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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF GARLAND COUNTY, ARKANSAS
EIGHTEENTH EAST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

JAIME PHILLIPS PETITIONER

Vs. CASE NO. 26DR-26-51

JONATHAN RICHES RESPONDENT
MOTION FOR CONTEMPT

Petitioner, Jaime Phillips, respectfully moves this Court to find Respondent, Jonathan Riches, in
contempt for violating the No Contact Order entered by this Court on March 30, 2026, and states
as follows:

I. BACKGROUND

1. On March 30, 2026, this Court entered a No Contact Order governing the conduct of both
parties.

2. The Order prohibits, among other things:

» harassment, intimidation, monitoring, or interference, whether direct or indirect;
» conduct designed to provoke, target, or intimidate through third parties;

* public statements referencing or undermining the other party;

« interference with jointly owned property or personal information;

« conduct reasonably likely to escalate conflict or fear.
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. The purpose of the Order was to prevent further escalation, intimidation, retaliation, and
continued harm between the parties.

4. The mutual No Contact Order was entered following Respondent’s request during
proceedings before this Court that the parties enter into a mutual no-contact framework in
lieu of continuation of the prior Order of Protection proceedings. Petitioner agreed to the
arrangement to avoid further litigation, further trauma, and the necessity of placing
Petitioner and her family through a contested hearing. Instead. the conduct described

herein began prior to, and substantially escalated immediately following entry of the
Order.

5. Since entry of the March 30, 2026 No Contact Order, Respondent has been formally
charged in Pasco County, Florida with Battery (Domestic Violence) involving Petitioner.
A copy of the Information filed by the State of Florida is attached as an exhibit.



6.

II. RESPONDENT’S PATTERN OF VIOLATION

Since entry of the Order, Respondent has engaged in an escalating pattern of conduct that
violates both the letter and spirit of this Court’s directives.

A. Retaliatory Conduct Directed at Individuals Discussing Respondent’s Domestic Violence

10.

Allegations

Respondent has targeted and harassed numerous individuals with no relationship to
Petitioner, including journalists, commentators, livestream hosts, social media users, and
other independent third parties discussing publicly available information related to the
parties’ legal matters and Respondent’s pending domestic violence criminal matters.

These individuals are not affiliated with Petitioner and are not acting on Petitioner’s
behalf.

Respondent’s conduct has included:

» using litigation and court filings in his personal disputes with third parties to discuss
Petitioner specifically by name, challenge and undermine Petitioner’s documented abuse
allegations, and publicly disseminate false claims that Petitioner’s injuries were
fabricated or “doctored™ despite contrary law enforcement and medical findings;

» traveling to ambush and confront a journalist for reporting and discussing the case;

» waiting for and approaching that individual in a public airport setting;

* engaging in threatening and provocative conduct that resulted in criminal charges
against Respondent;

« confronting individuals in public settings who ask about the domestic violence
allegations involving Petitioner;

» contacting or attempting to contact employers of individuals discussing or reporting on
the case;

« filing or threatening litigation against individuals discussing the allegations publicly;

» using social media to publicly target, intimidate, or retaliate against critics and

commentators.

Petitioner has also become aware of additional incidents in which Respondent contacted
employers and law enforcement agencies regarding individuals publicly discussing the
allegations against him, including false reports made against unrelated third parties who
had merely commented online regarding the pending domestic violence matters.
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Shortly after public reporting regarding Petitioner’s allegations became widespread,
Respondent confronted an independent journalist who was the first to publicly report on
the allegations involving Petitioner. Petitioner is informed and believes that Respondent
intentionally waited for the journalist at an airport and initiated a confrontation
immediately upon the journalist’s arrival. During the confrontation, Respondent accused
the journalist of unrelated criminal conduct and made derogatory allegations unrelated to
the subject of the reporting. Law enforcement responded to the incident, and Respondent
was subsequently charged with Disorderly Conduct — Provoke Immediate Reaction in
Arizona. Petitioner alleges the incident was retaliatory in nature and directly related to the
journalist’s reporting concerning Petitioner’s allegations.

On or about May 30, 2026, Respondent engaged in similar conduct at a public event
known as CrimeCon when a true crime journalist questioned him regarding the domestic
violence allegations involving Petitioner. Rather than simply denying the allegations or
declining comment, Respondent responded by attacking the individual’s character,
making unrelated and knowingly false accusations, mocking the individual, and
escalating the encounter. The encounter required intervention by event security and
resulted in Respondent being removed from the premises.

On or about June 9, 2026, Respondent was again publicly questioned regarding the
domestic violence allegations involving Petitioner by an individual known to Petitioner
from her prior professional work. Respondent began to say Petitioner’s name “Magno--"
before he denied knowing Petitioner at all and denied the allegations, then immediately
redirected the encounter toward accusations concerning the questioner’s character,
personal life, and family. Respondent then physically followed the individual, publicly
discussed him on social media, disseminated information relating to the individual and
his family members, referenced the individual’s prior employment history, and continued
commentary concerning the encounter to Respondent’s online audience. The questioner
has now filed a petition for a restraining order against the Respondent.

Petitioner alleges these incidents follow the same recurring pattern: when Respondent is
asked about domestic violence allegations involving Petitioner, Respondent does not
simply deny the allegations or decline comment. Instead, Respondent retaliates by
attacking, humiliating, doxxing, intimidating, or otherwise targeting the person who
raised the subject. All of this behavior is an indirect attack on the Petitioner, which is
strictly prohibited under the terms of the No Contact Order.

On or about March 26, 2026, while still subject to the Court’s Ex Parte Order of
Protection, Respondent publicly stated that he intended to “start suing some YouTubers”
in order to force them to spend money defending themselves and “laugh at them™ when
they appeared in court.
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These actions are retaliatory in nature and arise specifically from discussion of the
domestic violence allegations and related public court proceedings involving Petitioner.
Petitioner alleges these actions constitute indirect harassment, intimidation, threats,
disparagement, annoyance and defamation against the Petitioner.

Respondent has also filed a stalking/harassment injunction action in Pasco County,
Florida against an individual publicly discussing the allegations and advocating for
Petitioner.

In filings associated with that injunction proceeding, Respondent explicitly referenced
Petitioner by both her legal name and public nickname, Magnolia, and characterized the
active domestic violence allegations and investigations as fabricated.

In the same filing, Respondent characterized a publicly circulated photograph depicting
Petitioner’s documented facial injuries, including a fractured nose and septum, as “fake”
and “doctored.”

Those allegations directly contradict documented law enforcement findings, medical
findings, and other evidence relating to Petitioner’s injuries.

Respondent’s public efforts to characterize the underlying allegations as fabricated
further contradict prior written communications sent by Respondent to Petitioner in
which Respondent apologized for abusive conduct and acknowledged causing harm.
Those communications were previously provided to Pasco County law enforcement in
connection with the pending domestic violence criminal case against Respondent.

Petitioner further notes that Respondent’s subsequent motion seeking additional
restrictions related to public speech and commentary in that injunction proceeding was
denied.

During proceedings associated with Respondent’s Florida injunction litigation,
Respondent testified under oath concerning matters directly related to the allegations and
public reporting described herein.

Petitioner alleges portions of Respondent’s testimony were contradicted by publicly
available records, Respondent’s own prior statements, court records, and other evidence.

Petitioner further alleges that Respondent used those proceedings as an additional
platform through which allegations concerning Petitioner could be challenged, reframed,
or publicly disseminated despite the existence of the No Contact Order entered by this
Court.

Portions of Respondent’s injunction-related filings appear designed to frame public
discussion of the domestic violence allegations themselves as actionable “harassment™
and “stalking.”
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Many of the incidents described herein occurred during Respondent’s livestream
broadcasts or were subsequently published to Respondent’s substantial online audience.
As a result, the conduct was not isolated or private. Rather, the conduct was amplified,
monetized, and disseminated to hundreds of thousands of viewers while simultaneously

targeting individuals discussing Petitioner’s allegations and continuing public discussion
concerning Petitioner.

Petitioner further became aware of a threatening written communication authored by an
online commentator publicly associated with Respondent and actively involved in
disseminating information and commentary regarding the parties’ legal matters. In the
communication, the individual stated, among other things, that Petitioner “might need
another protective order” if she returned to Florida and stated there was “no place to run.”

During the week of April 28, 2026, Respondent traveled to the State of Arkansas while
publicly representing that he was conducting storm-related content activity for his
YouTube platform. Given the parties’ history, the pending criminal matters, and the
existing Order, Respondent’s presence in Arkansas caused substantial fear and distress to
Petitioner. Multiple individuals independently contacted Petitioner to notify her that
Respondent was in the State, further heightening Petitioner’s fear and anxiety.

This pattern reflects an effort to intimidate, retaliate against, silence, or financially burden
individuals discussing the allegations or publicly available court proceedings involving
Petitioner.

B. Public Narrative Manipulation and Indirect Harassment

. Respondent has made public statements on social media platforms reasonably understood

to reference Petitioner and the underlying allegations.
These statements and related conduct have had the effect of:

* undermining Petitioner’s credibility;

» provoking public hostility toward Petitioner;

» encouraging continued third-party harassment;

* escalating fear and distress surrounding the case.

Petitioner has substantially withdrawn from public participation and social media activity
due to fear of escalation and continued targeting associated with Respondent’s conduct
and the conduct of individuals amplifying Respondent’s claims.

Petitioner further notes that Respondent continues to publicly use and republish creative
materials, graphics, branding assets, and thumbnail images originally created by
Petitioner during the parties’ prior professional relationship. Petitioner no longer wishes
to be associated with Respondent in any capacity. Respondent’s continued use of
Petitioner’s work product creates the appearance of an ongoing association, causes

£
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embarrassment and distress to Petitioner, undermines Petitioner’s efforts to separate
herself from Respondent, and continues to commercially benefit Respondent through use
of materials uniquely associated with Petitioner’s creative work.

. Petitioner further alleges that Respondent continues to monetize content utilizing

Petitioner’s creative work product despite Petitioner’s express desire to sever all
professional and personal association with Respondent.

Respondent’s conduct constitutes indirect harassment and retaliation prohibited by the
Court’s Order.

C. Interference with Jointly Owned Property

. Petitioner is co-owner of a Kia Telluride associated with a Kia Connect account for

which Petitioner historically served as the primary account holder. Petitioner is listed as
the primary owner of the vehicle.

. On March 30, 2026, Petitioner received multiple security alerts indicating tampering,

disruptions, and changes to the Kia Connect system requiring password changes and
account reauthorization.

These events coincided with Respondent relocating the vehicle to another location
outside Petitioner’s access.

The circumstances reasonably indicate interference with Petitioner’s access to jointly
owned property and an attempt to conceal the vehicle’s location while Respondent was
traveling outside the State of Florida.

D. Circulation of Purported Medical Information

Petitioner became aware of publicly circulated screenshots purporting to reflect portions
of Petitioner’s medical information.

The materials appeared either fabricated or improperly disseminated and contributed to
harassment, reputational harm, and amplification of public targeting directed at
Petitioner.

Petitioner is unaware of any authorized public release of her medical information and did
not authorize dissemination of such materials to online third parties. Petitioner further
notes that medical records relating to the December 25, 2025 assault were limited to
healthcare providers, law enforcement, prosecutors, and Respondent’s legal counsel
involved in related proceedings.
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E. Monitoring and Intrusion Concerns

On March 30, 2026, Petitioner received security alerts relating to attempted access to her
personal Baptist Health account.

Upon logging into the account, Petitioner discovered that account contact information
had been altered and replaced with unknown information.

While the source of this intrusion remains under investigation, the conduct occurred in
the context of Respondent’s escalating pattern of intimidation, monitoring concerns, and
interference.

ITI. PATTERN AND ESCALATION
The conduct described above is not isolated.
Rather, it reflects an ongoing and escalating pattern of:

» retaliation against individuals discussing allegations of domestic violence and
Respondent’s criminal charges;

« intimidation through litigation threats and court filings;

* public narrative manipulation;

» interference with property and accounts;

» indirect harassment of Petitioner tied to the underlying domestic violence allegations.

Since entry of the No Contact Order, Respondent has been formally charged in Pasco
County, Florida with Battery (Domestic Violence) arising from allegations involving
Petitioner. Petitioner submits that this development further underscores the seriousness of
the underlying conduct, giving rise to these proceedings and the continuing need for
protection and enforcement of this Court’s Orders.

Petitioner further notes that Respondent has a documented history of abusive and
frivolous litigation conduct in multiple jurisdictions, including prior restrictions imposed
upon Respondent’s filing activities by numerous courts in the United States.

Petitioner submits that the conduct described herein is consistent with a broader pattern
of using litigation, threats of litigation, public intimidation, and procedural mechanisms
to retaliate against critics and individuals connected to personal disputes involving
Respondent.

The conduct directly undermines the purpose of this Court’s Order and demonstrates
continuing disregard for the Court’s authority.

Respondent specifically requested the mutual no-contact framework now before the
Court in lieu of continuation of the prior Order of Protection proceedings. Petitioner
agreed to the arrangement based upon the understanding that such an agreement would

7
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reduce conflict and prevent escalation. Instead, the conduct described herein substantially
escalated immediately following entry of the Order.

Respondent’s conduct since entry of the Order demonstrates that the mutual framework
no longer functions as an equitable de-escalation mechanism.

IV.IMPACT ON PETITIONER
As a result of Respondent’s conduct, Petitioner has experienced:

* ongoing emotional distress;

» fear of continued escalation and retaliation;

» fear of public targeting and harassment;

» disruption to Petitioner’s personal and professional life;

» withdrawal from public and social media participation;

» fear of posting publicly due to anticipated retaliation and harassment;

» substantial anxiety arising from repeated public attacks directed at journalists,
commentators, and other individuals discussing Petitioner’s allegations;

» fear that individuals supporting Petitioner will continue to be targeted, intimidated, or
subjected to litigation;

» humiliation and distress caused by Respondent’s continued public use of Petitioner’s
creative work, branding materials, and thumbnail designs despite Petitioner’s efforts to
sever all association with Respondent;

« interference with Petitioner’s sense of safety and stability during ongoing chemotherapy
treatment, medical recovery, and related procedures;

« disruption of Petitioner’s ability to focus upon ongoing medical treatment and recovery;
« increased need for emotional support and therapeutic care;

« continued fear associated with Respondent’s escalating conduct and proximity.

Petitioner was diagnosed with breast cancer on March 30, 2026 and is currently
undergoing chemotherapy treatment and continuing medical recovery. Petitioner alleges
that Respondent’s continuing pattern of retaliation, public targeting, and escalation has
substantially increased emotional distress during an already significant period of physical
and medical hardship.

Although many of the incidents described herein were directed at third parties, Petitioner
alleges that the underlying purpose and effect of such conduct is to punish, discredit,
isolate, and retaliate against Petitioner for reporting Respondent’s conduct to law
enforcement. Petitioner experiences each new confrontation, lawsuit, public accusation,
and campaign targeting individuals discussing the allegations as a renewed attack upon
her credibility, safety, and emotional wellbeing.



V. REQUEST FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully requests that this Court:

1. Find Respondent in willful contempt for violating the No Contact Order entered March
30, 2026:

2. Impose sanctions sufficient to compel compliance and deter further violations;

3. Modify the existing No Contact Order so that the Order remains fully in effect against
Respondent only, while removing Petitioner from reciprocal restraints contained within
the current mutual framework;

4. Preserve and continue all existing provisions prohibiting:

» direct or indirect harassment;

« retaliation through third parties;

« interference with accounts, personal information, or jointly owned property:

* public statements designed to undermine or intimidate Petitioner;

« conduct intended to retaliate against individuals discussing or reporting on the matter.

5. Further modify the Order to expressly prohibit Respondent from using litigation, third-
party communications, public broadcasts, social media statements, or public filings to
harass, intimidate, retaliate against, or undermine Petitioner, either directly or indirectly;

6. Further modify the Order to prohibit Respondent from using, republishing, monetizing, or
otherwise exploiting Petitioner’s creative work product, branding materials, thumbnail
designs, or other media materials in any manner that creates the appearance of ongoing
affiliation or association with Petitioner;

7. In the alternative, should the Court decline to modify the existing No Contact Order
framework, Petitioner requests reinstatement of a unilateral Order of Protection
containing substantially similar restrictions and protections against Respondent;

8. Grant such additional relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

Jaime Phillips
Pro Se Petitioner



EXHIBIT LIST

Motion for Contempt
Case No. 26DR-26-51

Exhibit A
March 30, 2026 No Contact Order

Exhibit B
State of Florida Misdemeanor Information charging Respondent with Battery (Domestic
Violence)

Exhibit C

Respondent's March 26, 2026 social media posts stating he intended to sue YouTubers in
retaliation for their reporting on his multiple criminal cases and pending charges, for the sole
purpose of forcing them to spend money defending themselves in court while he laughs and
“mentally stimulates™ himself

Exhibit D
Records relating to Arizona airport incident, including criminal citation and supporting
documentation

Exhibit E
CrimeCon incident materials, including screenshots and video links

Exhibit F
June 9, 2026 confrontation involving Jake Mantel, including screenshots, social media posts,
video link

Exhibit G
Pasco County stalking/harassment injunction filings against a random YouTuber referencing
Petitioner and characterizing Petitioner's injuries as fabricated or doctored

Exhibit H
Order denying Respondent's motion seeking 1** Amendment restrictions in the Florida injunction
proceeding in his ongoing efforts to silence critics and undermine the Petitioner publicly

Exhibit |
Respondent's written communications to Petitioner dated November 21, 2025, in which he
apologizes for abusive conduct and acknowledges harm and injuries suffered by Petitioner

Exhibit J
Threatening communication authored by Andra Griffin aka Bullhorn Betty referencing Petitioner



Exhibit K
Evidence of Respondent's continued use of Petitioner's creative work product, thumbnails,
graphics, branding materials, and related monetized content

Exhibit L

Kia Connect security alerts and account activity records

Exhibit M

Baptist Health account security alerts and account alteration records

Exhibit N

Screenshots relating to circulation of purported medical information and fully formed false

narratives surrounding the December 25, 2025 assault in Washington being disseminated by
known associates of the Respondent on Respondent’s behalf.

Exhibit O
Evidence of Respondent's presence in Arkansas during the week of April 28, 2026



EXHIBIT A

No Contact Order entered by this Court on March 30, 2026.

ELECTRONICALLY FILED

In the CIRCUIT COURT of GARLAND COUNTY, ARKANSAS

Domestic Relations Division
Jaime T. Phillips PETITIONER
V. Case No. 26DR-26-51
Jonathan L. Riches RESPONDENT
AGREED ORDER

Now on this day came on to be heard Petitioner’s Petition for Order of Protection
and after an examination of the Pleadings, the murual agreement of both parties, statements
of counsel, and other matters and things appearing before the Court, from all of which, the
COURT DOTH FIND:

1. A No Contact Order shall be in full force and effect for a period of three (3)
years, and, so long as there are no issues and no contact between the parties during said
three (3) year period, the Order shall expire three (3) years from the date this Order was
entered. If there are issues, or either party violates this Order, the aggrieved party may
petition the Court for appropriate relief.

2 During the three (3) year period referenced above, Respondent, Jonathan L.
Riches, is prohibited from initiating any contact with Petitioner, Jamie T. Phillips,
including but not limited to physical presence, telephonic, electronic, oral, written, visual,
or video. Respondent shall not use a third party to contact Petitioner except by legal

counsel or as authorized by law or court order.
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3. During the three (3) year period referenced above, Petitioner, Jamie T.
Phillips, is prohibited from initiating any contact with Petitioner, Jonathan L. Riches,
including but not limited to physical presence, telephonic, electronic, oral, written, visual,
or video. Petitioner shall not use a third party to contact Petitioner except by legal counsel
or as authorized by law or court order.

4. Each party is further ORDERED not to attempt to contact, monitor, harass,
annoy, intimidate, threaten, or interfere with the other Party, either directly or indirectly.

5 Neither party shall contact, harass, annoy, threaten, intimidate, disparage,
or interfere with the other party, either directly or indirectly. Neither party shall use,
request, direct, encourage, or permit any third person to contact the other party, to relay
messages to or from the other party, or to make disparaging, derogatory, threatening,
harassing, or defamatory statements regarding the other party. Any such conduct by either
party or undertaken through a third party shall be deemed a violation of this Order by the
party causing, requesting, directing, encouraging, or permitting the conduct.

6. Neither party shall make any public statements that reference, undermine,
or disparage the other party, but would include, but is not limited to social media posts,
interviews, or third-party communications.

v. The parties are prohibited from directing, encouraging, or knowingly
benefiting from any third-party conduct that targets, harasses, or defames the other party.

8. The Court further finds that the parties possess both real property and
personal property which will require identification, preservation, and disposition in the
course of this action. All communications, negotiations, proposals, demands, inspections,

exchanges of information, and arrangements conceming any real property or personal
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property of the parties shall be conducted solely through counsel for the parties. Neither
party shall communicate directly with the other party conceming the sale, transfer,
possession, division, use, access to, removal, concealment, encumbrance, damage to, or
other disposition of any real or personal property.

9. Absent further Order of the Court or written agreement of counsel, neither
party shall sell, transfer, assign, encumber, conceal, damage, destroy, remove, or otherwise
dispose of any real property or personal property in which either party claims an interest,
except in the ordinary course of business or for ordinary and necessary living expenses.

10.  This Court maintains continuing jurisdiction over this matter and the parties
hereto for the purposes of enforcing its orders. Refusal by either party to abide by the
orders contained herein can and will result in the institution of contempt proceedings up to
and including body attachment.

IT IS SO ORDERED this __ day of .20

Circuit Judge

Date:

Drafted by:

Jamie C. Beal

Attorney for Respondent
Victory Law Firm, LLC
221 W. 2 St,, Ste. 427
Little Rock, AR 72201

Approved by:
Angela Echols
Attorney for Petitioner

Argels 2hals
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JAIME T PHILLIPS V JONATHAN L RICHES
26DR-26-51

ORDER NO CONTACT

So Ordered

Electronically signed by KAPETRO3 on 2026-03-30 page4 of 4



EXHIBIT B

State of Florida Misdemeanor Information charging Respondent with Battery (Domestic
Violence)

2026MMO001741MMAXWS et

IN THE COUNTY COURT FOR THE SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
OF FLORIDA IN AND FOR PASCO COUNTY

STATE OF FLORIDA wovt SO+ TR
JONATHAN RICHES BATTERY, 1°M (DV)

W/M; DOB: 12/27/76
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= 9 05212026  Notice of Confidential Information Within Court File REVIEWED
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2 5 052172026  Nofice of Request for Costs of Prosecution

a 5 05112028  NOTICE
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Respondent is next due in court for domestic violence charges on July 2, 2026

- i - N



EXHIBIT C

Respondent’s March 23, 2026 tweet making a mockery of the domestic violence allegations
against him and Petitioner’s documented injuries by implying that all of this is a game to be

“played.”

Note — This tweet was made while the Respondent was still under the Ex Parte Order of
Protection issued by this Court on or about January 21, 2026. He did not even wait for the No
Contact Order to be signed off on by the judge before he began posting tweets meant to
undermine Petitioner’s credibility as the victim of his brutal assaults.

RO &
@JLRINVESTIGATES

Some of y'all getting played. Big time!

10:33 PM - Mar 23, 2026 - 521K Views
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Respondent's March 26, 2026, now-deleted tweets stating he intended to sue YouTubers for
“fun” and force them to spend money defending themselves for the purpose of “laughing at
them” when they come to court. Respondent has already filed multiple harassment injunctions
against journalists and social media users in retaliation for their reporting on his domestic
violence criminal cases and pending criminal charges.

JLR® &

@JLRINVESTIGATES
Yes. No one on this planet has sued
more people than me. Sometimes | win,
sometimes | lose. Loses are still wins. I've
filed over 5000 lawsuits in my lifetime.
Wrote a book on it. | am about to sue some
YouTubers too. Not you though, | like you.

@ Robbie Harvey @ @therobbiehar.. - 26 Mar
I genuinely can’t believe what I’'m reading.
@JLRINVESTIGATES has sued American Idol,
Daniel Day-Lewis, and... The Ghostbusters.
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8:28 PM - 26 Mar 26 - 140K Views

@JLRINVESTIGATES

Seriously. | am about to sue some
YouTubers. It's going to be funny &

Discovery is fun. Depositions are the best.
Face to face with a defendant in front of the
judge is mentally stimulating. Laughing at
them going in & out of the court is comical.

@ JLR® © @JLRINVESTIGATES - 26 Mar

Yes. No one on this planet has sued more
people than me. Sometimes | win, sometimes |
lose. Loses are still wins. I've filed over 5000
lawsuits in my lifetime. Wrote a book on it. | am
about to sue some YouTubers too. Not you th...

8:45 PM - 26 Mar 26 - 49.8K Views

19 Reposts 8 Quotes 330 Likes

30 Bookmarks
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@JLRINVESTIGATES

Am when | say YouTubers | am going pro

se all the way baby. Let them pay 50k for a
lawyer or dance with me pro se. @

8:36 PM - 26 Mar 26 - 18.7K Views

8 Reposts 2 Quotes 189 Likes 8 Bookmarks

Link to deleted tweet: https:'x.com JLRINVESTIGATES /status/20373428965888329347s=20)
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EXHIBIT D

Records relating to the Arizona airport incident, including criminal citation and supporting
documentation. Respondent received inside information regarding the travel plans of
independent journalist Ali Eslami aka Nerdy Addict, the individual who first reported on the
public records relating to this Court’s Order of Protection case, as well as the publicly available
Chelan County police report related to the December 25, 2025 assault.
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Video evidence including airport CCTV footage shows the Respondent waiting at the bottom of
the escalator in the Tuscon Airport baggage claim area. When Mr. Eslami began descending
down the escalator, the Respondent aggressively confronted him with his camera recording close
to his face and began badgering Mr. Eslami with knowingly false allegations of child abuse and
domestic violence. The Respondent doggedly pursued Mr. Eslami all around the baggage claim
area of the airport, which caused a public disturbance and frightened other passengers and airport
staff. Airport police intervened and the Respondent was issued a citation for Disorderly Conduct
— Provoke Immediate Action. This criminal case is pending with Pima County criminal court.

sonas 0 e TR
@Nerdy Addict

Jonathan Lee Riches, aka JLR, has new charges in Arizona and a court
date after stalking me and waiting for me in baggage claim to harass me.
He's pacing back and forth still with police, I'm free to go.

2:41 PM - Apr 2, 2026 - 93.9K Views
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EXHIBIT E

Respondent approached this individual who is known to be a True Crime journalist who reports
on trials and criminal cases, including the Respondent’s many criminal cases. Respondent
doxxed his real name to his live YouTube audience and began to hurl false accusations at him
including “allegations that he beat his girlfriend” which Respondent knows do not exist. This is
the Respondent’s method of making a mockery of his own domestic violence charges for life-
threatening assaults against the Petitioner — by making up false allegations against anyone who
asks him about his own pending charges. Respondent also knowingly and falsely states that there
is a “gag order.” There is no gag order. There is only the mutual No Contact Order entered by
this Court on March 30, 2026.

CrimeCon security stepped in and escorted Respondent away from the event for which he did not
have a ticket to attend and was previously denied access to as a “journalist.” Respondent
continued livestreaming near the entrance of the event and Caesars Palace security eventually
escorted him off the premises.

The entire incident is captured on Respondent’s own livestream on his YouTube channel “JLR
Investigates™ beginning at timestamp 1:38:00.

@ BREAKING - WILD CRAZINESS!! CRIMECON! LAS VEGAS - LIVE
hitps://www.voutube.con/live/LFK8PIKe9ps?si=2NX2UZehK03rhJt W& t=5904

Victim “Dali Talks” reports the incident on the YouTube channel “Excited Utterance”

JLR abuses Dali at CrimeCon - Saturday live from Vegas with Hella + Dali 8pm ET

https:/ www.voutube.com/watch?v=FbzNWOtL. X28&(=2696s
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EXHIBIT F

June 9, 2026 confrontation involving Jake Mantel, including screenshots, social media posts, and related
documentation. Mr. Mantel is a former co-worker of the Petitioner’s when she previously worked for
Project Veritas. Petitioner has not seen Mr. Mantel since 2023 and had not heard from him since
sometime in 2025. Mr. Mantel was attending the trial of Karmelo Anthony in Dallas and recognized the

Respondent as JLR Investigates, and as the Petitioner’s ex-boyfriend as he has recently been in the news
for domestic violence charges.

Mr. Mantel took the opportunity to approach the Respondent and ask for comment on the allegations he
had seen in the NY Post’s reporting. Respondent began to speak Petitioner’s name “Magno--?"" then
quickly cut himself off to falsely state “No,” he did not know anyone by the name of Magnolia and *“No,”
he has not been accused of domestic violence. This is a blatant lie that is meant to undermine the
Petitioner publicly to his large YouTube channel audience.

Respondent began to badger Mr. Mantel and accuse him of beating his girlfriends — the same tactic used
with Mr. Eslami and Dali Talks. He also repeatedly told Mr. Mantel that he looks like he “touches kids.”

After Mr. Mantel tried to disengage, the Respondent then followed him on foot, tracking him through the
woods and over a creek. He then captured photos of Mr. Mantel’s license plate and posted it to social
media. The Respondent then efforted Mr. Mantel’s personal identity and found that he previously worked
at Project Veritas, the same former employer of the Petitioner. Respondent posted a tweet to imply that
the Petitioner had something to do with Mr. Mantel’s presence at the courthouse in Dallas. This is
knowingly false and completely fabricated and is a DIRECT attack on the Petitioner on social media
which is prohibited under the terms of the Mutual No Contact Order. As he intended, his minions and
followers have repeated and amplified this baseless lie.

This entire interaction was captured on the Respondent’s own livestream on his YouTube channel JLR
Investigates and it was viewed over 300K times. Respondent then went on a social media doxxing

campaign against Mr. Mantel and his entire family, including the 8-year-old daughter of his significant
other.

Steak Mantel = 3 2
bt

confromted < 4_INVES TIATES reqarding the oubiic allegations he
Saal & Chokec g ax grifrienc Magnoia outside e Carmeso Anthony
mal

Pusilc sliegations that mads the SoyTosL

e reflaec 'O anTwer Ty TUESTONS JNT MIMeciatay Tad 0 haseetadly
nsinuste That | K¢ The One with CTMes EUNST women andor crikdren.

m not a puoiic figura. Here is My Derspective LNCUT

NEW YORK POST

Ponene s o o
LI 3 9500734 13 T BN SONtTrtng Pem J00LT DY Magatcrs apanat
o vou touch 8.

WO ary whatICwen, JL I3 now tming 14K DecDl T the T
efrorting i oo i %8 TOuCTes <icmn,

W DA g 3, 2006 - MLTRE Vinen

FULL VIDEO:
https://x.com/RealMantel/status/ 20644691 142743536247s=20
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JLRC @ SLRINVESTIGATES - lun 9 (o BE

Well Weil Weil.
& Pinned Jacob Henry Mantel aka Jake Mante! used to work for Project Veritas.
IR® § @JLRINVESTIGATES - Jun 9 o o Imagine that. «.com /AL RINVESTIGATE
Who is Jacob Henry Mantel aka Jake Mante!? From Plano Texas. Originally A ————e 3
3 5 @ 1Lre 9 SnAmNVESTIGATES - lwn 3
from Brooklyn NY & Stamford Connecticut. Who sent this weirdo to me? E =
«.com/BSunflower77/s... Who is Jacob Henry Mantel aka jake Mantei? From Plano Texas.

Originaily from Brooklyn NY & Stamford Connecticut. Who sent this
weirdo to me? x.com/BSunflowerT7/s...

JLR® § BILRINVESTIGATES - un 3 3 -
Replving to 3hot

RO @ Qg -

@JLRINVESTIGATES

He thought he was slick.

Jacob Henry Mantel aka Jake Mantel was so worried about my personal
life, but refused to talk about his life when asked. Maybe | know why. His
dad Scott Mantel had a felony warrant out for not paying 73k + in child
support. Is Scott Mantel a deadbeat dad?

Child Support
Warrant

[

5:52 PM - Jun 9, 2026 - 7,759 Views

Respondent repeatedly and exclusively characterizes his domestic violence criminal charges as
his “personal life,” despite knowing that all of the allegations are public records. Domestic
violence charges are public information. Respondent uses the “personal life” disclaimer to justify
his nationwide campaign of threats, intimidation, harassment, stalking and doxxing of anyone
who dares to discuss the public records related to his domestic violence criminal charges.

16



RO 9
@JLRINVESTIGATES

s e
| just emailed the father of Jacob Henry Mantel aka Jake Mantel at his job
seeking comment on the entire situation. As a journalist. His name is
Scott Mantel with GoRascal. Want to know about his warrant for failing
to pay child support. Thank you. | will keep everyone informed.

child suppon What s that sbour” Was £
comaction? | posted about 1 on my X sceount
Sesking corvrant pease fam 2 Jouralst | am
oing 1 comiape £ reort on Jake. Thamk you &
Fave & gresT dey.

JAKE MANTEL

Jrm WL, 2T T2 AM

acoes®, alcam

HiScom,

JLR INVESTICATES heve | am 2 usmaiist with over
500,300 Subscribers or You Tube

Your son Jake ciaims he confronted me yesterday
sbout my personal e while | reporting cutside the
Karmelo Anthony trial

Then # sppears he used his confrontation’ with me
for his Dw contemL

i 37 gaing 10 be talng about this incident on &
fuwe JLR INVESTIGATES Live. Though | find it odd
gt wher | asked aboct jsie's peronsl e, For
mstance sbout yo2s & whether w cheated on b

25 AM - Jun 10, 2028 - 1,001

29-year-old Jacob Henry Mantel aka Jake Mantel with his girffriend 22-
year-old Kylee Moore from McKinney Texas. 'm toid Jake physically
abuses & cheats on Kylee. | wonder what her parents think about it? We
investigate.

6:36 AM

lun 10, 2026

1,104 Views

JLR® @ ZJLRINVESTIGATES - 15h

Replying to @JLRINVESTIGATES and @hotwira405

Is jacob Henry Mantel aka Jake Mante! cheating on his girlfriend Kylee
Moore? We are learning more.

com/share/1BSoT65M..

Cj can

o |

JLR® & BJLRINVESTIGATES - Jun 3 5
Replying to @JLRINVESTIGATES and @hotwired(5
Don't forget Benjamin Mantel.
GoRascal. Did he steal money & embezziement funds from the company?
We investigate.
Benjamin Mantel
Mortgage Loan Officer at GoRascal
Suffolk University
Brooklyn, New York, United States
QO 3 4 O 1 it 14K H &

Respondent posts evidence of his harassment and doxxing of Mr. Mantel and his entire family,
including posting an unredacted photo of an 8-year-old girl.
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ma Subscribe
@Nerdy_Addict

A Texas judge has summoned Jonathan Lee Riches to appear for a June
26 hearing on a restraining order, stemming from his conduct yesterday
outside the Collin County Courthouse, where he allegedly followed a
man and took photos of license plates.

Even more concerning are the photos JLR posted online of a minor who
had nothing to do with the incident at all.

Whatever dispute he thinks he has with an adult, dragging an unrelated

child into it by posting their image publicly is reckless, unnecessary, and
deeply disturbing.

—
o

" e § e

3:01 PM - Jun 10, 2026 - 14.8K Views

Mr. Mantel went to the Collin County Courthouse in Texas to file a restraining order against the
Respondent. A hearing date was set for June 26, 2026.

sz
S
Parties
Tree Name Vear of Jwth Attornary (Bar 7) Agdress
= v 2 . =
R e e =
Case Evenis
Date Time Evemt Cancetec Reason asem Camments
= Gas . o P, 8 D
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EXHIBIT G

Pasco County stalking/harassment injunction filings against a YouTuber by the name of Matthew
Demauro aka Whiteboy Lockdown Radio. The Respondent uses public filings like these as a No Contact
Order workaround. Respondent takes these opportunities to challenge and undermine the credibility of the
Petitioner — explicitly referencing Petitioner by name and characterizing the Petitioner's injuries as
fabricated or “doctored.” The Respondent is fully aware of the injuries suffered by the Petitioner. Yet, the

Respondent knowingly and falsely wrote under penalty of perjury in this court filing that the photographic
evidence of Petitioner’s injuries was fake and “doctored.”
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W THE ORMOUT COURY OF T ST JUDIOIL CROIST,
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Respondent attempted to modify this injunction by asking the judge to issue prior restraint against Mr.
Demauro’s 1 Amendment rights. This motion was, of course, denied. At the hearing for this injunction,
the Repondent took the stand and told numerous falsehoods, including that he is not facing domestic
violence charges. The Judge was able to see right away that was false, since he is charged with domestic
violence in that very same county. The Respondent is using these legal proceedings and injunctions as a
way to seed a false narrative into the public domain about the Petitioner and the assault that took place on
December 25, 2026.

DIN: 15
Deocusign Envelope ID: 5307450E-88E3-878F-5355-878ARFEDDCY
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE PASCO JUDICIAL CIRCUIT,
IN AND FOR SOTTH COUNTY, FLORIDA
JOMATHAN RICHES Case No.: 2026 DR 1843
Petitioner,
Division: &3
And
MATTHEW DEMALRO z
Aespondent, ¥
MOTION FOR MODIFICATION OF INJUNCTION FOR PROTECTION 3
AGAINST ({_)) DOMESTIC VIOLENCE () REPEAT VIOLENCE g
() DATING VIOLENCE (_)) SEXUAL .suumlc 3
|, full legol name} JOWATHAN RECHES o under penalt E
of perjury, that the following statements are true: ;
SECTION L. MOVING PARTY ;
(This section b sbout you. it must be completed. However, if you flesr that disclosing your address would put you _;
in danger because you are the victim of sexual battery, stallking, aggravated child abuse, aggravated stalking, ‘5
harassment, aggravated battery, or domestic violence, you should compilete and file a Request for Confidential -
Filing of Address, Florida Supreme Court Approved Family Law Form 12 980(h), and write "confidential® in the space .
provided on this form for your address and telephone number | g
1. Moving Partyisthe X___ Petitioner ____ Respondent in this case. :
g
2. Moving Party currently fives at the following address: (streer oddress) CONFIDENTIAL @
fcity. stote, and 2ip code} R
Telephone Number: {areg code and number] é
3. Moving Party’s attomey’s name, address and telephone number is: ‘3
CLEMENTINE CONDE. ESQ, 1238 EWING AVE , CLERWATER, FL 513 857 4308 2
(i you do not have an attorney, write “none.") :-;

SECTION it. NEW INFORMATION

New information since the previous injunclion was ssued: (¥ known, write the other Darty's new address, piace of
physical description, vehicle, aliases or nicknames, or attomey’s name. )

ON 42008, A TEMPORARY IANCTION WAS [SSUED FOR CYBERSTALKING. THAT THE RESPONDENT WAS SERVED

WITH SAID MUUNCTION ON 4182008 THE RETURN HEARING WAS SET FOR 417 AT BAM. THE RESPONDENT REQUESTED

'S CONTINUANCE OF SAID HEARING AND THE HEARING WAS AESET TO MAY 14, 2008 SPNCE RESPONDENTS APPEARANCE N COURT

O APRIL. 17TH, HE HAS CONTINUED TO TALK ABOUT PETITIONER ON +ES YOU TUBE CHANNEL AND READWG THE

RESTRAMIG ORDER TO HIS VIEWERS. RESPONDENT POSTS PIN COMMENTS OF HIS FOLLOWERS MOCKING AND

FRUMILIATING PETITIONER AND TALIONG ABOUT HIS SEXUALTTY. OTHER POSTS HE S0STS THREATEN MY SAFETY FROM HIS FOLLOWERS

TO COME TO MY HOUSE WITH FEM. HE 1S INCITING HIS FOLLOWERS TO HARASS ME ALL WHILE ASKING FOR MONEY

n-mmmmmn‘-mmufiunwmmmm

Florida Supreme Court Approved Family Law Form 12.980(]), Motion for Modification of Injunction for Protection
Againgt Domaestic, Repeat, Dating or Saxual Viclence, or Stalking (06/24)
1
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Docusign Envelope 10: 5307450E-8BE3-875F-8355-37TBASIFEDOCY

SECTION 1. CASE HISTORY AND REASON FOR SEEKING MODIFICATION OF INJUNCTION

1. Describe any attempts since the date of the current injunction by either Petitioner or Respondent to get an
injunction for protection in this or any other court {other than the injunction you are asking to modify in
this motion).

2. Describe any other court cases (inciuding case numbers, if known) since the date of the current injunction
between Petitioner and Respondent, including any cases involving the parties’ minor child{ren), divorce,
juvenile dependency, guardianship, or other civil or criminal cases.

3. Moving Party requests that the previously entered injunction for protection against domestic violence,
repeat violence, dating violence, sexual violence, or stalking, be modified for the following specific reasons:
mw"#*mwhm,mﬁmwmmm
OFFICE, WHO HAS REFERRED THIS TO THE STATE ATTORNEY. PETITIONER 'S REQUESTING, HOWEVER
THAT THIS COURT MODIFY THE CURRENT INJUNCTION TO STATE THAT RESPONDENT NOT TALK ABOUT
PETITIONER ON ANY SOCIAL MEDIA. RESPONDENT IS MAKING A MOCKERY OF THIS INJUNCTION
AS WELL AS INCITING HIS VIEWERS AGAINST PETITIONER. PETITIONER 1S GRAVEL Y CONCERNED FOR
HIS SAFETY IN THAT HE ALREADY HAS HAD VIEWERS OF THE RESPONDENT CALL HIM AND THREATEN
TO HARM HIM. ATTACHED ARE EXAMPLES OF [TEMS ON RESPONDENT'S YOU TUBE CHANEL.

X Please indicate here if you are attaching additional pages to continue these facts.
SECTION IV. REQUESTED REUEF

1. Moving Party understands that the Court will hoid a hearing on this motion and that he or she must appear
at the hearing.

2. Moving Party asks the Court to enter an order in this case that modifies the previously entered injunction
in the following ways: {State how you wish the injunction to be changed.}
PETITIONER REQUESTS THE INJUNCTION BE MODIFIED TO SPECFICALLY BAR RESPONDENT
FROM TALKING ABOUT PETITIONER ON HiS YOU TUBE CHANEL OR ANY SOCIAL MEDIAL UNTIL THE PIMAL HEARING DATE

Florida Supreme Court Approved Family Law Form 12.980(j). Motion for Modification of injunction for Protection
Against Domestic, Repeat, Dating or Sexual Viclence. or Staiking (06/24)
2
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EXHIBIT H
DIN: 16

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE SIXTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PASCO COUNTY FLORIDA

JONATHAN RICHES
Petitioner Case: 2026DR001843DRAXWS
-Vs- Division. Q3

MATTHEW DEMAURO
Respondent

ORDER DENYING MOTION FOR MODIFICATION

THISC%SEmMonmbohearamm 3 day of
e upon the above captioned cause and the Cour?¥ having
consideraed the Motian, it is hereupon

ORDERED AND ADJUDGED that the Petitioner's Motion for Modification is hereby
denied.

DONE AND ORDERED in Ngoponm.ymmco‘m.mmf
day of “: % 1 \

KIMBERLY SHARPE BYRp
CC: Petitioner
Respondent
Validations
mﬂﬂ-‘mmmw Page 10f 1
3468
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EXHIBIT I

Respondent's November 21, 2025 written communications to Petitioner apologizing for abusive
conduct and acknowledging harm and physical injuries he inflicted on the Petitioner during their
personal relationship. These communications were provided to the Pasco County State’s
Attorneys office in connection with the pending domestic violence criminal case against
Respondent. These are included to show Respondent’s own admissions of guilt, which directly
contradict his public claims. He knows and acknowledges that he is, in fact, a domestic abuser,
and yet he attacks anyone who refers to him by that term.

‘Jonathan Riches
fast seen at 1238 PM

Why? Why are you doing this? = -

Relationship is destroyed, car is
destroyed, channel is destroyed,
everything is gone. What a nightmare.

217 am

Please stop o au
I'm going to get help. w2

Where are you? | am not home. What are
you doing? S8 AM

I'm not home =350 am

Unbelievable -z 2. lm&tmmhtmammﬂe
= Why? Why are you doing this? .. ..

Relationship is destroyed, car is
. destroyed, channel is destroyed,
everything is gone. What a nightmare.

317 AM
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Jonathan Riches
last seen at 12:38 PM

25

bﬁek.mcidlaskymnottogo.
= : - aTAM W

lloveyw&Rio 927 AM

You want to fly home now? 5.

@Sﬂufhh?ﬁw
5:59pm - 11:51pm (5h 52m, 1 stop)

- Spirit Airfines T

$244

AL are way T2 C v

Premium Economy

Cabir: Presnium Economy

Unblock user




fast seen at 12238 PM ‘.

You want to fly home now? 525 2

{'@mmsm
5:59pm - 1:51pm (5h 52m, 1 stop)

— Spirit Airfines =

$244

LHIK e any tar | T

Do you want to fly home tonight? - .

Baby. Please. We have too much at
stake. We are aimost on the road to total
financial freedom. We need to work this
out.

».34 AM

: tfltadmymtentmnofmtum\gto
m‘imﬂnotmmfedexedn
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Jonathan Riches G
last seen at 12:38 PM :

: ewrcrewcodd have is dead now.
C OS0AM W

Please. Give me another chance ;.5 .y

We have everything. A house, security, a
foundation, a family. 252 AM

Please don't do this 552 s

We need to get back on track. Let me
book the flight.




Elnshgtlﬁ’itmm&mtodomm

s 957 AM W

Baby. Stop. Please stop. s

wfwtmybelmmm
house. You are the one who initiated this
vﬂ*tmdscar&dmwnoﬂnetrash

27

Im having a panic attack ;<5 ..

"1 haus hoan wallina arnnnd tawn cittine
Unblock user




. Fine. Baby. | cant stop you. Im crying.

10:01 AM

Fine. | have to accept this. | have no

Please stop w0z s

Jonathan Riches
last seen at 1238 PM

It hurt to death to drive. It killed me

inside.

KGd AM

it you were PUNISHING ME by
i _‘ushewikewbage but all
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'ﬁimmmaﬂmmm

nlusaexphinﬂyaudylmld
_stopmy«rwmstowedwﬂf
' the abusive behaviors towards me and
memsimmkﬁerestm
doingso? 10:08 AM

Please fly home . ..

You respond to nothing | say
-wmwwmm

"i.odkm Ywaremnopodﬁontobo

_making demands of any kind. ... -

| dont want you to leave . ...

Unbleck user

Please stop those people from going to
the house. 011 AM

'Mmmmlmw'homeﬁmtm
: I AM

rmfmsafgarm mdyw! Rio is not safe

mmmmammm

o ‘roon 13 AM
Ywmmmmﬁmﬁmﬁe
i : ‘maav
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Jonathan Riches
last seen at 12:38 PM

. = --:.‘ = e = =
Wie havea enmiwrh at etalee .. |
Unblock user
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no concept of the fact that | can't lug a

Wn&madog,suamve

mmmmyfasﬁe.leaidmtm 7%

Unblock user




1l rent a car this afternoon and come get
you guys. Is that ok? 16:44 AM

Il rent a car this afternoon and come get
you guys. Is that ok?
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EXHIBIT J

Threatening communication referencing Petitioner, authored by Andra Griffin aka Bullhorn
Betty, a long-time known associate and lackey of Respondent. Griffin also floats the suggestion
that Petitioner somehow broke her own nose and septum. despite irrefutable documentation by
Chelan County Sheriffs, EMTs, doctors and medical reports.

Ptibass o0 TR

onto everyone else.

On Sat, May 2, 2026, 7:47 AM
Bullhorn Betty Andra
<bullhornbetty@gmail.com> wrote:
| hope he sues the shit out of
magnolia!
That lying bitch!
| hope she never comes back to
Florida otherwise she might need
another protective order!
There's no place to run from me
here.
So go ahead and send this to her
because she’ll never want to cross
my path.

Now quit sending this shit to me!

This is my last time telling you
before i block you!

That goes for dolly as well! He's
attached

On Thu, Apr 30, 2026 at 6:55PM

“ Reply ~ Forward @
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EXHIBIT K

Evidence of Respondent's continued use of Petitioner's creative work product, distinctive
thumbnails, graphics, branding materials, and related monetized content. Most or all of these
unique thumbnails created by the Petitioner have been re-used without her authorization and
despite the Ex Parte Order of Protection and later the mutual No Contact Order — both of which
explicitly prohibit the Respondent from continued harm and abuse against the Petitioner.

@ TORNADO WARNING! Coastline. STORM : @ TORNADO WATCH! Coastline. STORM CHASING!! 3
CHASING! Florida. LIVE. Florida. LIVE.

49K views * Streamed 4 weeks ago 76K views - Streamed 1 month ago

@ COURT HEARING - TYLER ROBINSON - CHARLIE : @ CARRAMS CROWD! MASS CASUALTIES - LOS :
KIRK ASSASSIN - UTAH - LIVE ANGELES - LIVE

32K views + Streamed 1 month ago 69K views + Streamed 4 months ago
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@ BOMB THREAT - LONE STAR COLLEGE - MASS : @ BREAKING - ACTIVE SHOOTER - SHOTS FIRED - 5
EVACUATIONS! HOUSTON - LIVE MASSACHUSETTS - LIVE
20K views * Streamed 4 months ago 40K views - Streamed 4 months ago

ors
LOSZZANGELESU..

@ BREAKING - CHAOS ERUPTS! ICE PROTEST - LOS : @ RIOT - LOS ANGELES - LIVE :
ANGELES - LIVE 161K views - Streamed 4 months ago
179K views - Streamed 4 months ago

HIGH ALERT -

@ HIGH ALERT!! NATIONWIDE STRIKES - TRUMP : @ BREAKING - CHAOS ERUPTS! ICE PROTEST! :
SPEAKS - LIVE STREET TAKOVER - LIVE
78K views - Streamed 4 months ago 143K views - Streamed 4 months ago
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EXHIBIT L

i<L"?

Jaime Phillips

MY VEHICLES

ACCOUNT

L @

LOG OUT

March 30, 2026
Same day the No Contact Order was issued by this Court, multiple
Security Alerts from Kia Access app were received by Petitioner on her phone
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March 30, 2026
On the same day the No Contact Order was issued by this Court, Kia Access app and security
settings were tampered with and the vehicle was moved in an attempt to conceal the vehicle’s
location while Respondent was traveling outside the State of Florida.

Petitioner is listed as the Primary Owner of this vehicle. The No Contact Order explicitly forbids
tampering with this vehicle or any other shared assets. Respondent admitted to tampering with
the settings of the Kia Telluride during one of his own YouTube livestreams.
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EXHIBIT M

Baptist Health account security alerts and account alteration records received by Petitioner via
email in the middle of the night on March 30, 2026. just hours before the No Contact Order was
issued by this Court and while the Respondent was still under the Ex Parte Order of Protection.
Petitioner has not utilized the services of Baptist Health in many years, so there is no reason she
should have received a sudden barrage of security and password alerts. This was a hacking
attempt in an effort to unlawfully obtain personal medical information about the Petitioner.

Username Recovery » &6 e 2
- DONOTREPLY@baptist.. Mon Mar30,1255aM W @ €
- omevw

Your usemame is: |

This Is an automated message. Please do not reply.

7~ S Y
& Reply { » Forward | (@

A link to reset your MyChart Password. & &
» R

DONOTREPLY@baptist-.. Mon Mar30,243aM ¢ & €

tome =

Helic Jaime, we've received a request o reset your password. If you did not
requ&stmis pbaseommmonmsmputRﬁetPW
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EXHIBIT N

Social media users known to be lackeys and associates of the Respondent posted screenshots of
Petitioner’s purported medical records, despite no release ever being completed by the Petitioner.
These documents circulating on social media differ from the Petitioner’s own medical records
she received at the time of her ER visit on December 25, 2025. These documents appear to
possibly be the Law Enforcement version of the medical records which are not authorized to be
accessed by anyone outside of Law Enforcement, Prosecution, medical staff and the
Respondent’s attorney.

Again — the date of this post is March 30, 20235, the same day the No Contact Order was entered
by this Court.

HL g ase
@Mama2BoysXThree

She’s a liar is what it all comes down to. She lied on her affidavit claiming
he beat the crap out of her. This is her ER note. She only claims her nose
was injured in the ER. Yet on her affidavit she claims she had suffered
traumatic head and facial injuries, etc. &

History of Present Iliness
HPI Narrative:
O s RS T T L s
the ED after an assault. She reports that last night around 22:00 or 23:00 she was punched muitiple
times in the face and left ribs by her boyfriend. She is unsure if she lost consciousness during or after
the assault. Her main concern is nasal deformity and pain after the assault. She reports that she was
punched in the nose and now notes nasal deformity. She had nasal bieeding immediately after the
assault and notes spontaneous resolution. She notes ongoing nasal congestion. She denies headache,
numbness, tingling, weakness, chest pain, shortness of breath, nausea, vomiting, or other symptoms.
She did note some left rib bruising but with no impact on breathing. She otherwise has no complaints at
e MERETT————
was treated
quite some time.

L 3

Related Data

3:16 PM - Mar 30, 2026 - 558 Views

Os 12 QO n [ by 1

38



Social media users known as lackeys and associates for the Respondent commenting on injuries
sustatined by the Petitioner during the assault inflicted by the Respondent on December 25,
2025, with some users even going so far as to fabricate the existence of prior nose reconstruction.

These claims are outrageously and knowingly false, but are being spread around the internet by
known lackeys of the Respondent regardless.

. HL @Mama2BoysXThree - Mar 31 F o
I don’t need to know her. The court documents and ER documents tell
enough. She posted her “story™ publicly. Sadly her ER records proved it to

also be a lie. She's been caught multiple times lying by muitipie people on
X.Notjustme. § &

Q4 1 < it 282 4 [
HL o
@Mama2BoysXThree

Magnolia is a liar! If she was violently beat she would’ve had more than a
measly black eye that was already in the healing stage. No swelling
anywhere else to her face.

10:39 PM - Apr 2, 2026 - 294 Views

QO ! Qo ] 2
' Post your reply
amanda wilson @ @drkeyedangel - Apr 3 o -

She also told both the ER doctor and the EMT that it happened between
10PM and 11PM but admits she posted the pic of her in front of the fireplace
at 1141PM there was no bruising nothing.

Q 31 Q2 ihi 40 Q&

(L

HL =
BMama2BoysXThree

i would never condone DV! That's the reason why | am calling out
Magnolia being a liar, and lying about her injuries. Falsifying claims about
domestic violence, in any degree, is disgusting. I'm not a fan of either of
them, actually! §

11:21 AM - Mar 31, 2026 - 73 Views

Q2 0 v, N

[

Sheribail3 @Sherryb19496316 - Mar 30 7 B
There is a stream out there somewhere Hoping Jir Has it hidden away
where she is talking about her needing reconstructive surgery, NOSE

BROKE ETC . before NOT FROM JLR some other dude .|do hope sheis
ok but this crazy mess is just childish

Q (7 Os hi 145 H &
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In this tweet, Shana Lee PNW, a habitual domestic violence apologist on social media, and a
known associate and lackey of the Respondent, claims an “exclusive™ was done by Respondent
prior to the No Contact Order. At no time was the Respondent permitted to give “exclusives™ to
anyone for dissemination since he was under the Ex Parte Order of Protection issued by this
Court since on or about January 21, 2026, more than two months before the No Contact Order
was issued by this Court on March 30, 2026.

Shana Lee PNW & (& BT
@Shalee24005741

JLR has not spoken publicly, and due to the mutual NCO, neither party
can now. There does appear to have been an exclusive that took place
prior to the NCO.
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on-the-ground reporting on the disappearance of phone; the call was answered by a male individual

Nancy Guthrie. identifying himself as a police officer, at which time
Jonathan hung up. At some point soon after he

Leaked documents, photos, and 911 calls have only  contacted legal counsel and reported his account

toid half the story—this report reveals the other of events, which were then provided to authorities.
side.

The case currently reflects conflicting accounts
According to both parties’ accounts, filings in from both parties. This being an open case with a
muitiple states, and two 971 recordings, the protection order in place and a mutual no-contact

incident occurred just around midnight, December nrriar ranartadiy nendina it ic infilkehs that

asleep when he was awakened by Jaime, also Auch of the information held by Chelan County
known as Magnolia, yefling. He alleges she was on  thorities is considered sensitive. Under

top of him and physically attacking him while Vashington State law, certain materiais—such as
accusing him of infidelity after discovering :ensitive photographs, statements, and other

pornographic material on his work phone. Jonathan | .
stutes Bk i ! in self-defense; ¢ it widence—may not be publicly released due to the

remains unclear whether Jaime's injury resuited fomestic violence designation associated with the
from being pushed, struck by an elbow, or ancther  aS€.
form of contact during the altercation. He further

7:55 PM - Apr 2, 2026 - 151 Views
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This report takes a closer look at the other side of
the recent domestic vioclence allegations involving
Jaime Phillips, alse known as Magnolia, and
Jonathan Riches—most recently recognized for his
on-the-ground reporting on the disappearance of
Nancy Guthrie.

Leaked documents, photos, and 911 calls have only
told half the story—this report reveals the other
side.

According to both parties’ accounts, filings in
muitiple states, and two 911 recordings, the
incident occurred just around midnight, December
25, 2025. Jonathan reported that he had been
asleep when he was awakened by Jaime, also
known as Magnolia, yelling. He alleges she was on
top of him and physically attacking him while
accusing him of infidelity after discovering
pornographic material on his work phone. Jonathan
states that he acted in self-defense; however, it
remains unclear whether Jaime’s injury resuited
from being pushed, struck by an elbow, or another
form of contact during the altercation. He further
reported recognizing that she was in a drunken
rage and, as a result of being attacked, gathered
his belongings and left. in doing so, he
inadvertently left his work phone behind and
mistakenly took her phone.

During the early morning hours of the same day,
Jaime repartedly sent a series of text messages to
Jonathan demanding the retumn of her phone and
threatening to contact iaw enforcement if it was
not returned. According to statements documernted
in reports andjor a 911 call, Jonathan indicated he
would leave the phone at a police station, noting
that he was already approximately 100 miles away.
She reportedly objected and expressed anger that
he would not return in person.

At one point, Jonathan attempted to call his work
phone; the call was answered by a maie individual
identifying himseif as a police officer, at which time
Jonathan hung up. At some point soon after he
contacted legal counsei and reported his account
of events, which were then provided to authorities.

The case currently reflects conflicting accounts
from both parties. This being an open case with a
protection order in place and a mutual no-contact
order reportedly pending, i is unlikely that
additional official statements will be released in the
near future.

According to information referenced in a 911 call
and communications with law enforcement, Jaime
later traveled back to Florida from Washington and
returned to Jonathan's residence, where she aiso
fived. She reportedly entered the home and
remained there, including staying overnight. This
being the location of the photo of her eye that you
now see circulating on social media

This false narrative is a completely fabricated fairy tale of events that is directly at odds with
Law Enforcement findings. There are no “conflicting accounts™ of the assault on December 25,
2025 — there is only the official police record based on observations by the Chelan County
Sheriff’s Deputies. The Respondent fled the scene of this crime immediately and never spoke to
police. Respondent later fled the state of Washington and drove cross-country back to Florida to
avoid being arrested at the Seattle Airport.
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EXHIBIT O
Evidence of Respondent's presence in Arkansas during the week of April 28, 2026.

JLRC @ 2ILAINVESTIGATES - Apr 28 e
JLR® @ 2@JLRINVESTIGATES - Apr 28 o Replying to 2/ALRINVESTIGATES
Tormado in Prescott Arkansas. Tomade just passed through here. Prescott Arkansas.

3 17 1 240 Y- N 4
s i i b ot 354 - 2 B v i 4 [
RS @ £ s
DJLRINVESTIGATES
% _ 3 = > z e HROO & -
Good morning. | am with @tedinvestigate in Cape Girardeau Missouri.

2JLRINVESTIGATES

Going to Arkansas to storm chase. Cheers!
Storm chasing. Westem Arkansas.
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