke’s Parties’ Due Process and Free and 
Speedy Justice Rights. 

The right to due process is enshrined in both the U.S. Constitution and the Idaho 

Constitution. See U.S. Const. Amend. XIV, § 1 (“[N]or shall any State deprive any person of 

life, liberty, or property, without due process of law.”); Idaho Const. art. 1, § 13 (“No person 
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shall . . . be deprived of life, liberty or property without due process of law.”). Moreover, Idaho 

recognizes a corollary constitutional right to free and speedy justice. See Idaho Const. art. I, § 18 

(“Courts of justice shall be open to every person, and a speedy remedy afforded for every injury 

of person, property or character, and right and justice shall be administered without sale, denial, 

delay, or prejudice.”). 

Due process includes meaningful access to state courts. Boddie v. Connecticut, 401 U.S. 

371, 379-80 (1971); see also Rudd v. Rudd, 105 Idaho 112, 115, 642 (1983) (“The right to 

procedural due process guaranteed under both the Idaho and United States Constitutions requires 

that a person involved in the judicial process be given meaningful notice and a meaningful 

opportunity to be heard.”). While Idaho often interprets its state constitution consistently with the 

U.S. Constitution, e.g., State v. Cowen, 104 Idaho 649, 650, 662 P.2d 230, 231 (Idaho 1983), this 

Court “is free to interpret [the] state constitution as more protective of the rights of Idaho citizens 

than the United States Supreme Court’s interpretation of the federal constitution,” State v. 

Guzman, 122 Idaho 981, 987, 842 P.2d 660, 666 (Idaho 1992). 

Courts have held that refusing to serve, or impeding service of, legal filings presents a 

colorable claim for due process violation. See, e.g., Le Grand v. Evan, 702 F.2d 415, 417 (2d Cir. 

1983); Williams v. Wood, 612 F.2d 982, 985-86 (5th Cir. 1980). For instance, in Le Grand, the 

court clerk failed to process a convicted murderer plaintiff’s in forma pauperis request, which 

prevented service of the complaint. 702 F.2d at 417. In Williams, a court clerk maliciously failed 

to serve a copy of an order, which gave rise to a colorable due process claim. 612 F.2d at 985-86. 

And in another case, a plaintiff stated a colorable claim of due process violation when alleging 
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that defendant law enforcement officer escorted a process server out of the building upon 

learning that the server intended to serve other officers with a complaint. Barnes v. Anderson, 97 

Civ. 1491 (SAS), 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 12510, at *13 (S.D.N.Y. Aug. 19, 1997). 

This case presents a straightforward violation of the St. Luke’s Parties’ due process rights 

to meaningfully pursue their lawsuit against Bundy and his entities, including his militia, the 

People’s Rights Network. Similar to the litigants in the above-cited cases, the St. Luke’s Parties’ 

ability to serve legal filings necessary to the advancement of the lawsuit has been impeded—by 

the Sheriff’s refusal to serve papers on Bundy and the Sheriff’s decision to allow Bundy to use 

the trespass statute to prohibit process servers who cause no property damage and merely walk 

up to the door and hand papers to the occupant.  

2. The Sheriff’s Refusal to Serve Process and Notice Also Violates Idaho Const. 
art. XVIII, § 6.   

Serving process and notice is the Sheriff’s constitutional duty—not just a statutory one. 

The Idaho Constitution requires election of county officers, expressly including “a sheriff,” 

Idaho Const. art. XVIII, § 6, and mandates the performance of their duties, Idaho Const. art. 

XVII, § 11 (“County, township, and precinct officers shall perform such duties as shall be 

prescribed by law.”).  

The Sheriff’s failure to serve legal papers in the pending lawsuit thus violates the Idaho 

Constitution and invokes the Court’s original jurisdiction.  

E. There Is an Urgent Need for the Writs. 

These constitutional violations require immediate redress. Not only are the St. Luke’s 

Parties’ rights being violated, but tolerating an extremist’s chilling effect on service of process 
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would set a dangerous precedent in Idaho. It would encourage militants to intimidate those they 

harm into silence and inaction, as well as reinforce the notion that extremists like Bundy may 

freely operate outside the law. They may summon hundreds of armed disruptors to shut down a 

hospital and endanger the lives of everyone within it—then escape liability by holing up in a 

compound with threats to law enforcement and anyone else who attempts to set foot on the 

property to serve legal process.   

F. Attorney’s Fees Should Be Awarded. 

The St. Luke’s Parties should be awarded their attorney’s fees incurred in bringing their 

petition for writs of mandamus and prohibition. See Idaho Code § 12-117(1), (2). As explained 

above and given the plain language of Idaho Code §§ 31-2202 and 18-7008, there was no 

reasonable basis in law to refuse serving legal papers or to construe the trespass statute as 

applying to the Sheriff’s deputies or private process servers entering Bundy’s property merely to 

deliver legal papers.  

IV. CONCLUSION 

The St. Luke’s Parties urge the Court to exercise its original jurisdiction to issue a writ of 

mandamus requiring the Sheriff to serve process and notices and issue a writ of prohibition 

barring the pursuit of trespass charges against process servers who enter the property solely to 

deliver legal papers and cause no property damage. 

[signature page follows]  
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DATED: April 17, 2023. 

       HOLLAND & HART LLP 

       /S/ERIK F. STIDHAM     
       Erik F. Stidham 
       Jennifer M. Jensen 
       Zachery J. McCraney 
 
       Attorneys for Petitioners 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 17th day of April, 2023, I caused to be served a true and 
correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to the following: 

Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

Ammon Bundy for Governor 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

 
People’s Rights Network 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
 

 
Gem County Sheriff’s Office 
Civil Division 
410 E. 1st St.  
Emmett, ID 83617 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:  

 
 
/s/ Erik F. Stidham  
Erik F. Stidham 
OF HOLLAND & HART LLP 
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Erik F. Stidham (ISB #5483) 
Jennifer M. Jensen (ISB #9275) 
HOLLAND & HART LLP 
800 W. Main Street, Suite 1750 
Boise, ID 83702-5974 
Telephone:  208.342.5000 
Facsimile:  208.343.8869 
E-mail: efstidham@hollandhart.com  
               jmjensen@hollandhart.com 
 
Counsel for Plaintiffs 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH  JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 

STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

ST. LUKE’S HEALTH SYSTEM, LTD; ST. 
LUKE’S REGIONAL MEDICAL CENTER, 
LTD; CHRIS ROTH, an individual; 
NATASHA D. ERICKSON, MD, an 
individual; and TRACY W. JUNGMAN, 
NP, an individual, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

AMMON BUNDY, an individual; AMMON 
BUNDY FOR GOVERNOR, a political 
organization; DIEGO RODRIGUEZ, an 
individual; FREEDOM MAN PRESS LLC, a 
limited liability company; FREEDOM MAN 
PAC, a registered political action committee; 
and PEOPLE’S RIGHTS NETWORK, a 
political organization and an unincorporated 
association, 

Defendants. 
 

Case No. CV01-22-06789 
 
FOURTH AMENDED COMPLAINT AND 
DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 
 
(REDACTED) 

 
St. Luke’s Health System, Ltd. (“SLHS”), St. Luke’s Regional Medical Center, Ltd. 

(“SLRMC”), Chris Roth (“Mr. Roth”), Dr. Natasha D. Erickson  (“Dr. Erickson”), and Tracy W. 

Jungman, NP (“NP Jungman”), collectively “St. Luke’s Parties” or “Plaintiffs,” by and through 

Electronically Filed
3/3/2023 10:59 AM
Fourth Judicial District, Ada County
Trent Tripple, Clerk of the Court
By: Breanna Johnson, Deputy Clerk
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their counsel, Holland & Hart, LLP, hereby bring this Complaint against Ammon Bundy 

(“Bundy”), Ammon Bundy for Governor (“Bundy Campaign”), Diego Rodriguez (“Rodriguez”), 

Freedom Man Press LLC (“FMP”), Freedom Man PAC (“FM PAC”), and the People’s Rights 

Network (“PRN”), collectively “Defendants,” and allege as follows: 

NATURE OF THE CASE 

1. Defendants engaged in a grift, recklessly exploiting  

of an Infant to gain money and publicity for themselves. Seeking to benefit financially, to 

enhance their standing among their followers, and to grow the membership of and revenues from 

PRN, Bundy (a former candidate for Governor and founder and leader of the activist People’s 

Rights Network) and Rodriguez (an aspiring political and religious figure, acolyte of Bundy,  and 

consultant and spokesperson for the Bundy Campaign) acted in concert with the other 

Defendants to launch a knowingly dishonest and  smear campaign that claimed Idaho State 

employees, the judiciary, the police, primary care providers, and the St. Luke’s Parties engaged 

in widespread kidnapping, trafficking, sexual abuse, and killing of Idaho children.   

2. In furtherance of their smear campaign, Defendants used slick marketing tactics 

and disinformation to launch a coordinated attack of defamation and organized business 

disruption against the St. Luke’s Parties. Defendants incited and agitated their followers with 

false conspiracy theories of the kidnapping, trafficking, sexual abuse, and killing of children 

purposefully creating the risk that their followers would threaten or actually commit acts of 

violence against the St. Luke’s Parties.  Defendants made no effort to conceal their improper 

objectives.  Indeed, they publicly declared that they wanted to subject the St. Luke’s Parties to 

unrelenting public shaming that would cause reputational damage and humiliation of such 

intensity that SLHS and SLRMC would be run out of business and Mr. Roth, CEO of SLHS, Dr. 

Erickson, a St. Luke’s pediatric physician, and NP Jungman, a St. Luke’s nurse practitioner, 
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would lose their careers and be shunned by their friends, colleagues, neighbors, spouses, and 

children.    

3. As a premise for their wrongful actions, Defendants mischaracterized the Idaho 

Department of Health and Welfare’s (“DHW”) decision to intervene to ensure the health and 

safety of   Bundy, Rodriguez, and the other Defendants 

falsely claimed that DHW’s intervention was wholly without basis and was an example of the 

widespread government conspiracy of kidnapping, trafficking, sexual abuse, and killing of 

children for financial gain.  

4. Defendants falsely stated that the St. Luke’s Parties were participants in this 

nefarious organized ring and had participated in the kidnapping and mistreatment of the Infant.  

Among other things, Defendants falsely stated that (1) the St. Luke’s Parties initiated and caused 

the State’s intervention relating to the Infant, (2) the Infant had no need for medical care from the 

St. Luke’s Parties, (3) the St. Luke’s Parties provided unnecessary and improper medical 

treatment to drive up medical bills for the Infant’s parents, (4) the St. Luke’s Parties harmed the 

Infant, (5) the St. Luke’s Parties had the authority to release the Infant but were illegally refusing 

to do so, and (6) that St. Luke’s was conspiring with Idaho Governor Brad Little (Bundy’s 

political opponent) in targeting the Infant.  The Defendants made these false statements and 

others relating to the St. Luke’s Parties while knowing the statements to be without factual basis 

or recklessly disregarding the truth.   

5. Bundy and Rodriguez coordinated the wrongful attacks to further a number of 

improper objectives, including (1) to harm the St. Luke’s Parties, (2) to subvert the authority and 

rulings of the judiciary through harassment, (3) to mislead and manipulate their followers, (4) to 

enhance their political reputations and personal brands, (5) to grow membership in the PRN, 
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(6) to drive traffic to Defendants’ websites, (7) to benefit themselves financially through 

financial contributions, donations, and fees paid to the Bundy Campaign, Rodriguez’s political 

action committee (FM PAC), the PRN, a supposed charity benefitting Rodriguez’s family, 

Bundy’s entities Dono Custos, Inc. and Abish-husbondi, Inc., and Rodriguez’s entity Freedom 

Tabernacle Incorporated and Power Marketing Agency, LLC and Power Marketing Consultants 

LLC .     

6. The St. Luke’s Parties bring this lawsuit to protect patients and staff from 

further harm, defamation, harassment, and threats of violence and to ensure that political 

bullying and Defendants’ grift do not prevent St. Luke’s from furthering its mission to improve 

the health of people in the communities it serves.   

PARTIES, VENUE, AND JURISDICTION 

7. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff SLHS was and is a not-for-profit 

corporation doing business in Idaho with its principal places of business in Ada County, Idaho.  

8. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff SLRMC was and is a not-for-profit 

corporation doing business in Idaho with its principal places of business in Ada County, Idaho.  

9. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff Mr. Roth was and is President and CEO of 

SLHS and a resident of Idaho.  

10. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff Dr. Erickson was and is a physician 

specializing in pediatric medicine.  She is an employee of SLRMC and a resident of Idaho. 

11. At all times relevant hereto, Plaintiff NP Jungman was and is a nurse 

practitioner specializing in pediatrics.  She is an employee of SLRMC and a resident of Idaho. 

12. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant Ammon Bundy was and is a resident of 

Idaho.  Bundy controls the Bundy Campaign and is the founder and leader of the PRN.  Through 

his control of the PRN, Bundy effectively controls PRN’s website, peoplesrights.org. Bundy 
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generates money for his use and benefit by marketing himself as an anti-government, quasi-

religious leader.  

13. Bundy owns and controls or owned and controlled at least two corporate entities 

(Dono Custos, Inc. and Abish-husbondi. Inc.) through which he generates revenues for himself 

from his campaign and leadership of PRN. Dono Custos receives money directly from members 

of PRN. Revenues received by Dono Custos are used to benefit Bundy. Abish-husbondi received 

payments directly from the Bundy Campaign and those payments benefited Bundy personally. 

The potential revenue to Bundy is significant. If each member of PRN annually contributes just 

$50 to Bundy through Dono Custos, Bundy could pocket more than $3,000,0000 per year. Bundy 

directed tens of thousands of dollars contributed to the Bundy Campaign to Abish-husbondi.  

14. On information and belief, the corporate personalities of Dono Custos and 

Abish-husbondi and Bundy are indistinguishable; Bundy exerts complete control over the 

entities and all decision making by the entities such that the entities operate as alter-egos of 

Bundy. On information and belief, Abish-husbondi and Dono Custos do not operate separately 

from Bundy, do not follow corporate formalities, and do not keep separate books.    

15. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant Bundy Campaign was and is an Idaho 

political organization formed for the ostensible purpose of raising money to support Bundy’s 

effort to become Governor of Idaho.  Aaron Welling was the treasurer for the Bundy Campaign. 

Welling resigned in late spring 2022. After Welling’s resignation, Bundy took over and became 

treasurer. Monies received by the Bundy Campaign were distributed to entities owned by Bundy 

and entities owned by Rodriguez.  

16. At all times relevant hereto, Defendant Rodriguez was a resident of Idaho.  

Rodriguez promotes himself as a world-renowned marketing consultant, motivational speaker, 
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religious leader, author, and political activist.  Rodriguez is a leader in the PRN, serves or served 

as a consultant to and spokesperson for the Bundy Campaign, controls the FMP and the FM 

PAC, and writes political attack columns for FMP under the alias “Gunner Steele.” Rodriguez is 

financially entangled with the other Defendants and seeks to benefit from the false conspiracy he 

manufactured.  Rodriguez is the founder of Freedom Tabernacle Incorporated which purports to 

be a church but is used as an entity to receive contributions, dues, or payments from members of 

PRN. Also, Rodriguez is financially motivated to grow Freedom Tabernacle as he mandates 

members “tithe” 10% of their earnings. Rodriguez benefits from monies received by the 

Freedom Tabernacle and the growth of PRN. Rodriguez receives money from the Bundy 

Campaign through at least one of his business entities, Power Marketing. Rodriguez use his 

enhanced profile and the manufactured conspiracy relating to the Infant to sell three-day 

“training” courses through Power Marketing for which he charges $15,000 per “student.” 

17. On information and belief, the corporate personalities of Freedom Tabernacle 

Incorporated, Power Marketing Agency, LLC, and Power Marketing Consultants, LLC are 

indistinguishable from Rodriguez; Rodriguez exerts complete control over the entities and all 

decision making by the entities such that the entities operate as alter-egos of Rodriguez. On 

information and belief, Freedom Tabernacle, Power Marketing Agency, and Power Marketing 

Consultants do not operate separately from Rodriguez, do not follow corporate formalities, and 

do not keep separate books. To the extent the corporate entities have other individuals involved, 

they are the family members controlled by Rodriguez. Freedom Tabernacle, Power Marketing 

Agency, and Power Marketing Consultants are alter-egos of Rodriguez.      

18. At all times relevant hereto, and based on information on freedomman.org, 

Defendant FMP held itself out as a limited liability company which owns and controls 
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freedomman.org, a website that specializes in political attacks and disinformation and advocates 

for the harassment of political opponents through “doxing.”  FMP is not registered as an LLC in 

Idaho or registered to do business in Idaho.  FMP, its website, and all content on the FMP 

website are controlled by Rodriguez.  

19. At all times relevant hereto, FM PAC is and was an Idaho registered political 

action committee formed by and controlled by Rodriguez.  FM PAC works in coordination with 

FMP and is promoted on freedomman.org.  

20. Founded and controlled by Bundy, Defendant PRN is an unincorporated 

association of over 60,000 members. Like Bundy, PRN does not recognize the government’s 

authority over a person’s “life, liberty, or justly acquired property”; rather, PRN operates based 

on Bundy’s teachings that PRN members are divinely ordained to adjudicate supposed violations 

of “rights” and punish extrajudicially the “wicked” person, through harassment, doxing, or the 

use of force. PRN owns and operates the peoplesrights.org website.  PRN markets itself as a 

network designed to defeat “government criminals” who seek to take away rights and freedoms. 

In truth, PRN is an unincorporated association controlled by Bundy which acts extra-judicially 

and uses doxing, harassment, economic disruption, and threats of violence to harass political 

enemies and to enhance Bundy’s personal power.  At all times relevant hereto, PRN is controlled 

through Bundy’s operations in Emmett, Idaho. Rodriguez is actively involved in PRN. 

Defendants actively market and promote PRN with the objective of increasing the payments that 

members of PRN make to the entities Bundy and Rodriguez control, including Dono Custos and 

Freedom Tabernacle.  

21. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to Idaho Code § 1-705 and 

personal jurisdiction over the Defendants pursuant to Idaho Code § 5-514. 
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22. Venue is proper in this District pursuant to Idaho Code §§ 5-401 and 5-404. 

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

Role of the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare in Child Welfare 

23. Idaho’s laws regarding child safety are primarily administered and implemented 

by DHW. 

24. Idaho law imposes mandatory reporting requirements on Idaho residents to 

report concerns about a child’s safety.  

25. When a report is filed regarding child safety, DHW assesses the severity of the 

case.  In high-danger cases, a social worker and possibly police visit the family to check on the 

child.  Based on the visit and in consultation with the social or healthcare workers, police decide 

whether to declare the child in imminent danger. If the child is in imminent danger, police may 

place the child in temporary custody with DHW until a hearing can be held. 

The Role of St. Luke’s in Child Health 

26. SLHS is the only Idaho-based not-for-profit health care system.  SLRMC, a 

wholly owned subsidiary of SLHS, operates hospitals in Boise (“St. Luke’s Boise”) and 

Meridian (“St. Luke’s Meridian”).  SLHS and SLRMC share the same mission: to improve the 

health of people in the communities they serve.  

27. The St. Luke’s Parties are subject to State and Federal law.  If a child is 

determined to be in imminent danger because of health issues and is transported to a St. Luke’s 

hospital, the St. Luke’s Parties will care for the child.  However, SLHS and SLRMC are not 

agents of DHW or any other State of Idaho department.  Mr. Roth is an employee of SLHS, and 

Dr. Erickson and NP Jungman are employees of SLRMC.  They take no direction from DHW or 

any other State department.   

St. Luke’s Care for the Infant  
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that the Infant  

 

34. The parents were with the Infant throughout the Infant’s hospitalization.  They 

consented to all care at St. Luke’s Boise Medical Center.   

35. Neither Dr. Erickson nor any St. Luke’s employee-initiated contact with child 

welfare or any other division of DHW regarding the Infant’s hospitalization. 

The Infant’s Parents Fail to Attend Follow-Up Appointments  

36. Following discharge, St. Luke’s tried to arrange a visit at the Infant’s home on 

March 5 and March 6, 2022.  However, the Infant’s parents did not return their phone calls. 

37. On March 7, 2022, the Infant’s parents attended a follow-up appointment with the 

Infant’s new primary care provider (PCP), who is not affiliated with St. Luke’s.  The 

appointment revealed the Infant  

.  A follow up appointment was scheduled for March 10, 

2022.  

38. The parents attended the March 10, 2022, appointment.  Again, the appointment 

revealed the Infant .  The PCP asked the Infant’s parents to bring the Infant back 

for  on March 11, 2022.   

39. The Infant’s parents failed to bring the Infant to the  on 

the morning of March 11, 2022.  When the family failed to appear for , the 

Infant’s PCP referred the situation to DHW. 

40. After hearing from the PCP, DHW determined that the Infant was in immediate 

danger involving a life threatening and/or emergency situation.  DHW notified the Meridian 
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Police Department in accordance with DHW’s standard practice.  The Meridian PD began trying 

to locate the Infant.     

41. Later on March 11, 2022, DHW reached out to NP Jungman, a nurse practitioner 

at St. Luke’s CARES (Children at Risk Evaluation Services).  The DHW safety assessor asked 

NP Jungman for a consult on the Infant’s Priority I referral.  NP Jungman reviewed the medical 

records from the Infant’s initial admission, the Priority I referral, and the additional information 

provided from DHW, and advised DHW and the Meridian PD that the Infant be brought in for 

evaluation on March 11, 2022.  She told DHW and the Meridian PD that if the family wanted to 

bring the Infant to St. Luke’s CARES voluntarily, she would stay late that afternoon to save the 

family another visit to the ER.  NP Jungman did not medically diagnose the Infant.  

42. The Meridian PD continued to try and get a response from the parents and tried to 

locate the Infant.  

43. That afternoon, DHW spoke by phone to the Infant’s father, who said that the 

Infant and the Infant’s mother were sleeping, but that they would come to CARES when they 

woke up.  Despite the representation from the Infant’s father, the Infant was not brought to 

CARES. 

Police Take Custody of the Infant 

44. Later on March 11, 2022, Meridian police went to the family’s residence to check 

on the Infant’s safety.  The family refused to cooperate, provide information, or let the officers 

see the Infant, forcing the police to get a warrant.  

45. Defendant Rodriguez stated he was present when the police visited the residence 

and was aware, at least by the time of the visit, that the police were looking for the Infant out of 

concern for the Infant’s health.  
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46.  Rodriguez took no steps to assist the police in obtaining information regarding 

the Infant.  

47. When the police left the house to get a warrant, the Infant and the Infant’s parents 

moved to another location.  

48. Believing the Infant was at risk of imminent harm due to the Infant’s  

, the parents’ failure to follow medical advice, and the family’s refusal to 

provide the police with information, the Meridian PD alerted its officers that the Infant was in 

danger and instructed them to look for the parents’ vehicle. 

49. The police located the Infant and the Infant’s parents late on the night of March 

11, 2022, in Garden City.  When the Infant’s parents refused to cooperate, the police took 

custody of the Infant and transported the Infant to St. Luke’s Meridian in an ambulance.  

50. At the time the Infant was taken into custody, the parents were informed that there 

would be a court hearing within 48 hours and that the ultimate objectives were to assure the 

safety of the Infant and keep the family unit intact. 

51. The St. Luke’s Parties had no authority regarding, did not participate in, and 

played no role regarding how the Infant was taken into custody. 

The Infant  at St. Luke’s Boise 

52. In the early hours of Saturday, March 12, 2022, providers at St. Luke’s Meridian 

evaluated the Infant and quickly decided to transfer the Infant to the pediatric floor of the 

St. Luke’s Boise Medical Center for    

53. When the ten-month-old Infant was admitted to St. Luke’s in Boise for a second 

time, the Infant .  The Infant had  

 eight days earlier.  The Infant’s  



 

FOURTH AMENDED COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL - 13 

 

  The Infant’s .  The Infant’s .  The 

Infant had .  

The Infant’s  from March 4 to 

March 11, 2022. 

54. Once again, St. Luke’s  

  The Infant’s .  The Infant began .  

55.   St. Luke’s providers gave the Infant’s parents detailed updates on the Infant’s 

.  But despite the Infant’s , the parents refused to 

provide medical information, including birth records, newborn screening, and prior medical 

records.  The Infant’s parents stated that they were withholding the medical information on 

advice from their attorney.    

56. St. Luke’s updated the Infant’s parents on the Infant’s status throughout the 

Infant’s treatment.  The Infant’s parents consented to the Infant’s treatment plan.   

57. Contrary to Defendants’ statements, St. Luke’s did not vaccinate the Infant 

against the wishes of the parents.  The St. Luke’s Parties did not “harm [the Infant] in irreparable 

ways.”  Nor did they “abuse” the Infant.  As explained below, such statements were false and 

were intended to attract media attention, incite followers, collect donations, disrupt hospital 

operations, and defame the St. Luke’s Parties. 

The Infant is Discharged and Returned to His Family 

58. Once again,  

.  On March 15, 2022, St. Luke’s discharged the Infant as the Infant was 

, and healthy enough for outpatient care.  
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St. Luke’s decision to discharge the Infant was purely based on the Infant’s medical condition, 

not the ongoing protests, pressure, or threats from Defendants or their followers discussed below.  

59. The court proceedings relating to the Infant are confidential.  

60. St. Luke’s discharged the Infant to DHW, which in turn released the Infant to his 

parents on March 18, 2022. 

Defendants Create a False Narrative  

61. As alleged above, St. Luke’s doctors treated the Infant’s  

.  The Infant was returned to the parents.  DHW acted to ensure the 

safety of the Infant and pursued the goal of returning the Infant to the parents.  The confidential 

court proceedings provided for by statute occurred. 

62.  Nevertheless, Bundy, Rodriguez, and the other Defendants chose to exploit the 

events surrounding DHS’s intervention and the Infant’s care to enhance their standing and to 

profit financially.  

63. Defendants’ prestige, political influence, personal brands, “business,” and revenue 

all depend on Defendants’ ability to market themselves as leaders in the fight against 

governmental overreach. The size of the membership of PRN, and, in turn, the amount of 

revenues flowing to the Bundy Campaign, Bundy’s Dono Custos and Abish-husbondi entities, 

and Rodriguez’s Freedom Tabernacle all depend on Defendants’ efforts to market themselves as 

champions fighting against government conspiracies. Likewise, the more Rodriguez is able to 

raise his profile among his target market, the better chance he has to sell his followers services 

through Power Marketing.       

64. Defendants perceived the events surrounding DHW’s intervention as an 

opportunity to spread their lies and further their agendas.  They realized that the facts 
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surrounding DHW’s intervention could be mischaracterized as a governmental conspiracy to 

kidnap, traffic, and kill children.  Then, in turn, Defendants realized they could establish 

themselves as crusaders against their falsely manufactured governmental conspiracy.   

65. To that end, Defendants worked together to manufacture a false narrative of a 

state-sponsored child kidnapping and trafficking ring that included DHW, the police, the Idaho 

Judiciary, the Governor of Idaho, the Infant’s PCP, and the St. Luke’s Parties.  

66. In support of their wrongful objectives, Defendants defamed the supposed 

members of the kidnapping and child trafficking ring and then incited their followers by stating 

that countless children, like the Infant, would be kidnapped, trafficked, and potentially killed 

unless immediate action was taken to destroy the St. Luke’s Parties and others.  

67. Defendants acted in concert to disseminate this false narrative.  Evidence 

indicates that Bundy, Rodriguez, and the other Defendants coordinated talking points and the 

timing of demonstrations and provided the same directions to followers regarding how to disrupt 

the St. Luke’s Parties.  They told their followers to target the same individuals for doxing and 

harassment.  Defendants mirrored false statements across the websites and social media they 

controlled.  

68. Defendants operated as a single enterprise to defame and harm the St. Luke’s 

Parties and others.  

Defendants Knowingly Harmed the St. Luke’s Parties 

69. Defendants were aware of the likely impact of their joint actions.  When they 

developed their plan, Bundy, Rodriguez, and the other Defendants knew that spreading their 

false claims would result in damage to the St. Luke’s Parties, including death threats, business 

interruption, trespass, reputational damage, menacing crowds, and potentially mob violence.  
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70. Despite foreseeing the consequences, Bundy, Rodriguez, and the other 

Defendants acted to maximize harm and damage.  As Rodriguez bragged publicly, Defendants 

wanted to harass and shame the St. Luke’s Parties with claims of child kidnapping and murder 

such that St. Luke’s employees would be shunned by their families and lose their careers, while 

St. Luke’s itself would be run out of business.  Bundy, Rodriguez, PRN and the other Defendants 

intended or acted recklessly to enflame followers so there would be violence or, at least a real 

threat of violence against the St. Luke’s Parties.  

71. Bundy, Rodriguez, and the other Defendants knew that a legal process existed to 

address the custody and welfare of the Infant. Bundy and Rodriguez were involved in and kept 

informed of all legal proceedings relating to the Infant.  

72. Defendants knew their harassment and threats of violence they generated would 

not deter those targeted from doing what was best for the Infant.  They knew that the judge 

would not be cowed into changing how she would rule in the case.  They knew that DHW would 

not act contrary to what it believed was in the best interest of the Infant.  They knew the St. 

Luke’s Parties would not discharge the Infant until the Infant was medically ready for discharge.  

And they knew the St. Luke’s Parties did not have the authority to determine whether the Infant 

would be discharged home or to a foster family. 

73. Despite knowing that DHW, the trial court, and the St. Luke’s Parties would not 

be threatened into abandoning the law or the Infant’s best interests, Defendants engaged in their 

coordinated false statements and wrongful acts.  Defendants did so because their wrongful acts 

were motivated by other goals.  

74. The facts and circumstances indicate that Defendants’ motives in creating and 

disseminating the false kidnapping and child trafficking narrative included, but are not limited to 
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the following goals: (1) generating support for the Bundy Campaign; (2) raising and monetizing 

the political profiles and personal brands of Bundy and Rodriguez, especially within the People’s 

Rights Network and other political groups; (3) driving web traffic to sites controlled by 

Defendants; (4) solidifying control over their followers; (5) creating financial gain in the form of 

payments to and donations to Bundy’s campaign, PRN, Rodriguez’s PAC, and a fund that was 

established for Rodriguez’s family; (6) generating more revenue for Rodriguez’s Power 

Marketing entities and his Freedom Tabernacle Incorporated; and (7) generating more money for 

Bundy’s entities, including Dono Custos and Abish-husbondi.   

False Narrative Regarding DHW’s Intervention  

75. Understanding the need to create a narrative that served a larger conspiracy 

theory, Rodriguez misrepresented the circumstances that led to DHW’s intervention regarding 

the Infant.  Among other things, Rodriguez, with assistance from the other Defendants, falsely 

asserted that the Infant was not at risk and had a “100% clean bill of health” when taken into 

custody, that the parents had only missed a single medical appointment, and that Dr. Erickson 

had reported the parents and the Infant to DHW.   

76. In truth, Rodriguez knew or should have known that the Infant was  and 

faced significant .  Rodriguez knew the parents had failed to follow several steps 

needed to ensure the Infant was receiving needed medical care and failed to respond to those 

properly seeking information regarding the health of the Infant.  Rodriguez further understood 

that he had no factual basis to assert that Dr. Erickson had contacted DHW.  Dr. Erickson never 

contacted DHW regarding the Infant.   
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Bundy Trespasses at St. Luke’s Meridian to Generate Publicity and Contributions 

77. Bundy has a history of forcing confrontation with police to generate publicity for 

himself and his political agenda and in order to make money for himself.  

78. Shortly after the police took the Infant into custody, Bundy was made aware and 

took action to garner publicity and, in turn, make money for himself. 

79. When Bundy learned that police had transported the Infant to St. Luke’s in 

Meridian, Bundy and a group of his followers travelled to the hospital for the purpose of 

initiating a conflict with the police and potentially getting arrested.  He knew that by 

orchestrating a protest and arrest at the hospital that he would win media attention, enhance his 

brand, and likely generate financial contributions for himself and the Bundy Campaign.   

80. On Saturday, March 12, 2022, at around 1:30 a.m., Bundy and his followers 

entered the ambulance bay at St. Luke’s in Meridian—a primary access point for medical 

emergencies.  Once there, the group yelled and cursed at hospital staff and uniformed police 

officers.  As Bundy planned, his followers were prepared with their cameras and immediately 

shared the confrontation Bundy manufactured on social media. 

81. St. Luke’s security guards recognized Bundy, based on his actions and direction 

of the crowd, as “the catalyst and aggressor in the group.” 

82. Hospital staff explained to Bundy and his followers that the group was blocking 

emergency access to the ambulance bay and asked them to move to a nearby area where they 

would not block patient access.  Following Bundy’s lead, the group refused to move and 

continued to harass hospital staff.     

83. Hospital staff told Bundy and his followers that they would be trespassing if they 

stayed in the ambulance bay.  Once again, the group refused to leave.   
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84. Recognizing that Bundy’s followers were growing more numerous and menacing, 

a hospital supervisor tried to reason with Bundy and deescalate the situation.  For the benefit of 

those there to film him, Bundy responded by accusing the supervisor of kidnapping and then 

demanded that he give Bundy the Infant.  Bundy knew full well he had no legal authority to 

make that demand because he had no parental rights over the Infant and because the Infant had 

been taken into protective custody pursuant to Idaho law.  

85. Bundy knew that St. Luke’s would not and could not as a matter of law release 

the Infant into Bundy’s custody.  

86. Hospital staff repeatedly warned Bundy and his followers to clear the ambulance 

bay.  Bundy heard and refused to heed the warnings on at least three occasions.   

87. Bundy knew the police had no option but to arrest him for trespass.  As Bundy 

intended, the police arrested him just before 2:00 a.m. on March 12, 2022. Bundy was on the 

way to getting the publicity he craved.   

88. Bundy’s followers recorded his arrest for social media and then dispersed. 

89. The police released Bundy a few hours after his trespass.   

90. Upon his release, Bundy immediately began to publicize his arrest.  In accordance 

with the messaging campaign developed by Rodriguez (a paid marketing consultant for the 

Bundy Campaign), Bundy mischaracterized the Infant as having been in good health, falsely 

stated the Infant had been kidnapped from his parents because a single appointment was missed, 

indicated the Infant’s health was at risk in the hospital, falsely stated that he had been arrested for 

trespass without warning and justification, and directed his followers to the freedomman.org 

website which already contained messaging supporting the false kidnapping and child trafficking 

narrative. 
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91. Shortly thereafter, the Bundy Campaign and PRN likewise began to publish the 

same false narrative regarding the Infant’s care at St. Luke’s and regarding Bundy’s arrest at 

St. Luke’s in Meridian.  

Concerted Effort to Disrupt St. Luke’s Business  

92. To further their false narrative, Defendants made false statements regarding the 

Infants’ care and repeatedly defamed the St. Luke’s Parties.  In addition, Defendants repeatedly 

told their followers that the St. Luke’s Parties need to be punished and directed their followers on 

how to shame the St. Luke’s Parties and disrupt St. Luke’s operations. Defendants intended to 

incite or acted recklessly to incite followers and the public to threaten violence and to commit 

violence against the St. Luke’s Parties. In particular, Bundy knew he had cultivated a personal 

following that was conditioned to see him as a leader and quasi-religious figure and that his 

participation in and endorsement of this false narrative would inspire threats of violence and 

likely real violence against the St. Luke’s Parties by his followers.  

93. Defendants incited their followers by publishing patently untrue statements and 

providing direction to cause harm, including falsely stating the following: 

a. St. Luke’s Parties were participating in a conspiracy to kidnap, traffic, 
sexually abuse, and kill children; 

b. St. Luke’s Parties were running a child trafficking ring in order to profit 
from tax dollars; 

c. St. Luke’s Parties were abusing and harming the Infant in irreparable 
ways; 

d. St. Luke’s Parties harmed and killed babies all the time;  

e. St. Luke’s Parties kidnapped the Infant and other children; 

f. St. Luke’s Parties were “moronic imbeciles” who neglected the Infant; 

g. St. Luke’s Parties stole the Infant;   
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h. St. Luke’s changed the Infant into someone who was unrecognizable, 
lethargic, and unresponsive; 

i. St. Luke’s failed to keep the Infant clean;  

j. St. Luke’s caused the Infant “suspicious” bruising; 

k. St. Luke’s lied about the Infant’s treatment;  

l. St. Luke’s Parties vaccinated the Infant against the family’s wishes;  

m. St. Luke’s Parties were “medically negligent”; 

n. St. Luke’s was “world famous” for “mistreating people,” “killing people,” 
and “stealing babies from their parents”; 

o. St. Luke’s forced the Infant to take “toxic poison” which was then allowed 
to stay in the Infant’s body for days; 

p. St. Luke’s Parties changed and falsified information in the medical records 
to protect themselves; 

q. Mr. Roth was guilty of criminal accessory of child abduction and 
deprivation of rights under color of law; 

r. Mr. Roth personally profited from the pandemic;  

s. Dr. Erickson was responsible for the Infant’s kidnapping; 

t. Dr. Erickson participated in kidnapping “hundreds of children” with the 
help of a judge;  

u. The Infant “possibly could lose his life because of the decisions of people 
[at St. Luke’s] who don’t even care” about the Infant; 

v. The hospital made the Infant “more sickly”;  

w. Followers should put “physical pressure” on those “that are causing the 
problem”; 

x. Followers should disrupt St. Luke’s operations by protesting, calling in, 
donating money, making noise, and giving the hospital “hell”; 

y. God should “crush the necks of those that are evil.” 

94. Defendants caused disruption to St. Luke’s operations, harmed staff and patients, 

and impaired patient care inside the hospital.   
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95. Between March 12 and March 17, 2022, Defendants Bundy, Rodriguez, PRN and 

the other Defendants called on their followers to protest at St. Luke’s in Boise, to demand the 

return of the Infant, and to prevent transfer of the Infant from the hospital into foster care.  In 

response, crowds, many of whom carried firearms, began to join Bundy and Rodriguez at the 

hospital in a concerted effort to disrupt the hospital’s operations and intimidate hospital staff and 

patients.    

96. Rodriguez became a daily presence at the hospital.  Rodriguez conducted 

defamatory “press conferences” outside the St. Luke’s Boise hospital. 

97. Incited by Defendants, the crowd of followers harassed patients and staff, and 

disrupted patient care.  Patients reported feeling anxious and fearful because of Defendants’ 

noisy and menacing protests. 

98. On March 15, 2022, Defendants went so far as to cause St. Luke’s to go into 

lockdown for more than an hour.  During this time, nurses, doctors, and other employees could 

not enter or exit the building.  St. Luke’s directed patients to other facilities and rerouted 

ambulances to other sites.   

99. Defendants also organized a campaign of technological disruption.  They 

encouraged their followers to flood St. Luke’s phone lines and email inboxes in an effort to shut 

down St. Luke’s operations.  Defendants’ followers jammed phone lines with menacing calls 

(including death threats), sent threatening emails, and sent spam emails to disrupt servers. Using 

his notoriety, Bundy repeatedly directed his followers to disrupt St. Luke’s operations.  

Solicitations for Donations to Rodriguez’s Family 

100. Concurrently while acting to harm the St. Luke’s Parties, Rodriguez, with help 

from the other Defendants, solicited money based on false representations relating to the Infant, 
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the circumstances leading to DHW’s intervention, the parents’ financial condition, and the 

St. Luke’s Parties. 

101. A center piece in almost every one of Rodriguez’s media appearances was a 

solicitation for donations to his family members, the parents of the Infant.  Likewise, the 

solicitation for donations was advertised on peoplesrights.org and freedomman.org. 

102. These solicitations for charitable contributions were made based on the 

defamatory statements about the St. Luke’s Parties and others kidnapping, trafficking, and killing 

children.  

103. The solicitations were also premised on false statements regarding the parents’ 

liability for the medical care provided by SLHS, SLRMC, and Dr. Erickson.  Rodriguez 

repeatedly stated that the St. Luke’s Parties were performing unnecessary medical tests and 

treatments on the Infant, unnecessarily extending the Infant’s time at the hospital to increase 

costs, and extorting the Infant’s parents.  These statements were false.  

104. As Rodriguez knew or recklessly failed to learn, the parents did not have 

significant financial liability relating to the  care.  While the Infant’s  

 and the parents were uninsured, governmental assistance 

and St. Luke’s policies alleviated any significant financial burden.  

105. While the Infant was , the Infant’s parents were made aware that 

significant costs were being covered by government assistance.  St. Luke’s also took steps to 

assist the parents in minimizing the financial impact of the healthcare provided to the Infant.  For 

example, when the Infant’s parents expressed concerns about paying for the hospital stay during 

the Infant’s first admission, a St. Luke’s employee screened the family and informed them that 

they likely qualified for Medicaid assistance.   
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106. A patient care coordinator passed their concerns along to a patient financial 

advocate (PFA), and the PFA spoke with the Infant’s mother on March 2, 2022, to discuss 

financial assistance options.  The PFA screened the family for Medicaid and advised the Infant’s 

mother that, given their reported family income, the Infant qualified for Children’s Health 

Insurance Plan (CHIP) under Medicaid.  The employee later tried to call the Infant’s parents on 

March 3, 2022, and March 8, 2022, to offer further assistance, but the parents did not answer or 

return the calls. 

107. Medicaid covered the Infant’s medical bills for both ER visits and admissions.  

Despite absence of insurance, the Infant’s family does not have any outstanding balance due to 

St. Luke’s. The Infant’s family never paid anything for and owe nothing for the care the Infant 

received at St. Luke’s, including the care received during the hospital stay March 1-4, 2022 

which was initiated by the Infant’s parents.  

108. Despite knowing that the Infant’s parents had not incurred significant liability for 

the medical care received at SLRMC, Rodriguez, assisted by the other Defendants, continued to 

solicit donations, and received more than $115,000 based on misrepresentations that the 

St. Luke’s Parties had engaged in wrongdoing and that St. Luke’s had created huge financial 

liability for Rodriguez’s family. 

Defendants Used the False Narrative to Market PRN and Other Business Ventures  

109. Defendants used their false narrative regarding the Infant to market PRN.  

110. Defendants repeatedly misrepresented that the Infant was released to the Infant’s 

parents based on the fact that PRN had acted to disrupt the operations of the St. Luke’s Parties 

and acted to intimidate and threaten the St. Luke’s Parties. 
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111. Defendants made these false statements knowing that the Infant was released in 

accordance with the judicial proceedings, because St. Luke’s was able to stabilize the Infant’s 

medical condition, and because protections wereput in place to protect the Infant’s health going 

forward.  

112. Defendants knew that PRN and the other Defendants did not assist with or 

accelerate the release of the Infant to the parents. Defendants knew that their actions had actually 

slowed and complicated the process of returning the Infant to the parents. Nevertheless, Bundy 

and Rodriguez and the other Defendants committed to selling the false narrative to grow 

membership in PRN and to make money off members who were  

directed to make payments to Rodriguez’s Freedom Tabernacle entity and/or Bundy’s Dono 

Custos entity. 

113. In fact, even after the Infant was returned to the Infant’s parents, Rodriguez and 

Bundy have continued to exploit the Infant by incessantly marketing the Infant and his likeness 

through social media and alternative media to promote PRN, Bundy in campaign advertising, 

and Rodriguez and his multiplicity of sales schemes. 

Defendants Continue to Defame and Call for Harassment  

114. Defendants’ efforts to disrupt and dismantle St. Luke’s and defame Plaintiffs did 

not stop when the Infant was discharged. 

115. Seeking to continue to benefit politically and financially from the false conspiracy 

Defendants manufactured, Rodriguez recently created the group “People Against Child 

Trafficking.”   

116. On March 26, 2022, Bundy and Rodriguez organized a rally on property owned 

by one of Bundy’s companies. 
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117. The rally was heavily advertised by Defendants and was exploited as a 

fundraising event by the Bundy Campaign.  

118. During the March 26, 2022, rally, Defendants continued to make false, 

defamatory statements about the St. Luke’s parties, including the following:   

a. Defendant Rodriguez stated Dr. Erickson kept the Infant in the hospital to 
“rack[] up the bill” while displaying defamatory images of Dr. Erickson 
on a large movie screen; 

b. Defendant Rodriguez stated the St. Luke’s Parties engaged in kidnapping 
and child trafficking for money;  

c. Defendant Rodriguez indicated that the St. Luke’s Parties were taking part 
in the “greatest child trafficking ring in the history of the world”; and 

d. Defendant Bundy described the St. Luke’s Parties as equivalent to rapists, 
comparing the St. Luke’s Parties to “feudal lords” practicing “primae 
noctis”;1 

119. At the March 26, 2022, rally on the Bundy Property, Rodriguez bragged about 

shutting down St. Luke’s phones system such that St. Luke’s “couldn’t even operate.”  

120. At the March 26, 2022, rally, Defendants used defamatory speech to incite people 

to join PRN and to take the fight against the St. Luke’s Parties and other supposed kidnappers 

and child traffickers “all the way to the end.” 

121. The defamatory statements made at the March 26, 2022, rally were streamed and 

the video was later posted to social media sites and to websites controlled by Defendants. 

122. Defendants continue to defame the St. Luke’s Parties, including but not limited to 

publishing or making the following false, misleading, and defamatory statements. 

 
1 Primae Noctis names an ancient tradition in which all noble lords had the right to have sex with 
any female subject, regardless of her will, and even with a virgin bride on her wedding night. 
https://www.dictionary.com/e/historical-current-events/prima-
nocta/#:~:text=Prima%20nocta%20is%20the%20semi,particularly%20on%20her%20wedding%
20night. 
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123. Defendant Bundy falsely and publicly reaffirmed that all of his prior public 

statements about Plaintiffs were true. 

124. Defendant Bundy falsely and publicly accused St. Luke’s of taking the Infant.  

125. Defendant Bundy falsely and publicly accused St. Luke’s of taking other peoples’ 

children.  

126. Defendant Rodriguez falsely and publicly accused St. Luke’s of being involved in 

a child trafficking network and kidnapping children.  

127. Defendant Rodriguez falsely and publicly accused St. Luke’s of profiting off of 

the false kidnapping of the Infant. 

128. Defendant Rodriguez falsely stated in emails in support of a web site he is 

creating that St. Luke’s is corrupt and wicked and is involved in extortion harming Idahoans 

every day. 

129. Defendant Rodriguez falsely stated on a website of his creation that St. Luke’s 

and its CEO Mr. Roth are corrupt, wicked, and commit extortion every day. 

130. Defendant Rodriguez, Bundy, and PRN have repeatedly made the false statements 

that Plaintiffs participated in a conspiracy with DHW and Governor Little to kidnap and traffic 

the Infant in retaliation for Bundy’s political opposition to government actions taken to mitigate 

the COVID-19 pandemic. 

131. In a video that he produced and promoted widely on the internet on or about 

February 10, 2023, Bundy falsely stated that Dr. Erickson misdiagnosed the Infant and called 

CPS. 

132. In a video that he produced and promoted widely on the internet on or about 

February 10, 2023, Bundy falsely stated that Chris Roth was an accessory to child abduction.  
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133. In a news article published in the Idaho Press on or about February 10, 2023, 

Bundy falsely stated that Dr. Erickson misdiagnosed the Infant. 

134. In an interview on or about January 27, 2023, which was posted and promoted on 

the internet, Bundy falsely stated that St. Luke’s misdiagnosed the Infant multiple times, three 

times while in the hospital’s care. 

135. On or about January 17, 2023, Bundy published “Come No More Upon Me, A 

Warning Letter from Ammon Bundy” (“Come No More Threat”) on the PRN website and on 

other websites which contains a number of false statements, including, but not limited to, false 

statements that:  (1) the Infant was taken into protective custody as part of a conspiracy involving 

St. Luke’s and government officials which targeted Bundy; and (2)  that he was forced to sell his 

home because St. Luke’s put a lien on the property.  

136. Further, Bundy and PRN updated the “Come No More Threat” numerous times 

between January 17, 2023 and February 10, 2023 to make additional threats and false statements, 

including, but not limited to:  (1) that “the Senior Executives at St. Luke’s are getting away with 

committing horrible crimes against children in Idaho . . .”; and (2) that St. Luke’s negotiated with 

him regarding his criminal trespass. 

137. Defendant Bundy made numerous false public statements that the Infant was 

neglected while in St. Luke’s care. Among other places, Bundy made these false statements on or 

around February 9, 2023 on the internet video blog entitled “The Pete Santilli Show”.  

138. Defendant Rodriguez has repeatedly used hate speech directed at the LGBTQ+ 

community while making false statements in widely disseminated interviews that St. Luke’s 

participates in a conspiracy to kidnap babies from Godly, Christian families in order to traffic the 

babies to “homos” who are likely to abuse or kill the stolen babies. 
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139. Defendant Rodriguez falsely stated St. Luke’s is involved in child trafficking, and 

in any number of wicked and heinous offenses against society and people of faith, specifically.     

 COUNT I 
(DEFAMATION (LIBEL AND SLANDER)— 

ALL PLAINTIFFS AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS) 

140. Plaintiffs incorporate the foregoing allegations as if fully set forth herein.  

141. Defendants have published false, misleading, and defamatory statements about 

Plaintiffs directed to third parties including, but not limited to: 

a. Defendant Rodriguez falsely and publicly accused St. Luke’s of being 
“world famous” for “mistreating people,” “killing people,” and “stealing 
babies from their parents.”   

b. Defendant Rodriguez falsely and publicly accused St. Luke’s of forcing 
the Infant to take “toxic poison.”   

c. Defendant Rodriguez falsely and publicly accused Plaintiffs of 
participating in an “organized crime ring” and “harming” the Infant.  

d. Defendants falsely and publicly accused Plaintiffs of kidnapping children. 

e. Defendants repeatedly told their followers and supporters to disrupt 
St. Luke’s operations by protesting, calling in, donating money, and 
making noise.  Followers heeded these commands, resulting in serious 
threats to Plaintiffs.  

f. Defendant PRN published a wanted poster featuring a headshot of 
Mr. Roth with the caption: “WANTED: Chris Roth, President/CEO of St. 
Luke’s.”  Under the headshot, the website falsely accused Mr. Roth of 
“Criminal accessory of child abduction and deprivation of rights under 
color of law.”  Defendants encouraged protestors to make signs using this 
image.  

g. Defendant FMP published a list of pictures under the heading: “Main 
People Responsible for  Kidnapping.”  Dr. Erickson’s 
picture was the first on the list.  FMP then falsely stated that Dr. Erickson 
“was the first to call CPS” and accused her of being “the initial trigger that 
got everything started.”  FMP later added NP Jungman to the list.    

h. Defendant Rodriguez falsely and publicly stated that Dr. Erickson “had a 
panic attack and literally sent a CPS worker or social worker to 
[Rodriguez’s] daughter’s hospital room to interview her.”   
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i. Defendant Rodriguez falsely and publicly stated that Dr. Erickson is 
incompetent at her profession, stating the “hospital doesn’t understand 
even the basic common-sense things that anybody understands.”   

j. Defendants FMP and Rodriguez published the false statement that experts 
at St. Luke’s “harm and kill babies all the time.”  This false accusation is 
intended to defame doctors at St. Luke’s including Dr. Erickson.   

k. Defendant Bundy falsely and publicly accused Judge Fortier of taking 
“hundreds of children . . . with this Doctor Natasha D. Erickson.” 

l. Defendants FMP and Rodriguez published the false statements that NP 
Jungman “personally financially benefitted from this Child trafficking” 
and that she “takes innocent little children that have just been ripped from 
their families and starts looking at and asking them about their privates.” 

m. Defendants FMP and Rodriguez published a false statement implying that 
NP Jungman committed “medical malpractice.” 

n. Defendant Rodriguez falsely stated that St. Luke’s was involved in 
kidnapping the Infant for a profit. 

 
o. Defendant Rodriguez stated that St. Luke’s is connected to a medical 

mafia.  
 
p. Defendant Bundy falsely stated that Dr. Erickson misdiagnosed the Infant. 
 
q. Defendant Bundy falsely stated that Chris Roth and Dr. Erickson are the 

ones who took the Infant from his parents. 
 
r. Defendant Bundy falsely stated that St. Luke’s misdiagnosed the Infant 

multiple times.  
 
s.  Defendant Bundy falsely states that St. Luke’s mistreated and neglected 

the Infant while the Infant was in their care. 
 
t. Defendant Bundy falsely stated that St. Luke’s targeted the Infant for 

kidnapping because of Bundy’s opposition to COVID “corruption”. 
 
u. Defendant Rodriguez falsely stated St. Luke’s is involved in child 

trafficking, and in any number of wicked and heinous offenses against 
people of faith, specifically.  

 
142. These statements were false.  
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143. At the time Defendants made the statements, they knew the statements were false, 

or made the statements with reckless disregard for their truth and made such statements with 

malice. 

144. Defendants’ statements were not subject to privilege or justified communications.  

145. Defendants made or published the statements with the purpose of defaming or 

disparaging Plaintiffs, in an effort to injure Plaintiffs’ business and reputation. 

146. Defendants make these false statements in an effort to benefit themselves 

financially.  

147. Defendants’ statements involve false allegations of criminal activity and/or 

involve matters incompatible with business, trade, profession, or office, and are defamatory per 

se. 

148. In particular, Defendant Bundy made false statements directed at Dr. Erickson 

which involve matters incompatible with business, trade, profession, or office, and are 

defamatory per se. 

149. Defendants made false statements that Plaintiffs were committing crimes and 

wrongful acts against Christians or people of faith intending that those false statements would 

increase the likelihood of their followers or other members of the public would harass and/or 

commit violence against Plaintiffs. 

150. Defendants Rodriguez and Defendant FMP used hate speech directed at the 

LGBTQ+ community in their false statements against Plaintiffs intending that those false 

statements would increase the likelihood that their followers or other members of the public 

would harass and/or commit violence against Plaintiffs.   
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151. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ publication of such statements, 

Plaintiffs have suffered economic and non-economic harm in an amount to be proven at trial. 

152. Because Defendants’ statements were made knowingly, intentionally, willfully, 

and/or maliciously, Plaintiffs seek punitive damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 

COUNT II 
(INVASION OF PRIVACY—MR. ROTH, DR. ERICKSON, AND NP JUNGMAN 

AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS) 

153. Plaintiffs Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman incorporate the foregoing 

allegations as if fully set forth herein. 

154. Through their actions described above, Defendants have published materially 

false statements concerning Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman to third parties.     

155. These statements were false.  

156. These statements placed Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman in a false light 

in the public eye.  

157. At the time Defendants made the statements, they knew the statements were false, 

or made the statements with reckless disregard for their truth and made such statements with 

malice.  

158. Defendants’ statements were not subject to privilege or justified communications.  

159. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ publication of such statements, 

Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman have suffered damages in an amount to be proven at 

trial.  

160. Because Defendants’ actions were done knowingly, intentionally, willfully, 

and/or maliciously, Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman seek punitive damages in an 

amount to be proven at trial.  
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COUNT III 
(INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS— 

MR. ROTH, DR. ERICKSON, AND NP JUNGMAN AGAINST ALL DEFENDANTS) 

161. Plaintiffs Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman incorporate the foregoing 

allegations as if fully set forth herein. 

162. Through their actions described above, Defendants engaged in extreme and 

outrageous conduct that went beyond all possible bounds of decency in a civilized society. 

163. Defendants’ conduct was intentional or reckless.  

164. As an actual or proximate result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct, Mr. Roth, Dr. 

Erickson, and NP Jungman suffered the requisite injuries.   

165. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ wrongful conduct, Mr. Roth, Dr. 

Erickson, and NP Jungman have suffered damages in an amount to be proven at trial.  

166.  Because Defendants’ actions were done knowingly, intentionally, willfully, 

and/or maliciously, Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman seek punitive damages in an 

amount to be proven at trial.  

COUNT IV 
(TRESPASS-SLHS AND SLMRC AGAINST BUNDY AND RODRIGUEZ) 

(COMMON LAW) 

167. Plaintiffs SLHS and SLRMC incorporate the foregoing allegations as if set forth 

fully herein. 

168. Defendant Bundy entered the ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian property on 

Saturday, March 12, 2022. 

169. Defendant Bundy did not have permission to be in the ambulance bay at 

St. Luke’s Meridian property. 

170. Defendant Bundy remained in the ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian property 

after being instructed to leave and blocked access to the ambulance bay. 
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171. The ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian property is restricted to authorized 

medical and emergency personnel.  

172. Defendant Bundy’s presence in the ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian 

property interfered with St. Luke’s ability to provide medical care to patients and conduct its 

business. 

173. Defendants Bundy and Rodriguez entered St. Luke’s Boise property on Tuesday, 

March 15, 2022, while leading a large crowd for the express purposes of disrupting hospital 

operations and generating publicity for a political cause that benefited Defendants and generating 

revenue for Defendants.   

174. Defendants Bundy and Rodriguez did not have permission to enter or remain on 

St. Luke’s Boise property because they were not seeking medical care or treatment and were not 

authorized visitors. 

175. Defendants Bundy and Rodriguez interfered with hospital staff, blocked public 

access to the hospital, and disrupted hospital operations.   

176. Defendants Bundy’s and Rodriguez’s presence at St. Luke’s Boise property 

interfered with St. Luke’s ability to provide medical care to patients and conduct its business. 

177. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants Bundy’s and Rodriguez’s actions, 

Plaintiff St. Luke’s has suffered damages in an amount to be proven at trial. 

COUNT V 
(TRESPASS-SLHS AND SLRMC AGAINST BUNDY AND RODRIGUEZ) 

(STATUTORY TRESPASS PURSUANT TO I.C. § 6-202) 

178. Plaintiffs SLHS and SLRMC incorporate the foregoing allegations as if set forth 

fully herein. 

179. Defendant Bundy entered the ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian property on 

Saturday, March 12, 2022. 
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180. Defendant Bundy did not have permission to be in the ambulance bay at 

St. Luke’s Meridian property. 

181. Defendant Bundy acted intentionally and willfully when he entered and remained 

in the ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian property. 

182. Defendant Bundy remained in the ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian property 

after being instructed to leave and blocked access to the ambulance bay. 

183. The ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian property is not open to the public and 

is not accessible by the public.  Entry into the ambulance bay is restricted to authorized medical 

personnel, emergency responders, and patients seeking emergency care.  

184. Defendant Bundy’s presence in the ambulance bay at St. Luke’s Meridian 

property interfered with St. Luke’s ability to provide medical care to patients and conduct its 

business. Bundy took this action for an improper purpose.  

185. Defendants Bundy and Rodriguez entered St. Luke’s Boise property on Tuesday, 

March 15, 2022, as protestors. Bundy and Rodriguez took these actions for improper purposes.  

186. Defendants Bundy and Rodriguez acted intentionally and willfully when they 

entered and remained present at St. Luke’s Boise property. 

187. St. Luke’s Boise property is open to the public who are actively seeking medical 

care or treatment.  St. Luke’s lawfully restricts access to its Boise property to patients and 

authorized visitors only. 

188. Defendants Bundy and Rodriguez did not have permission to enter or remain on 

St. Luke’s Boise property because they were not seeking medical care or treatment and were not 

authorized visitors. 
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189. Defendants Bundy and Rodriquez interfered with hospital staff and patients, 

blocked public access to the hospital, and disrupted hospital operations.  

190. Defendants Bundy’s and Rodriguez’s presence at St. Luke’s Boise property 

interfered with St. Luke’s ability to provide medical care to patients and conduct its business. 

191. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants Bundy’s and Rodriguez’s actions, 

Plaintiff St. Luke’s has suffered damages in an amount to be proven at trial and should be 

awarded attorneys’ fees relating to this claim and pursuant to I.C. § 6-202(3)(a)(ii) (civil 

trespass). In the event of default, SLHS and SLRMC each should be awarded damages for this 

cause of action in an amount of no less than $250,000 from each Defendant, Bundy and 

Rodriguez, and in addition, in the amount of $50,000 in attorneys’ fees relating to this claim 

from Bundy and Rodriguez. 

COUNT VI 
(UNFAIR BUSINESS PRACTICES-—ALL PLAINTIFFS AGAINST DEFENDANTS 

BUNDY, RODRIGUEZ, AND FMP) 

192. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each of the foregoing allegations as if set forth 

fully herein.  

193. Defendants engage in political activism, the marketing of the personal brands of 

Bundy and Rodriguez, and related business activities for financial gain.   

194. Ammon Bundy is in the business of generating revenue for himself, his political 

campaign, the PRN, and other businesses he owns, such as Abish-husbondi, Inc. and Dono 

Custos, Inc, by marketing his personal brand as a political activist and leader to garner donations, 

revenues, and fees.  

195. Rodriguez generates revenue for himself and his businesses through his personal 

brand, his political activism, the FM PAC, FMP, sale of his self-published books, speaking 

engagements, provision of marketing services to the Bundy for Governor Campaign, and through 
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his consulting services sold through the Power Marketing entities. For example, Rodriguez 

exploits the likeness of the Infant and the notoriety created by the false narrative regarding the 

Infant to advertise Power Marketing.   

196. FMP owns and operates freedomman.org.  FMP generates revenue and/or other 

benefits for Rodriguez through traffic to the site and by serving as a marketing vehicle for 

Rodriguez’s business ventures, including, but not limited to, Freedom Tabernacle Incorporated 

and the Power Marketing entities.  

197. SLHS and SLRMC are not-for-profit companies which provide medical services 

in Idaho.  

198. Mr. Roth is the CEO and President of SLHS. 

199. Dr. Erickson is a physician employed by SLRMC. 

200. NP Jungman is a nurse practitioner employed by SLRMC.   

201. In the conduct of trade or commerce and in seeking revenue for themselves, 

Bundy, Rodriguez, and FMP engaged in methods, acts, and practices unlawful under Idaho Code 

title 48, chapter 6, including, but not limited to, falsely disparaging the business and professional 

reputation of the St. Luke’s Parties.  

202. Bundy, Rodriguez, and FMP knew, or in the exercise of due care should have 

known, that they engaged in unconscionable methods, acts, or practices in the conduct of trade or 

commerce, as provided in Idaho Code § 48-603C.  

203. The actions and practices of Bundy, Rodriguez, and FMP are misleading, false, or 

deceptive. 

204. Bundy’s, Rodriguez’s, and FMP’s conduct and pattern of conduct are outrageous 

and offensive to the public conscience. 
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205. As a direct result of these wrongful acts and practices, the St. Luke’s Parties have 

been damaged more than $250,000.00, in an amount to be proven at trial. 

COUNT VII 
(IDAHO CHARITABLE SOLICITATION ACT—ALL PLAINTIFFS AGAINST 

DEFENDANTS RODRIGUEZ AND FMP) 

206. Plaintiffs incorporate by reference each of the foregoing allegations as if set forth 

fully herein.  

207. Defendants Rodriguez and FMP engaged in the solicitation of charitable 

contributions to the “Save  from Medical Kidnapping” campaign. 

https://givesendgo.com  

208. Defendants Rodriguez and FMP solicited charitable contributions based on false 

statements regarding supposed medical bills owed to SLHS and SLRMC. In truth, the parents of 

the Infant never made any payments to SLHS or SLRMC for medical services and owe no 

money to SLHS or SLRMC for medical services as the medical services were covered by 

government programs.   

209. Defendant Rodriguez and FMP planned, conducted, and executed solicitations for 

charitable contributions by utilizing unfair, false, deceptive, misleading, or unconscionable acts 

and practices.  

210. In soliciting for charitable contributions, Rodriguez and FMP engaged in 

methods, acts, and practices unlawful under Idaho Code title 48, chapter 12, including, but not 

limited to, falsely disparaging the business and professional reputation of the St. Luke’s Parties, 

manufacturing a false conspiracy of kidnapping, trafficking, and killing of children involving the 

St. Luke’s Parties, and falsely representing the amount of liability incurred relating to medical 

expenses associated with treatment of the Infant.  
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211. SLHS and SLRMC are not-for-profit companies which provide medical services 

in Idaho that were disparaged as part of the charitable solicitation.  

212. Mr. Roth is the CEO and President of SLHS who was disparaged and part of the 

charitable solicitation. 

213. Dr. Erickson is a physician employed by SLRMC who was disparaged as part of 

the charitable solicitation. 

214.   NP Jungman is a nurse practitioner employed by SLRMC who was disparaged 

as part of the charitable solicitation. 

215. Rodriguez and FMP knew, or in the exercise of due care should have known, that 

they engaged in unconscionable methods, acts, or practices in the conduct of trade or commerce, 

as provided in Idaho Code § 48-603C, standards incorporated into the Idaho Charitable 

Solicitations Act.  

216. The actions and practices of Rodriguez and FMP relating to the solicitation of the 

charitable contributions were and continue to be misleading, false, or deceptive. 

217. Rodriguez’s and FMP’s conduct and pattern of conduct are outrageous and 

offensive to the public conscience. 

218. As a direct result of these wrongful acts, Rodriguez and FMP caused more than 

$115,000 to be donated wrongfully. 

219. As a direct result of these wrongful acts and practices, the St. Luke’s Parties have 

been damaged owing to the false and defamatory statements to generate donations.   

220. As a direct result of these wrongful acts and practices, the public has been misled.  

221. Rodriguez and FMP should be assessed damages and attorneys’ fees (pursuant to 

I.C. §§ 48-608, 48-1205), in an amount proven at trial pursuant to the purpose of the Idaho 
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Charitable Solicitations Act. In the event of default, Rodriguez and FMP should be forced to 

disgorge at least $115,000 and pay attorneys’ fees in the amount of $50,000 to Plaintiffs for fees 

incurred relating to this claim.   

COUNT VIII 
(CIVIL CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT DEFAMATION, INVASION OF PRIVACY, 

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS, TRESPASS, UNFAIR 
BUSINESS PRACTICES, AND WRONGFUL CHARITABLE SOLICITATIONS—ALL 

PLAINTIFFS AGAINST DEFENDANTS) 

222. Plaintiffs incorporate the foregoing allegations as if fully set forth herein. 

223. Defendants each willfully, intentionally, and knowingly agreed and conspired 

with each other to publish false, misleading, and defamatory statements about Plaintiffs directed 

to third parties, as described above. 

224. Defendants Rodriguez and Bundy further agreed and conspired to unlawfully 

trespass on Plaintiff St. Luke’s property.   

225. In furtherance of this conspiracy, Defendants defamed all Plaintiffs, invaded the 

privacy of Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman, intentionally inflicted emotional distress on 

Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman, unlawfully trespassed onto Plaintiff St. Luke’s 

property, committed unfair trade practices against all Plaintiffs, and defamed all Plaintiffs in 

furtherance of a conspiracy to violate the Idaho Charitable Solicitation Act.  

226. As a direct and proximate cause of Defendants’ wrongful conduct, Plaintiffs have 

suffered damages in an amount to be proven at trial.  

227. By virtue of the formation and operation of this conspiracy, Defendants, as 

participants in the conspiracy, are liable as joint tortfeasors for each other’s misconduct. 

REQUEST FOR JURY TRIAL 

Pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 38, Plaintiffs hereby request trial by jury as to 

all issues that are properly so tried. 
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

Counterclaimants respectfully request the following relief from this Court: 

A. An award to each of the St. Luke’s Parties from each of the Defendants for 

damages in the sum to be proven at trial but in no event less than $250,000; 

B. Injunctive relief requiring the Defendants: (1) to cease posting and disseminating 

defamatory statements against the St. Luke’s Parties; (2) to cease making statements that the St. 

Luke’s Parties are criminals and/or participate in the kidnapping, trafficking, sexual or any other 

abuse, and/or killing of children; (3) to remove from all online locations Defendants have 

authority to do so any and all statements that the St. Luke’s Parties are criminals and/or 

participating in the kidnapping, trafficking, sexual or any other abuse, and/or killing of children; 

(4) to cease disseminating and encouraging others to disseminate the contact information, 

personal information, and images of Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman; and (5) to remove 

from all online locations Defendants have authority to do so the contact information, personal 

information, and/or images of Mr. Roth, Dr. Erickson, and NP Jungman.  

C. An award to the St. Luke’s Parties of their reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs for 

this matter under Idaho Code §§ 12-120(3), 12-121, 6-202(3)(a)(ii) (civil trespass), 48-608 

(unfair business practices), and 48-1205 (Charitable Solicitation Act), or other applicable 

authorities and statutes;  

D. An award of punitive damages in the sum to be proven at trial; and 

E. Provide such other relief as the Court determines fair, just, and appropriate under 

the circumstances. 
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DATED this 3rd day of March, 2023. 
 
HOLLAND & HART LLP 
 
 
By: /s/Erik F. Stidham  

 Erik F. Stidham 
 Jennifer M. Jensen 
 Counsel for Plaintiffs  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I hereby certify that on this 3rd day of March, 2023, I caused to be filed and served, via 
iCourt, a true and correct copy of the foregoing by the method indicated below, and addressed to 
the following: 

Ammon Bundy for Governor 
P.O. Box 370 
Emmett, ID 83617 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered Via Process Server 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   

 
Ammon Bundy for Governor 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered Via Process Server 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:  

 
Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered Via Process Server 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   

 
People’s Rights Network 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
4615 Harvest Ln. 
Emmett, ID 83617-3601 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered Via Process Server 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   

 
People’s Rights Network 
c/o Ammon Bundy 
P.O. Box 370 
Emmett, ID 83617 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered Via Process Server 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   

 
Freedom Man Press LLC 
c/o Diego Rodriguez 
1317 Edgewater Dr. #5077 
Orlando, FL 32804 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   

Freedom Man Press LLC 
c/o Diego Rodriguez 
9169 W. State St., Ste. 3177 
Boise, ID 83714 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   

Freedom Man PAC 
c/o Diego Rodriguez 
1317 Edgewater Dr., #5077 
Orlando, FL 32804 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe:   
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Diego Rodriguez 
1317 Edgewater Dr., #5077 
Orlando, FL 32804 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivered 
Overnight Mail 
Email/iCourt/eServe: 

freedommanpress@protonmail.com  

/s/Erik F. Stidham   
Erik F. Stidham 
OF HOLLAND & HART LLP 

 

21008987_v1 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT C 





 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

EXHIBIT D 
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Erik Stidham

From: Erick Thomson <ethomson@co.gem.id.us>
Sent: Friday, April 14, 2023 8:48 AM
To: Erik Stidham
Subject: RE: Records Request

External Email 
 

 
Good morning Erik, 
 
Yes, your description of the situation is accurate. If there’s anything else you need, please don’t hesitate to contact me. 
 
Best, 
Erick 
 
From: Erik Stidham [mailto:EFStidham@hollandhart.com]  
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2023 4:13 PM 
To: Erick Thomson <ethomson@co.gem.id.us> 
Subject: RE: Records Request 
 
Erick,  
 
Thanks.  And I want to make sure I understand the current situation.  My understanding is that Mr. Bundy has made a 
trespass complaint relating to service of civil process by the Gem County Sheriff’s Office of legal documents in the St. 
Luke’s lawsuit against Mr. Bundy.  I also understand that Mr. Bundy has made formal complaints of trespass against the 
private process servers my office has used in this lawsuit.  Based on Mr. Bundy’s trespass complaint, the Gem County 
Sheriff’s Office will not be serving Mr. Bundy on behalf of my client unless or until directed to do so by a Court with 
proper jurisdiction and authority. Further, based on Mr. Bundy’s trespass complaints against the private process servers, 
those process servers are at risk of being cited for trespass.  
 
I understand the difficult position Mr. Bundy is creating for the Sherriff.  We intend to take action to get these issues 
addressed by a Court of proper jurisdiction.  Given Mr. Bundy’s history, I believe that is the safest and, really, only route 
forward.  
 

Regards,  

Erik Stidham 
H e  /  H i m  /  H i s    (What’s this?) 
Partner, Holland & Hart LLP 
efstidham@hollandhart.com | T: (208) 383-3934   |   M: (208) 283-8278  
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: This message is confidential and may be privileged. If you believe that this email has been sent to you in error, please reply to 
the sender that you received the message in error; then please delete this email. 
 

 
From: Erick Thomson <ethomson@co.gem.id.us>  
Sent: Thursday, April 13, 2023 3:01 PM 
To: Erik Stidham <EFStidham@hollandhart.com> 
Subject: Records Request 



2

 

External Email 
 

 
Mr. Stidham, 
 
My sheriff drafted a document on April 12 that’s now sitting down in records. It details the current issues he is having 
with civil service on Mr. Bundy. It might be worth making a public records request to obtain it. 
 
Best, 
Erick Thomson 
   

GEM COUNTY CONFIDENTIALITY DISCLAIMER: This message (including any attachments) may be privileged, confidential 
and/or protected from disclosure under applicable law. It is intended only for the use of the individual or entity above-named. You 
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you are not the 
intended recipient please notify the sender by reply email and immediately delete this email. 
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TNÛQ�SRRUdUX�S]T̂OMY�ST�TNU�cS[̂TOR�\P̂RX̂Md�OM�rSMa�{a

9B6H<|64E�}?42>|�5B~@��H�62�H�|~B<4C�2��02;6�:@6B<�2��2>>F��462B�E16��1<E6��?~H6�<4��2H1<4CE?4I�}���I

�24���I������



����������	�
��� ���������������������������������������������������������������� ����� �!�������������"#�$�%�����&�'($�����

���%�	���) ����*��* ���"#���������&������&�����&���&���&�������&��������& ����������+��,-�.
�/�. �����

0123343�0526785439:8;58<=

>?@AB�CB@CDB�EDBFGDH�EFAB�IJKBJLIJM�K@�NE@AAIK�OI@DBJEBPQ�@KRBGS�M@K

STBCK�UC�IJ�IKQ>�VEW@GL�SFILX

V@GB�KRFJ�YZZ�@[�KR@SB�ERFGMBL�RFOB�AIDIKFGH�@G�DFT�BJ[@GEBABJK

B\CBGIBJEBQ�FEE@GLIJM�K@�FJ�]̂ W�_BTS�GBOIBT�@[�KRB�EFSBSX

]K�DBFSK�̀a�@[�KR@SB�ERFGMBL�RFOB�FDDBMBL�KIBS�K@�AIDIKIF�MG@UCSQ�IJEDULIJM

KRB�bFKR�cBBCBGSX

dR@LBS�TFS�GBC@GKBLDH�@J�WFCIK@D�MG@UJLS�@J�eFJX�̀Q�fUK�RBgS�SFIL�RB�TFSJgK

KRBGB�UJKID�F[KBG�KRB�OI@DBJEB�fBMFJQ�FJL�KRBGBgS�J@�BOILBJEB�RB�BJKBGBL�KRB

WFCIK@D�fUIDLIJMX�hJ�FLLIKI@JQ�TRIDB�E@UGK�GBE@GLS�SUMMBSK�RB�TFS

E@AAUJIEFKIJM�LIGBEKDH�TIKR�FK�DBFSK�KT@�GI@KBGS�KRFK�LFHQ�dR@LBS�RFS

LBJIBL�FJH�TG@JML@IJMX

iB�K@DL�KRB�jFSRIJMK@J�k@SK�DFSK�HBFG�KRFK�RIS�MG@UC�RFL�>lBG@�CDFJ>�K@

BJKBG�KRB�WFCIK@DQ�FJL�FJH@JB�TR@�LIL�FEKBL�@J�KRBIG�@TJX

m�nopqrstuv�wxyrn�wrvvoqrz

hJ�F�OILB@�C@SKBL�K@�{@U|UfB�KT@�LFHS�F[KBG�KRB�SIBMBQ�̂UJLH�IJSISKBL�RB

RFS�JBOBG�CG@A@KBL�OI@DBJEBQ�FJL�RB�CG@AISBL�K@�CFH�KR@USFJLS�@[�L@DDFGS

K@�FJH@JB�TR@�>EFJ�}JL�BOBJ�@JB�E@AABJK�TRBGB�h�FA�CG@A@KIJM

OI@DBJEBX>

>{@U�TIDD�J@K�}JL�FJHKRIJMQ>�RB�FSSUGBL�OIBTBGSX�>h�L@�J@K�fBDIBOB�KRFK

FJHf@LH�RFS�F�GIMRK�K@�FEK�IJ�OI@DBJEBX>

>~JDBSSQ>�RB�FLLBLQ�>KRBHgGB�FEKIJM�IJ�LB[BJSBX>

�\CBGKS�SFIL�KRFK�KHCB�@[�GBAFG�����>UJDBSS�KRBHgGB�FEKIJM�IJ�LB[BJSB>����EFJ

SBJL�F�C@KBJKIFDDH�LFJMBG@US�AI\BL�ABSSFMBQ�BSCBEIFDDH�TRBJ�̂UJLH�RFS

SCBJK�HBFGS�IACD@GIJM�]ABGIEFJS�K@�SKFJL�UC�FJL�>LB[BJL>�KRBIG�GIMRKSX

�<4��<;�6�6<458=58<=�=54<���354�518���0���26�547�54�=546�518��8<5���25�43�4��518��������0��6<8=��835�27

878�5�43�<8=;75=����518���0���43�<8==��3��2=1�3�543���23����������



����������	�
��� ���������������������������������������������������������������� ����� �!�������������"#�$�%�����&�'($�����

���%�	���) ����*��* ���"#���������&������&�����&���&���&�������&��������& ����������+��,-�.
�/�. �����

012�342�25624758�692�842362:6�;366<2�6=�>2?25>�75>7@7>A3<�47896:�6936�93:

2@24�;225�B382>�;2?=42C0�92�B3452>�3�D639�E4=B>�75�FA8A:6�GHGHI

J=42�42E256<KC�75�35�75624@72B�B769�47896LB758�43>7=C�MA5>K�6=<>�<7:62524:

6936�B925�>2?25>758�69274�47896:C�0692�<2@2<�=?�>2?25:2�>2N25>:�AN=5�K=AC

>2N25>:�=5�9=B�OAE9�6936�47896�O235:�6=�K=AI0

MA5>K�35>�=6924:�<7P2�97O�=?625�0Q746�=5�6936�<7520�B9242�0692K�O3P2�E3<<:

6=�3E67=50�B769=A6�E3<<758�?=4�@7=<25E2�LL�35>�6925�@A<5243;<2�N2=N<2�09234

6936�O2::382�35>�>2E7>2�=5�69274�=B5�6=�3E6�@7=<256<KC0�3EE=4>758�6=

R=95:=5C�692�?=4O24�>=O2:67E�6244=47:O�353<K:6I

S2AO355�38422>C�:3K758�076�B3:5T6�7<<=87E3<0�?=4�N4=62:624:�B9=�0;2<72@2>

69274�E=A564K�B3:�;2758�:6=<25�?4=O�692O0�6=�6925�;2<72@2�=5�R35I�U�06936

697:�7:�=52�=?�69=:2�67O2:�B9242�@7=<25E2�7:�VA:67W2>I0

XYZ[�\]̂ _̀ abcde�fghi

j7896�K234:�3?624�692�:635>=k�36�97:�?3O7<KT:�435E9C�MA5>K�7:�5=B�4A55758

6=�;2E=O2�692�52l6�m2NA;<7E35�8=@245=4�=?�n>39=I�n5�3�E3ON3785�@7>2=

42<23:2>�=@24�692�?3<<C�MA5>K�:37>�92T:�05=6�3567L8=@245O2560�LL�92T:�0VA:6

3567LE=44AN67=50�35>�38375:6�08=@245O256�=@24423E9I0

F5>�36�3�E3ON3785�2@256�<3:6�O=569C�92�6=<>�FMo�S2B:�6936�B936

93NN252>�36�692�DIpI�o3N76=<�3�K234�38=�07:�;2758�=@24L2l38824362>0�35>

09KN2>�ANI0

0n6�B3:5T6�35�75:A442E67=5C0�MA5>K�75:7:62>I�0n�O235C�692K�B2425T6�64K758�6=

=@24694=B�35K69758I0

q92�rMnC�O235B97<2C�42E256<K�B3452>�6936�03567L8=@245O256�2l642O7:O0�7:

3O=58�692�842362:6�694236:�?3E758�692�5367=5C�35>�:37>�692�3825EK�7:

EA44256<K�E=5>AE6758�3;=A6�GCsHH�>=O2:67E�6244=47:O�75@2:678367=5:I

0q92�;2<72?:�N24:7:6C0�S2AO355C�692�2lLtup�=vE73<C�:37>I

wxy�z{|}~���}������������w�{�����������}{�����������������������{���

�������y����}���������{���������������{��������������������������

g����Y��� �¡�¢e�£¤¥¦e�§̈̀ �©�]�]e�c__]��\ª�«¬e�]�̀�]���̀��]���]�®̀  ̄« �a �Z�̀a�°̈Ȳ̀ ��\ª�«¬e��©̀ [�
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Ammon Bundy claims new report undercounted his groupʼs
supporters by half
Published: Oct. 26, 2021, 1:24 p.m.

FILE - In this April 3, 2021, file photo, Ammon Bundy speaks to a crowd of about 50 followers in front of the Ada County Courthouse in downtown Boise. A far-
right group launched the anti-government activist Bundy is rapidly expanding nationwide and making inroads into Canada, according to a new report from the
Institute for Research and Education on Human Rights. (Darin Oswald/Idaho Statesman via AP, File) AP
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BOISE — The founder of a far-right anti-government group says a report estimating the organization’s fast growth

over the past year undercounted by half. Ammon Bundy took issue with the Institute for Research and Education on

Human Rights report, saying People’s Rights is actually much larger and more of a network than an official

organization.

The report, released last week, found that the organization has grown by roughly 53% in the past year to more than

33,000 members, rapidly expanding nationwide and making inroads into Canada.

“The IREHR report is drastically inaccurate. Not sure where they pulled their info from,” Bundy wrote in an email on

Saturday. People’s Rights had 62,337 members as of Saturday, he said.

“I’m glad they under reported so the FBI does not think we are too much of a threat to ʻdemocracy,’” Bundy wrote.

“If we keep growing the way we are the FBI may get jealous and throw me in jail for no reason again.”

Bundy — who started People’s Rights amid a wave of backlash against public health measures taken at the start of

the coronavirus pandemic — is best known for leading a group of armed activists in the occupation of an Oregon

wildlife refuge in 2016. But Bundy was acquitted of all federal charges in that case by a federal jury in Oregon. In

2014, Bundy, several brothers and his father led an armed standoff in Nevada with Bureau of Land Management

agents who attempted to confiscate his father’s cattle for grazing on public land without a permit. The Nevada

criminal case against Bundy ended in a mistrial, but he spent nearly two years behind bars awaiting the resolution of

the two court cases.

At the start of last year, People’s Rights had just under 22,000 members nationally, according to an earlier report by

IREHR, which tracks far-right movements, and the Montana Human Rights Network. IREHR Research Director

Chuck Tanner said the People’s Rights organization’s political ideology centers on pre-Civil War interpretations of

the U.S. Constitution and Christian nationalism.

“What People’s Rights does is spread really radical ideas about overturning civil rights in the United States,” Tanner

said last week. “This is a broad-based, anti-Democratic and bigoted social movement.”

In a phone interview late Friday afternoon, Bundy said People’s Rights is more of a network than an organization and

claimed the network doesn’t profess any ideology other than the principles spelled out at the start of the

Declaration of Independence.

“It’s a network of individuals that are looking for a way to secure their liberty, but other than giving them tools of

how to do that, each area is completely on their own to be able to do whatever they decide to communicate, even

whatever they decide to do,” Bundy said. “There’s very few restrictions that we have placed upon them.”

According to the People’s Rights website, the network seems akin to an emergency militia service, with members

agreeing to help defend each other against “government criminals.”

“Who would you call right now if you needed help defending your rights against a government agency?” the website

asks readers. It goes on to suggest that things such as vaccination mandates and child protection investigations

might be reasons that the network would be activated in a “call to action.”

The network is divided into regions, where leaders sometimes hold training sessions on HAM radios, firearms or

emergency first aid. At times members in certain regions are asked to attend protests or take other actions to

“defend your rights.” Much of the networks’ activity in the past year has been focused on opposing public health

measures taken to slow the spread of COVID-19. In Idaho, People’s Rights members have used the network to

spread misinformation about coronavirus, advised each other on how to obtain medications that aren’t approved

for treating COVID-19, and staged protests outside of government officials’ homes.

Bundy said the group isn’t “anti-government,” though he acknowledged that he and other members were ready to

take action against the government if needed.

“If it’s government trying to take the rights, we will have to unite against them,” he said. “It happens. We don’t need

to get all emotional about it. We just need to appear and unite together so we can all get through it.”
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Electronically Filed
3/30/2023 3:39 PM
Fourth Judicial District, Ada County
Trent Tripple, Clerk of the Court
By: Caterina Moritz Gutierrez, Deputy Clerk
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What to Do When Someone Needs or Asks for Assistance in
Defending Their Rights

 Newsroom  
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INTRODUCTION 
 
 

I was engaged by Holland & Hart, LLP to evaluate the financial impact on St. Luke’s Health 
System, Ltd. (Health System) business operations associated with the disruption that occurred 
generally during the third week of March 2022, as a result of demonstrations on the Boise and 
Meridian hospital campuses allegedly organized and encouraged by Ammon Bundy et, at. 
 
The immediate impact was to the System’s Boise hospital and affiliated clinics and to the System’s 
Meridian hospital and affiliated clinics (collectively referred to as “the Hospital(s)”).  However, 
there will be a System wide, on-going impact on costs related to security for all St. Luke’s branded 
medical facilities. 
 
Data provided, reviewed or relied upon in support of the opinions contained herein are as noted 
within the opinions and/or as listed in Table 1, which follows my opinions. 
 
In addition to documents referenced in this report, I may summarize information contained in such 
documents in exhibit form to assist with the explanation of my analysis and opinions at trial.   
 
As additional information or testimony becomes available, I may find it appropriate to revise or 
supplement my opinions, analyses and conclusions stated herein.  I may also be called upon to 
provide testimony with regard to additional data or records and/or data received from or testified 
to by other parties and/or their witnesses.   
 
 
 

    3/10/23  

Dennis R. Reinstein, CPA/ABV, ASA    Date 
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Overview 
 
 
The Health System’s business operations were impacted between March 12, 2022 and March 
18, 2022. 
 
The business operations of St. Luke’s Regional Medical Center consist of the Boise and Meridian 
Hospitals along with their associated clinics, operated and located on the property utilized by the 
Hospitals.  The clinics include, by way of example, facilities such as the St. Luke’s Cancer Institute 
in Boise and the Family Medicine Clinic in Meridian. 
 
Schedule 1 reflects and accumulation of the loss and cost elements being claimed, which are 
supported by Schedule 2 through Schedule 7.   

 
a) The top portion of Schedule 1 reflects the summation of lost revenues and associated lost 

earnings for the Boise and Meridian locations.   
 

b) The bottom portion of Schedule 1 reflects the increased security costs expected for the St. 
Luke’s branded hospitals and clinics on a System wide basis. 

 
 
The following table summarizes the losses illustrated in this report as a direct result of the 
demonstrations during the period of March 12-18, 2022 and the expected future costs as a result 
of the demonstrations during the period of March 12-18, 2022, along with ongoing disparaging 
comments currently focused on the Hospitals: 
 

       Present  
       Value of  
   One  Recurring  Combined  
   Time  Annual  Losses   
   Losses  Costs  and Costs  
         
Lost earnings  $3,896,793       
         
Additional security costs  54,700   $4,640,203     
         
 Annual totals  3,951,493   4,640,203     
         
         
                  
  Present value of losses & costs  $3,951,493   $45,447,630   $49,399,123    
                  

 
 
The present value date for my Opinions is March 10, 2023. 
 
 
An organization chart for St. Luke’s Health System, Ltd. is presented on the following page. 
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St. Luke’s Health System has filed a lawsuit against Ammon Bundy, a far-right independent 
candidate for Idaho governor, and others involved in a slew of protests in March related to a 
child protective services case — protests that prompted the hospital to go on lockdown.

The St. Luke’s complaint was filed in Ada County on Wednesday, with Bundy; his activist 
organization, the People’s Rights Network; and Diego Rodriguez, a Bundy campaign adviser and 
the grandfather of the child involved, as named defendants.
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Other defendants are Bundy’s campaign, and a website and political action committee operated 
by Rodriguez. 

In March, police took custody of a 10-month-old baby at a gas station in Garden City after 
authorities said they feared the baby’s weight loss was potentially life-threatening. Bundy drove 
from his home in Emmett to St. Luke’s Meridian Medical Center that same evening and 
eventually was arrested for misdemeanor trespassing after trying to get authorities to release the 
child.

Over the next week, a series of protests, orchestrated by Bundy and his People’s Rights 
organization, drew crowds at St. Luke’s Boise Medical Center, where protesters believed the 
baby was being receiving care. Lt. Gov. Janice McGeachin, a candidate for governor in the 
Republican primary, also attended one of the protests, Rodriguez told the Statesman. 

In addition, protests took place at the Ada County Courthouse, where the custody matter was 
adjudicated, and at the Idaho Department of Health and Welfare headquarters, which oversees 
Idaho’s child welfare and foster care programs.  

“The complaint alleges there was a concerted effort to disrupt St. Luke’s business through false 
statements related to care and repeated defamation of St. Luke’s parties,” said a Wednesday 
statement from St. Luke’s.  

The hourlong lockdown “interfered with St. Luke’s ability to provide care for our community,” 
according to the statement.  

Bundy and Rodriguez did not immediately respond to requests for comment.

“It is important for us to stand up to the bullying, intimidation and disruption, and the self-
serving and menacing actions of these individuals, for the protection of our employees and 
patients, and to ensure our ability to serve our community,” St. Luke’s President and CEO Chris 
Roth said in the statement. 

The lawsuit aims to force the defendants to cease “ongoing harassment and to remove 
defamatory and false material they have posted and shared online,” according to the St. Luke’s 
statement. It also asks for $50,000 in damages, which the hospital said would be donated to a St. 
Luke’s program that evaluates children for alleged abuse.

UPDATE ON THE CHILD WELFARE CASE

A week ago, McGeachin told attendees at a voter rally that the matter related to the parents of the 
child was dismissed earlier in the day. McGeachin had weighed in on the family custody 
situation, seeking Gov. Brad Little’s involvement to return the child to his parents, which Little 
declined to do through an attorney.
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At the rally, which included several of the state’s right-wing candidates for office, McGeachin 
called the result a “miracle.” The crowd of about 1,000 people responded with loud cheers and 
applause.

Later during the event, members of the family, including Rodriguez, appeared on stage at Julius 
M. Kleiner Memorial Park in Meridian, holding the child. 

Child welfare matters are confidential in Idaho, and the state’s Department of Health and 
Welfare has declined to comment about individual cases.  

“The work of child welfare is guided by the assessment of the assigned worker as to the safety of 
the child or children in the family,” Greg Stahl, a spokesperson for Health and Welfare, said in 
an email to the Idaho Statesman, speaking generally about the process. “Once the worker 
assesses that the child can safely be in their home without intervention or supervision, the case 
and the department’s involvement in the family can cease.  

“There are some cases where children are removed from a home due to imminent danger safety 
concerns related to the parenting in the family and the parents quickly understand the concerns 
and work collaboratively with the department to address those concerns to meet the needs of 
their children. This is a very positive outcome for children and families and we are always 
excited when this happens.”

A CUSTODY BATTLE AND A WEEK OF PROTESTS  

Concerns about the health of the 10-month-old sparked the state’s action and the week of 
protests in March. While the child was in state custody, the family maintained that he had lost an 
insubstantial amount of weight and that his parents were working to find him more nourishing 
foods.

Organizers of the protests personally targeted those who had been involved in the case, posting 
photos, names and home addresses of police officers, a social worker, a nurse practitioner and an 
Ada County magistrate judge online. Those involved were called “perpetrators,” and right-wing 
activists went to their homes. Signs at protests were labeled “WANTED” and “HANDS OFF 
OUR KIDS!”  

Roughly a week after the state took custody of the child, he was returned to his parents. Shortly 
after, a planned protest at the magistrate judge’s house was canceled. 
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