
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

 

DISTRICT OF MAINE 

 

 

 

MICHAEL DOYLE                                       ) 

                                                                        ) 

                                Plaintiff                           ) 

                                                                        ) 

       v.                                                              )      Civil Action No.:  

                                                                        )                                       

TOWN OF SCARBOROUGH and                ) 

MEMBERS OF THE TOWN COUNCIL      ) 

INDIVDUALY                                               ) 

                                                                        ) 

                                Defendants                      ) 

  

 

COMPLAINT & DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 

NOW COMES Plaintiff Michael Doyle and hereby complains against  

 

Defendants the Town of Scarborough and Members of the Town Council  

 

individually as follows: 

 

THE PARTIES 

 

1. Plaintiff, Michael Doyle, is an individual residing in  

 

          the Town of Falmouth, County of Cumberland and State of Maine. 

 

2. Defendant Town of Scarborough, Maine (“Town of Scarborough”) is  

 

a lawfully organized and/or incorporated town in the County of  

 

Cumberland and State of Maine.   

    

3. Defendants Members of the current Town Council individually are,  



 

based upon information and belief, reside in the County of  

 

Cumberland and State of Maine.  At all times relevant to this  

 

Complaint, Defendants Council Members were elected by the voters  

 

of Scarborough.  

 

 

 

JURISDICTION & VENUE 

 

4. Venue is proper in this court because the Plaintiffs are residents of  

 

Maine, and because Defendants are all individuals or government  

 

units residing, or organized and/or incorporated in the State of Maine.   

 

This Court has personal jurisdiction over the Defendants because they  

 

are individuals or government units residing, organized and/or  

 

incorporated in the State of Maine. 

 

5. This Court has original subject matter jurisdiction over this case  

 

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. Sec. 1331 because this case arises under 42  

 

U.S.C. Sec. 1983 and the First Amendment of the United States  

 

Constitution. 

 

6. There are no pending state court proceeding relating to any of the  

 

factual and/or legal claims asserted in this Complaint. 

 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

 

7. On two separate occasions the Council has interrupted Plaintiff at   



 

the podium during the ‘public forum’ portion of the Council Meeting 

 

to enforce their illegal rules for public speaking in direct violation of 

 

of the U.S. Supreme Court decision against content-based restriction  

 

in Whitney v. California, 274 U.S. 357, 375 (1927) (Brandeis, J.  

 

concurring).  Such content-based restrictions are presumptively  

 

unconstitutional, as in R.A.V. v. City of St. Paul, Minn., 505 U.S. 377,  

 

382 (1992).  In order to meet constitutional muster, such a restriction  

 

must survive strict scrutiny and be narrowly tailored to achieve a  

 

compelling state interest.  Defendants’ public forum rules (Exhibit A  

 

attached) fail to meet those requirements.  Justice Brandeis wrote that  

 

the “freedom to think as you will and to speak as you think are means  

 

indispensible to the discovery and spread of political truths.” 

 

 

COUNT I 

 

Violation of Plaintiff’s 1st Amendment Rights 

Freedom of Speech---June 2015 

Claim for Relief Under 42 U.S.C. Sec. 1983 

(Against Defendants Council Members and Town of Scarborough) 

 

8. Plaintiff repeats and restates the allegations in paragraphs 1-7 as if  

 

fully set forth herein. 

 

9. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Defendants Scarborough  

 

Town Council and Town of Scarborough were persons within the  



meaning of 42 U.S.C. Sec. 1983.  

 

10. At all times relevant to this Complaint, Plaintiffs were citizens of the  

 

United States within the meaning of 42 U.S.C. Sec. 1983. 

 

11. During Council Meetings, on the first and third Wednesday of May  

 

and the first Wednesday of June, while acting under color of law,  

 

Defendant, Scarborough Town Council, violated Plaintiff’s right to  

 

exercise his Freedom of Speech protected under the Bill of Rights of  

 

the U. S. Constitution. Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. Sec. 1983, Plaintiff is  

 

entitled to recover nominal and actual damages from Defendants  

 

Town of Scarborough, and the Members of the Council individually.   

 

Pursuant to 42 U.S.C. Sec. 1988, Plaintiff is also entitled to recover  

 

reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs from Defendants Council  

 

Members and Town of Scarborough. 

 

12. In its actions and omissions subjecting Plaintiff to a deprivation of  

 

his First Amendment rights, Defendant Town of Scarborough   

 

Council members individually acted maliciously, and/or with reckless  

 

or callous indifference to Plaintiff’s constitutional rights. Accordingly,  

 

Plaintiff is entitled to recover punitive damages from Defendants  

 

Town of Scarborough and Council members individually. 

 

 

13. At all times relevant to the allegations in this Complaint, Defendant  



 

Town Council was acting as an actual or apparent agent of  

 

Defendant Town of Scarborough.  Pursuant to well established  

 

principles of respondent superior, Defendant Town of Scarborough is  

 

directly liable to Plaintiff for the actions and omissions of Defendant  

 

Scarborough Town Council and its Members individually set forth  

 

herein. 

 

   

14. Defendants acted with total disregard for the Plaintiff’s rights  

 

protected under the First Amendment even after Plaintiff warned them  

 

from the podium that their rules did not obey the Whitney v.  

 

California Supreme Court decision.  This can be seen at  

 

https://youtu.be/E5KVHj_dW_U . The illegal order from the Council  

 

Chair to stop speaking (“you’re out of order”) can be seen at  

 

https://youtu.be/skh3MkvqLyY . 

 

 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs respectfully request that this Court: 

 

A. Order that the Defendants Scarborough Town Council and its  

 

Members individually and the Town of Scarborough pay to  

 

Plaintiff such compensatory and consequential damages as  

 

are appropriate, plus interest and costs. 

 

B. Order that Defendants Scarborough Town Council and Town of  

https://youtu.be/E5KVHj_dW_U
https://youtu.be/skh3MkvqLyY


 

Scarborough pay Plaintiff their reasonable attorneys’ fees. 

 

C. Order that the Defendants Scarborough Town Council and the  

 

Town of Scarborough pay punitive damages to Plaintiff; and 

 

           D.  Award such other and further relief as is just and proper. 

 

Fully set forth 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

 

Plaintiff hereby demands a jury trial on all claims set forth herein that are so  

 

triable. 

 

 

                                                             

 

                                                             

 

                                                            MICHAEL DOYLE, 

                                                            Pro se 

 

 

Dated: June 12, 2015                           Michael Doyle 

                                                             3 Shady Lane 

                                                             Falmouth, Maine 04105 

                                                             Tel: 207.766.6644 

                                                             E-mail: seller99@msn.com  

                    

mailto:seller99@msn.com

