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Case No.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Division: 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT AND JURY DEMAND 
COMES NOW Plaintiff Auontai “Tay” Anderson by and through his counsel, Issa Israel, 

Esq., and hereby submits this Verified Complaint and Jury Demand and in support thereof states as 

follows: 

I.     NATURE OF THE CASE  

Plaintiff Tay Anderson (“Anderson”), an outspoken Director on the Denver Public Schools 

Board of Education, passionate in his pursuit of progressive policies and selfless in his service to 

students, brings this action for defamation, civil conspiracy and related claims against Defendants 

Black Lives Matter 5280 (“BLM 5280”), members of BLM 5280’s leadership team,  “activist” Mary 

Katherine Brooks-Fleming (“Fleming”), and “organizer” Jeeva Senthilnathan (“Senthilnathan”) for 

equitable relief and damages stemming from their respective roles in planning and maliciously 

publishing false accusations of sexual assault against him.  
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II.     INTRODUCTION 

 Somewhat paradoxically, sexual assault in America is both the most perverse crime a man can 

possibly be accused of and one that far too often goes unpunished. While the onus is on us as a society 

to bridge this divide between our ideals and our inaction justice requires we do so responsibly. In 

recent years we’ve witnessed movements like #metoo make major inroads in advancing accountability. 

To that end, many high-profile predators have for the first time in their lives been brought to justice. 

Yet, in our fervor to hold these monsters responsible for their crimes, we have allowed a new kind of 

monster to emerge – one who in like fashion creeps in unawares beneath the cover of our fears and 

wreaks havoc upon the innocent. Undoubtedly, Plaintiff Tay Anderson is one such innocent.  

The Defendants, claiming to speak on behalf of an anonymous hoard of sexual assault victims 

each opposed to coming forward publicly or cooperating with law enforcement privately, have 

accused Anderson, a duly elected public official, of secretly moonlighting as the most prolific serial 

rapist in our nation’s history.1 Defendant Black Lives Matter 5280 (“BLM 5280”) centered its 

allegations on an anonymous Black woman. After this claim began to falter Defendant Mary 

Katherine Brooks-Fleming (“Fleming”) presented over 60 new allegations involving anonymous 

Latino DPS students. After Fleming’s allegations were debunked following an independent DPS 

investigation, Defendant Jeeva Senthilnathan presented a third wave of allegations this time centered 

on an untold number of anonymous White victims. Hence, the Defendants, through their trifecta of 

“anonymous” allegations, targeted the exact three demographic groups that Anderson’s base is 

comprised of. Moreover, in reserving their dog-whistle of White rape victims for their last hoorah, 

they deliberately incited a backlash that for many hearkens back to the tragedy of Emmett Till.2  

 
1 By the numbers, quite literally.  
2 The irony is that the Defendants, particularly BLM 5280, literally make a living by using historical tragedies such 
as Till’s to generate White guilt that they later transform into cash that funds their “activism.” Yet, when the thin 
veils of their progressive hoods are lifted, they are often the first to perpetuate racist stereotypes – case in point, 
their vilification of Anderson as the big black brute with the insatiable appetite for women and children.  
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Armed with no evidence, no victims, no witnesses and only baseless accusations conjured 

from their own twisted minds, Defendants laid siege to Anderson’s life and reputation such that within 

months the once sanguine and energetic young Anderson shrank into a dejected, listless version of 

himself struggling against the impulse to end his own life. Opportunities that had been abundant 

disappeared overnight as he struggled to stay afloat financially, emotionally and politically. The 

Defendants used their campaign of defamation, character assassination and cyber-bullying to make 

Anderson a vile object of public scorn whose name and image became an effigy endlessly dragged 

through the media before being burned.3  

After the DPS investigation finally cleared Anderson of the sexual assault allegations, he was 

eager to get back to serving the students and moving forward with his life. Anderson was even willing 

to forgive those who had wronged him. This case has been filed, however, because the Defendants 

refuse to drop their charade and let Anderson mend the pieces of his life back together. Defendant 

Senthilnathan just made her allegations a few weeks ago and openly elected to proceed with litigation 

rather than recant them. Hence, in a very literally sense Anderson has been forced to finally push back 

– not against real survivors of sexual assault, but against these moral monsters who make a mockery 

of them by parodying their pain and weaponizing real wounds for their own selfish motives. This 

controversy offers the Court an opportunity to add an important footnote to our national dialogue on 

sexual violence. To declare, independent of opposing social and political pressures, that those who 

would falsely and maliciously accuse the innocent of rape are themselves guilty of an equally 

destructive kind of perversity and the law, in fairness, should treat them as such.  

The right of a man to the protection of his own reputation from unjustified invasion and 
wrongful hurt reflects no more than the basic concept of the essential dignity and worth 
of every human being, a concept at the root of any decent system of ordered liberty.  

Shoen v. Shoen, 2012 COA 207, ¶ 1, 292 P.3d 1224, 1225 
 

3 Even the former President’s son shared a tweet related to the accusations against Anderson.  
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III.     PARTIES, JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

1. Plaintiff Auontai “Tay” Anderson (“Anderson”) resides in the City and County of 

Denver, Colorado.  

2. Defendant Black Lives Matter 5280 (“BLM 5280) is a non-profit corporation based in 

the City and County of Denver and organized under the laws of the state of Colorado. BLM 5280 is a 

Denver chapter of the national Black Lives Matter organization.  

3. Defendant Apryl Alexander (“Alexander”) on information and belief resides in 

Freemont County, Colorado.  

4. Defendant Ari Lipscomb (“Lipscomb”) on information and belief resides in the City 

and County of Denver, Colorado. 

5. Defendant Amy Brown (“Brown”) on information and belief resides in the City and 

County of Denver, Colorado. 

6. Defendant Michael Diaz Rivera (“Rivera”) on information and belief resides in the 

County of Aurora, Colorado.   

7. Defendants BLM 5280, Alexander, Lipscomb, Brown and Rivera are, collectively, the 

“BLM Defendants.”  

8. Defendant Mary Katherine Fleming (“Fleming”) resides in the City and County of 

Denver, Colorado.  

9. Defendant Jeeva Senthilnathan resides in Douglas County, Colorado.  

10. On information and belief at all relevant times Defendants resided in the City and 

County of Denver, Colorado. Defendants engaged in wrongdoing and Plaintiff’s claims and injuries 

arose in the City and County of Denver, Colorado. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over the 

claims in this Complaint under Colorado law and Article 6, Section 9 of the Colorado Constitution.  

11. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to C.R.C.P. 98(c)(1). 

12. Plaintiff alleges damages in excess of $1,000,000.  
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IV.     BACKGROUND AND GENERAL ALLEGATIONS 

13. As Colorado’s youngest elected official, Anderson’s rapid political ascension, in the 

eyes of the Defendants, came at the expense of their own unrequited ambitions for greater publicity, 

relevance and power. Although naturally allied, Anderson’s unique impact on the community and 

political landscape seeded an envious perception that, notwithstanding his battles for the rights of 

others to breathe, far too often he sucked up all the oxygen in the room.  

BLM Defendants 

14. By early 2021 the BLM Defendants had become vocal with their frustrations claiming 

Anderson was “occupying spaces [reserved] for Black women and LGBTQs.” Anderson was quite 

taken aback as he had always given credit to BLM 5280 and deeply valued their Black women and 

LGBTQ leadership base. Notwithstanding, it grew increasingly evident that the BLM Defendants had 

no interest in working collaboratively with him or sharing the proverbial spotlight – they wanted him 

out and by any means necessary.  

15. To be sure, BLM 5280 is open about their visceral aversion to “male-centeredness” and 

the “hetero-patriarchy.” Radical elements within their ranks regularly take their “community 

commitment” to “center Black women, Black lgbtqia fam[ily], and Black femmes” to logical and 

moral extremes.4 Armed with this agenda, the BLM Defendants conspired with Fleming, a fringe 

agitator steeped in her own brand of fanaticism, to label Anderson a sexual predator knowing full well 

his only crime was to believe that as a cis gendered Black man he could emerge as a leading voice 

within Denver’s progressive community.    

16. On or about March 26, 2021, the BLM Defendants published the following statement 

to social media platforms including Twitter and Facebook claiming that an “anonymous” victim had 

come forward to them – but not police – with allegations of sexual assault against Anderson: 

 
4 Accessed from https://www.blacklivesmatter5280.com/about as late as November 12, 2021. 
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IN COMMITMENT TO RESTORATIVE JUSTICE 

In late February, a woman came forward to BLM5280 alleging that Director Tay Anderson 

is the perpetrator of her sexual assault. At the request of the alleged survivor, we are publicly 

sharing this information in hopes of ensuring her and all of our safety and well-being. We 

trust that our supporters and community partners, as well as Dir. Anderson’s supporters and 

community partners will be mindful of the struggle in outing oneself as a survivor of sexual 

assault: particularly when bringing allegations forth against a person in a position of power 

and influence. As such, the alleged survivor has requested to remain anonymous at this time. 

Please respect her boundaries.  
 

At present, the alleged survivor’s only requests of Dir. Anderson are that he issue a public 

apology and seek help from a licensed professional with relevant expertise. The alleged 

victim’s requests are in alignment with restorative justice—one of our guiding values as a 

chapter. Bear in mind that although these allegations have not gone through formal legal 

process, BLM5280 is fiercely committed to protecting, uplifting, and believing Black 

women, decidedly as it relates to sexual violence. When we say protect Black women this 

must entail calling in those who have allegedly caused harm, including elected officials. 

Until Dir. Anderson has accounted for himself in these ways, he will not be welcome to 

share space with BLM5280 physically or on any of our platforms.   

BLACK LIVES MATTER 5280 

17. In summary, the BLM Defendants demanded that Anderson “publicly apologize” and 

agree to attend therapy for sexually assaulting a Black woman who the BLM Defendants were 

“fiercely committed to…believing.” While it is certainly understandable that sexual assault victims 

are sometimes reticent to come forward publicly, Anderson quickly took note that despite this 

person’s request “to remain anonymous” a “public apology” was being demanded. While the 

statement ignited a firestorm of controversy and quickly began to upend Anderson’s life, he managed 

to hold on to his DPS board seat thereby leading Defendants to up the ante and unleash the next phase 

of their scheme. 
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Defendant Fleming 

18. On or about May 26, 2021, Defendant Fleming gave testimony to State legislators in 

support of Senate Bill 21-088.  Although Fleming did not mention Anderson by name during the 

testimony, she did so before the testimony, after the testimony and at various times she communicated 

who the culprit was through context clues and implication. This fact is evidenced by countless media 

stories citing Anderson by name in relation to Fleming’s allegations. Even prior to the testimony 

Anderson was told that Fleming would be making allegations against him before legislators.   

19. Fleming’s statement consisted of the following:  

My name is Mary-Katherine Brooks Fleming. I’m a small business owner, a mother to 4 

children, 3 of whom attend DPS and I’m a survivor of the most violent rape imaginable. I 

don’t have to tell you that rape’s bad right? And that child rape is worse?  I feel that needs to 

be said because no one ever seems to hear, care or do anything. And I’m hoping that what 

I’m here to tell you today will compel you to do something because there’s a sexual predator 

currently targeting DPS students. 62 in total have reported directly to me. In the summer of 

2020, Wall of Moms formed, and we became a point of contact for people in the community 

who had nowhere else to go for help.  
 

In late August, I received a request from a DPS student for physical protection from a specific 

adult. Others came forward, asking for similar protection from the same individual one who 

is in a position of trust to them. By autumn the asks had escalated; individuals were now 

coming directly to my home, asking for medical attention. One was as young as 14 and he 

needed stiches. All in all, 61 high school students and 1 recent graduate would turn to me for 

help. The youngest was 14. 62 victims, 61 were undocumented or DREAMers, all were so 

afraid of this one man they could barely whisper his name, all listing offenses from unwanted 

touching to violent acts of rape. None wanted to report to the police, most made comments 

like, “no one ever stops him,” indicating this wasn’t the first time they had sought help...when 

I learned that MULTIPLE NDAs WERE IN PLACE WITH WHITE SURVIVORS OF THIS 

PERSON, I REALIZED that a bunch of mandatory reporters didn’t.  
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Those who came to my home didn’t have health insurance, couldn’t afford emergency 

rooms, and even if they could they wanted to avoid mandatory reporters for fear that such 

an interaction could jeopardize their family. It is horrifying to realize that someone had 

preyed on these children, knowing their silence was guaranteed. Mine never is. These are 

children. Their brains are still developing and their fear is real. We have to stop putting the 

onus on our children to feel and act like adults. They should have the time to decide when 

and if they want to come forward. WE ARE FAILING OUR KIDS. WE CANNOT overlook 

this injustice. Since our institutions don’t protect us, and the police cannot assist us, the 

ABSOLUTE LEAST we can do is ensure that public institutions are held accountable 

starting with our schools. As a parent, as a voter, as a Decent human being, I beg for your 

yes vote on SB88, so we the people can hold enabling institutions accountable, since 

statistics say there is only a 3% chance this rapist will be stopped. The ramifications for 

schools are great, AS THEY SHOULD BE.5  

20. Whereas BLM Defendants presented the false allegation that Anderson had sexually 

assaulted a Black woman, Fleming, in basing her claims on DPS students who were “undocumented 

or DREAMERers” suggested Anderson’s sexual predations centered on the Latino community.6  

21. Discontent with your run-of-the-mill sexual predator label, however, Fleming 

introduced the far more salacious narrative that right beneath the noses of loved ones and at a time 

when the pandemic had forced families to spend much more time than usual at home together, 

Anderson had managed to sexually assaulted over 60 DPS students. Shockingly then, by the numbers 

Defendants had concocted, Anderson wasn’t just any rapist, he was made out to be the single most 

prolific serial rapist in all of American history having easily outpaced the likes of the notorious 

Bobbie Joe Long and Joseph DeAngelo by double-digits. 

 
5 Accessed from https://www.pscp.tv/w/1BRJjBqZQQeJw as recent as November 12, 2021.  
6  Fleming also baselessly claimed there were multiple NDAs for White survivors but otherwise focuses her 
testimony and claims on the Latino community. The fact each wave of allegations pertains to demographically 
distinct groups seems unlikely in the context of anonymous victims coming forward with genuine reports of 
sexual assault.  
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22. The BLM Defendants and Fleming each contrived their own rationale to explain why 

the “victims” refused to come forward publicly, cooperate with law enforcement privately, or allow 

their identity to be disclosed to DPS investigators. The BLM Defendants, using a dangerous 

interpretation of “restorative justice” required only that Anderson apologize and attend therapy – a 

shockingly unfit response to redress the horrors of sexual assault but one that all too conveniently 

allowed them to use their anti-law enforcement shtick to avoid the criminal liability associated with 

filing false police reports.  

23. Fleming, who had come forward on behalf of 62 “anonymous victims,” claimed at least 

61 were “undocumented or DREAMer[s]” hoping, with this one ruse, to justify both their anonymity 

and their curious lack of cooperation with law enforcement. With no history of having forged ties with 

the Latino community and little Spanish language proficiency beyond “hola,” Fleming purports to 

have worked closely with these students, navigating language and cultural barriers and – to the 

unlikely exclusion of family, friends, teachers, social workers, community organizations and religious 

leaders – emerging as their sole confidant.  

24. Markedly digressing from dubious to ridiculous, Fleming’s claim that undocumented 

students “were coming directly to [her] home…[seeking] medical attention…[and that]…one…as 

young as 14…needed stiches” shockingly implies that her home doubled as a hospital where 

Anderson’s victims would receive advanced medical procedures including anal sphincter repair 

surgeries. If true, Fleming should be immediately investigated for practicing medicine without a 

license and destroying DNA evidence of sexual assaults in the process. If false, the following social 

media post would certainly demonstrate how committed she was to the charade: “[name omitted] I 

need someone in Denver who is qualified and willing to perform medical procedures like sutures on 

anal fissures outside the hospital system. Big ask, I know!!!”7  

 
7 Accessed from https://yellowscene.com/2021/06/29/evidence-emerges-tay-anderson-controversy/ as recent 
as November 12, 2021.  
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25. Fearing her farce could be found out, Fleming scoured the internet hoping to elicit real 

undocumented students to come forward with false allegations of rape against Anderson. 

Outrageously, she went so far as to upload a video to the internet on or about May 26, 2021 stating, in 

pertinent part, the following:  

There we go. I said what I said…. 

We don’t need you to talk to the police, we’re never going to ask you to talk to reporters… 

So, if you or someone you love, is a victim of the person and you know exactly who I’m 

talking about, please reach out to me directly so I can hook you up with some free 

immigration attorney assistance.  

This post is public, feel free to share. 

Thanks. 62 victims and counting.8   

DPS’ Independent Investigation 

26. The allegations made by the BLM Defendants and Fleming eventually led DPS to 

initiate an independent investigation carried out by Investigations Law Group (ILG). While Anderson 

is still evaluating the appropriateness of DPS’ conduct throughout this ordeal including their decision 

to call for an independent investigation absent a single alleged victim coming forward, DPS’ decision 

did result in a competent investigation being carried out the results of which were published in lengthy 

report on or about September 13, 2021. The ILG Report is attached hereto as Exhibit 1 and 

incorporated by reference subject to and without waiving existing redactions.     

27. During the investigation process ILG learned that Fleming had also played a key role 

in raising the initial accusation published by BLM 5280, and hence her credibility was evaluated 

heavily throughout the investigation of her own claims and those of BLM 5280. Key results from the 

investigation can be summarized as follows:  

 
8 Accessed from https://youtu.be/Co_aYSIFLko as recent as November 12, 2021.  
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ILG Report Clears Anderson of BLM Defendants’ Allegation of Sexual Assault 

28. The ILG Report included several findings and observations that directly bear on the 

veracity of the Defendants claims against Anderson. In reference to the allegation that Anderson 

sexually assaulted a woman as published by BLM 5280 and further detailed by Fleming, ILG failed to 

substantiate the claim for several reasons including the following:   

(i) “…[N]o direct witness evidence, or authenticated documentary evidence supporting 

that this incident took place when and where alleged.” (ILG Report, Pg. 28, ¶ 1)  

(ii) “[D]ocuments and information suggest[ing] that Director Anderson did not work at 

[the company where the accuser claims they worked together in May 2017 and when 

and where the sexual assault allegedly occurred].” (Id at Pg. 28, ¶ 1) 

(iii) “Director Anderson consistently denied [the allegations] and has not altered the 

essence of this statement throughout the course of the investigation.” (Pg. 29, ¶ 3) 

(iv) “A number of witnesses [ILG] interviewed…raised questions about the credibility 

of [Fleming], the alleged victim and/or the BLM5280 organization[.]” (Pg. 30, ¶ 1)  

(v) “[T]here is evidence that [Fleming]…purposefully timed the disclosure of the 

incident to coincide with the 20th Anniversary of Sexual Assault Awareness Month.” 

(Pg. 30, ¶ 5)   

(vi) [A] witness told [ILG] “[o]n March 2, [Fleming] called her and told her that 

BLM5280 was going to come out with a statement about Tay Anderson assaulting 

someone and that this was going to be part of a series that BLM5280 was going to 

do for Sexual Assault Awareness month.” (Pg. 30, ¶¶ 5-6) 

(vii) “The final credibility issue relevant to Fleming’s involvement in this allegation is 

her joking demeanor at the beginning of the interview with herself, the alleged 

victim, and journalist at Yellow Scene Magazine. [Fleming] knew this meeting was 

going to be an interview about an alleged rape. However, as shown on the partial 

transcript of this conversation that we received, Fleming began the phone call by 

joking about owning a strip club.” (Pg. 31, ¶ 1) 
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(viii) “Finally, some credibility concerns were raised about potential bias of some leaders 

of BLM5280 against Director Anderson. Two witnesses and Director Anderson 

provided accounts of contentious interactions between Director Anderson and others 

and BLM5280’s leadership…because [as confirmed by Anderson’s ILG interview] 

BLM5280’s women leadership believes that he silenced their voices and took credit 

for community activism work they had done.” (Pg. 33, ¶¶ 3-4)   

(ix) “Another witness reported his own firsthand experience as a Black man with 

leadership of BLM5280. This person said that BLM5280 leadership leveled false 

sexual assault claims against him, based on allegations of anonymous victims.” (Pg. 

35, ¶ 3) 

(x) “The final credibility issue raised in regard to BLM5280 deals with the fact that 

BLM5280 does not currently accept cisgender men into their organization, 

according to three witnesses, and Facebook screenshots in which a BLM5280 leader 

states they do not accept cisgender men.” (Pg. 36, ¶ 4)  

ILG Report Clears Anderson of Fleming’s Allegations of Sexual Assault 

29. ILG failed to substantiate Fleming’s claim regarding Anderson had sexually assaulted 

over 60 DPS students for several reasons including the following:  

(i) “[Fleming] did not volunteer specific or corroborating information in her statements 

with us. Accordingly, we asked her to provide this data so that we could investigate 

the claims she raised. Despite asking for this six times, we never received adequate 

detail that would have enabled us to fully investigate these allegations.” (ILG 

Report, Pg. 71, ¶ 2) 

(ii) “Despite official Denver Public Schools announcements, news media and social 

media coverage publicizing our contact information, repeated requests by 

investigators for [Fleming] to encourage the alleged victims to come forward, and 

concerted community outreach, none of the alleged victims or their possible 

representatives contacted ILG. (Id. Pg. 71, ¶ 5)  
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(iii) “[Fleming]’s statements, written timeline, and other evidence present credibility 

problems under our objective credibility assessment rubric. Specifically, 

[Fleming]’s behavior is inconsistent with having received sixty-two complaints of 

sexual assault and misconduct; she revised her timeline in its second retelling, 

potentially to explain inconsistencies in her behavior; and her non-responsive 

answer patterns, possible event conflation and refusal to provide specifics 

undermines the credibility of her contentions. Because she is the only witness who 

provided information about what allegedly took place, [Fleming]’s credibility is 

essential to the believability of these allegations.” (Pg. 71 ¶7 continued to Pg. 72) 

(iv) “[Fleming] publicly praised Director Anderson, and sought his participation to 

speak at an event for homeless youth after she allegedly received reports of sexual 

assault, including violent rape, by him. The following timeline, based on what 

[Fleming] told us in her interview, illustrates this inconsistency:  

• August 28, 2020, the first rape victim came to [Fleming’s] home at night in a 
“catatonic” state. She had been anally raped requiring medical attention for 
anal fissures.  

• September 4, 2020, the second rape victim appeared at [Fleming’s] home, 
with injuries that appeared to [Fleming] to have been several weeks old.  

• October 6, 2020, [Fleming] posted the following Tweet praising Director 
Anderson “@TayAndersonCO takes risks being in the streets with protesters. 
He is a hero I am proud for my kids, my children as well as my protest kids, 
to look up to. He is a brave and worthy role model in this broken time.”  

• By the end of October 2020 [Fleming] had received 62 reports of rape, sexual 
assault and sexual misconduct by Director Anderson.  

• November 1, 2020, [Fleming] sent a signal message to Director Anderson in 
a group chat titled “TA + WOM” (Tay Anderson + Wall of Moms), asking 
Director Anderson to speak at an event. She said, “Tay, any chance you’d 
like to speak at our event tomorrow? Remind everyone of the homeless kids 
in DPS? Or whatever you’d like to say.”  

• On May 30, 2020, 5 days after her testimony and after identifying the alleged 
perpetrators as Director Anderson, [Fleming] posted, “I NEVER SAID HUS 
[sic] NAME – TOLD YALL I WAS ON HIS SIDE [three skull emojis].”  
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This chronology shows [Fleming] praising Director Anderson and inviting him to 
attend an event after the alleged rape victims came to her home. It also shows her 
appearing to disavow her identification of Director Anderson as the perpetrator in 
her interview with us.” (Pg. 71 ¶ 6 – Pg. 72 ¶ 4) 
  

Defendant Senthilnathan 

30. On or about October 23, 2021, Defendant Jeeva Senthilnathan posted an extensive 

diatribe to Facebook about Anderson in written and video format. While her post demonstrates strong 

personal animus toward him and anger that he “chose to endorse a White man over DPS candidate Jorge 

Hernandez” she also expressly accuses him of serial sexual assault. Defendant Senthilnathan’s written 

statement appears, in pertinent part, as follows:  

The Truth About Tay Anderson...  
This video was extremely hard to make. The 60+ allegations made on Tay is false. But there 
are more victims where Tay Anderson targets young white political female organizers in 
this community…He tries to flatter women with his "Youngest Black Elected Official" 
position, where he has sexually assaulted many women. These women cannot come forward 
because their image and their job as a political organizer will be put on the line. They cannot 
afford this, these are workers living paycheck to paycheck… 
 

He chose to endorse a white man over DPS candidate Jorge Hernandez Arjona because he 
didn't want his "Youngest Black Elected Official" position being taken away…Women who 
have been sexually assaulted by Tay are silenced because he uses his followers to an 
advantage. How dare you exploit your identity like that Auontai Anderson when you really 
did commit the crime? ...When a man commits a crime, has made some mistakes, sexually 
assaulting a woman -- women only come back when they see that they are a changed man… 
 

I know based on my post and video, many of you may feel conflicted. Plenty of organizers 
that worked on my campaign, have also worked on Tay Anderson's. And it must be difficult 
to hear this truth on Tay, especially when you have been fooled by this entire time. No 
matter how much support I lose, I am calling out Tay Anderson on this because its time 
someone speaks up on the truth. I don't have a reason to lie to this community or this family 
that has raised me and mentored me well…#tayanderson 
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31. Defendant Senthilnathan begins by conceding that Fleming’s allegations of sexual 

assault were false. She then proceeds to make sexual assault allegations of her own claiming “there 

are more victims where Tay Anderson targets young white political female organizers.” Consistent 

with the pattern of the BLM Defendants and Fleming before her, Senthilnathan purports to speak on 

behalf of anonymous survivors all of whom were unable, for reasons far less intriguing than those 

offered by her co-conspirators, to come forward publicly, file police reports or cooperate with law 

enforcement and/or ILG investigators privately.  

32. In Senthilnathan’s tale, her young White political organizers had no choice but to allow 

Anderson to get away with serial sexual assault because they lived paycheck to paycheck and feared 

losing their jobs – yet she made no claims that Anderson was their employer, manager, supervisor, co-

worker or otherwise exercised control or influence over their employment. Moreover, Senthilnathan 

characterizes these victims as adult political organizers which would suggest a certain savvy, 

connectedness and knowledge about how our system works, both on its own and to their benefit, 

which militates against the notion that they would believe Anderson, a very young African American 

male in Colorado of all places, wielded the power to silence their voices in the golden age of #metoo.  

33. In fairness, the motivation behind Defendant Senthilnathan’s false allegations is less 

apparent than that of her codefendants. While the tenure of her claims suggests deep resentment toward 

Anderson, she also appears to be ambitious and may solely be motivated by the opportunity to raise her 

modest political profile at the expense of Anderson’s life and reputation. She was advised that her claims 

were false and given an opportunity to discontinue her defamation along with an advisement that doing 

so may favorably impact her liability for damages in the event Anderson proceeded with a lawsuit and 

prevailed. Ms. Senthilnathan communicated through her Counsel, however, that she had no intention of 

disavowing her claims against Anderson preferring rather to stand by her co-conspirators as a co-

defendant.   
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Plaintiff Anderson’s Damages  

34. Anderson’s damages include but are not limited to the following: actual damages 

stemming from lost opportunities across business, employment, the community and those political in 

nature. Parties to various contracts rescinded prospective contracts and opportunities based on the 

Defendants allegations. Anderson was no longer considered for posts with various organizations, and 

earnings related to his work as an influencer immediately were no longer available.  

35. Additionally, Anderson was forced to incur legal expenses in the tens of thousands and 

hire consultants and media professionals to help him survive these baseless attacks. The ILG 

investigation and this litigation itself have all come at a high price to Anderson and he looks forward 

to proving the amount of actual damages, if necessary, at trial.  

36. Beyond his financial injuries, Anderson’s mental health was drastically impacted 

ultimately requiring him to hire a therapist to maintain his mental health and fulfill the immense 

responsibilities he has undertaken as public official and a community leader.  

V.     CLAIMS FOR RELIEF 

DEFAMATION 

37. Defamation is a communication that holds an individual up to contempt or ridicule 

thereby causing him to incur injury or damage. A common law cause of action for defamation exists 

to protect individuals from such injury or damage. The elements of that cause of action are: (1) a 

defamatory statement concerning another; (2) published to a third party; (3) with fault amounting to at 

least negligence on the part of the publisher; and (4) either actionability of the statement irrespective 

of special damages or the existence of special damages to the plaintiff caused by the publication. 

Lawson v. Stow, 2014 COA 26, ¶ 1, 327 P.3d 340, 343. 
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38. Further, where a statement relates to matters of public concern the speaker's 

communication is subject to a qualified privilege. There is no absolute immunity from liability, but the 

defamed party is subject to heightened burdens of proof. These are: (1) the defamed party must prove 

the falsity of the statement by clear and convincing evidence, rather than by a mere preponderance; (2) 

the defamed party must prove that the speaker published the statement with actual malice, that is, with 

actual knowledge that the statement was false or with reckless disregard for whether the statement was 

true; and (3) the defamed party must establish actual damages to maintain the action, even if the 

statement is defamatory per se. Lawson v. Stow, 2014 COA 26, ¶ 1, 327 P.3d 340, 343. 

First Claim for Relief  
DEFAMATION 

“Denver BLM Defendants” 

a. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

39. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson to Facebook on or about March 26, 2021 through the guise of an “alleged 

survivor... [who] requested to remain anonymous.” 

40. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson to Instagram on or about March 26, 2021 through the guise of an “alleged 

survivor... [who] requested to remain anonymous.”  

41. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through numerous social media statements made following the release of the 

initial statement.  

42. In reality, Denver BLM Defendants were behind the anonymous report, knew that it 

was false, and used the anonymous report of sexual assault to deliberately injure Anderson’s 

reputation. 
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43. Denver BLM Defendants published the false accusation of sexual assault against 

Anderson with actual malice knowing it to be false or with reckless disregard as to its truth or falsity. 

44. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer irreversible damage to his reputation, 

character and integrity in the community, in the general public given he is an elected official, across 

the state, and even nationally as countless stories in the media and countless conversations across 

social media, in schools, community organizations, political circles, religious institutions and the like 

all hold Anderson out to be a serial rapist. The nature of the crimes he has been accused of come with 

a strong presumption of guilt. Anderson is now viewed with contempt and ridicule within his personal 

and professional life and within public and private circles.  

45. Anderson suffered actual damages that are emotional in nature as the false allegations 

and their intended fallout led him to such dire moments of anguish and desperation that he struggled 

with the overwhelming impulse to take his own life. Anderson’s family members have been attacked, 

ridiculed and castigated both publicly and privately and his utter inability to protect them – 

particularly his mother from this terrible and unfair treatment pressures him into further despair.  

46. Anderson has suffered economic damages that are particularly acute given his public 

position.  Anderson suffered actual damages through lost opportunities across the business, 

employment, political and social arenas. Parties to various contracts rescinded their offers, he was no 

longer considered for posts with various organizations, and earnings related to his work as an 

influencer immediately dried up. Moreover, Anderson was forced to incur legal expenses in the tens 

of thousands and hire consultants and media professionals to help him survive these baseless attacks. 

47. BLM Defendants acted with actual malice and/or reckless disregard for the truth or 

falsity of the allegations. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer extreme reputational, 

economic and emotional damages including those of a precise and actual nature and those stemming 

from attorney’s fees, lost business opportunities, lost employment opportunities and the like.  
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Second Claim for Relief 
DEFAMATION 

“Defendant Fleming” 

b. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

48. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through her testimony before the State Legislature on or about May 25, 2021 

where she falsely claimed that 62 anonymous current or former DPS students reported sexual assault 

and misconduct against Anderson directly to her.  

49. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through the video she uploaded on social media on or about May 26, 2021 

falsely claiming that 62 anonymous current or former DPS students reported sexual assault and 

misconduct against Anderson directly to her.  

50. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through her testimony provided to Investigations Law Group during their 

investigation of Plaintiff, in which Fleming maintained her claims against Anderson despite evidence 

that she had been inviting Anderson to speak at events and praising him on social media after she 

purported to have been receiving reports of serial sexual assault on students.  

51. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through numerous social media statements made following the release of her 

initial statement.  

52. Defendant Fleming falsified the 62 reports of sexual abuse she claims to have received, 

and therefore knew them to be false, but used the false accusation to injure Anderson’s reputation.  

53. Defendant Fleming published the false accusation of sexual assault against Anderson 

with actual malice knowing it to be false and/or with reckless disregard as to its truth or falsity. 
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54. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer irreversible damage to his reputation, 

character and integrity in the community, in the general public given he is an elected official, across 

the state, and even nationally as countless stories in the media and countless conversations across 

social media, in schools, community organizations, political circles, religious institutions and the like 

all hold Anderson out to be a serial rapist. The nature of the crimes he has been accused of come with 

a strong presumption of guilt. Anderson is now viewed with contempt and ridicule within his personal 

and professional life and within public and private circles.  

55. Anderson suffered actual damages including those that are emotional in nature as the 

false allegations and their intended fallout led him to dire moments of anguish and desperation such 

that he struggled with the impulse to take his own life. Additionally, his family members have been 

attacked, ridiculed and castigated both publicly and privately and his utter inability to protect them,  

particularly his mother, from this terrible and unfair treatment has driven him into further despair.  

56. Anderson has suffered economic damages that are particularly acute given his public 

position and public profile.  Anderson suffered actual damages through lost opportunities across the 

business, employment, political and social arenas. Parties to various contracts rescinded their offers, 

he was no longer considered for posts with various organizations, and earnings related to his work as 

an influencer immediately dried up. Moreover, Anderson was forced to incur legal expenses in the 

tens of thousands and hire consultants and media professionals to help him survive these baseless 

attacks. 

57. Defendant Fleming acted with actual malice and/or reckless disregard for the truth or 

falsity of the allegations. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer extreme reputational, 

economic and emotional damages including those of a precise and actual nature and those stemming 

from attorney’s fees, lost business opportunities, lost employment opportunities, etc.  
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Third Claim for Relief  
DEFAMATION 

“Defendant Senthilnathan” 

c. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

58. Defendant Senthilnathan knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through post she made to social media on or about October 23, 2021 

claiming Anderson had sexually assaulted an unknown number of anonymous White women who 

refused to come forward because Anderson, as a 23 year old unpaid Denver County school board 

director, somehow wielded the power to destroy their political careers.  

59. Defendant Senthilnathan rejected Anderson’s demands that she cease and desist her 

accusations that he was a serial rapist to which Senthilnathan responded by publicly making 

statements that she would not be “bullied” into “silence” and further used her defamation as a 

publicity stunt to raise her profile and, as a consequence, her allegations of serial sexual assault 

against Anderson. 

60. Defendant Senthilnathan knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through numerous social media statements made following the release of the 

initial statement.  

61. Defendant Senthilnathan falsified the “reports” of White victims of sexual abuse that 

she claims to have received, as such she knew the allegations were false, yet she used the lies to 

deliberately injure Anderson’s reputation.  

62. Defendant Senthilnathan published the false accusation of sexual assault against 

Anderson with actual malice knowing it to be false and/or with reckless disregard as to its truth or 

falsity. 
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63. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer irreversible damage to his reputation, 

character and integrity in the community, in the general public given he is an elected official, across 

the state, and even nationally as countless stories in the media and countless conversations across 

social media, in schools, community organizations, political circles, religious institutions and the like 

all see Anderson denigrated. This is especially true given Senthilnathan’s defamation occurred at a 

time when Anderson was attempting to rehabilitate his reputation after the ILG report had cleared him 

of the wrongdoing he had been accused of by the BLM Defendants and Fleming. The nature of the 

crimes he has been accused of come with a strong presumption of guilt. Anderson is now viewed with 

contempt and ridicule within his personal and professional life and within public and private circles 

including by those who had been willing to dismiss the prior claims following the ILG report.  

64. Anderson suffered actual damages including those that are emotional in nature as the 

false allegations and their intended fallout led him to dire moments of anguish and desperation. 

Additionally, his family members have been attacked, ridiculed and castigated both publicly and 

privately and his utter inability to protect them, particularly his mother, from this terrible and unfair 

treatment has driven him into deeper despair.  

65. Anderson has suffered economic damages that are particularly acute given his public 

position. Anderson suffered actual damages through lost opportunities across the business, 

employment, political and social arenas. Parties to various contracts rescinded their offers, he was no 

longer considered for posts with various organizations, and earnings related to his work as an 

influencer immediately dried up. Moreover, Anderson was forced to incur legal expenses in the tens 

of thousands and hire consultants and media professionals to help him survive these baseless attacks. 

66. Defendant Senthilnathan acted with actual malice and/or reckless disregard for the 

truth or falsity of the allegations. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer extreme reputational, 

economic and emotional damages including those of a precise and actual nature and those stemming 

from attorney’s fees, lost business opportunities, lost employment opportunities, etc.  
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DEFAMATION PER SE  

67. To prevail on a claim of defamation per se involving statements pertaining to matters 

of public concern, a plaintiff must prove the following: 1) that the defendant published the statements, 

2) that the statements caused plaintiff actual damage, 3) the statement was false at the time of its 

publication, and 4) that the defendant either knew the statement was false or made the statement with 

a reckless disregard for its truth. Colo. Pattern Jury Instr. Civ. 22:1 (4th ed. 2018). Portercare 

Adventist Health Sys. v. Brown, 2019 Colo. Dist. LEXIS 1340, *14. 

Fourth Claim for Relief  
DEFAMATION PER SE 

“Denver BLM Defendants” 

d. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

68. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson to Facebook on or about March 26, 2021 through the guise of an “alleged 

survivor... [who] requested to remain anonymous.” 

69. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson to Instagram on or about March 26, 2021 through the guise of an “alleged 

survivor... [who] requested to remain anonymous.”  

70. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through numerous social media statements following the release of the first 

statement.  

71. Denver BLM Defendants falsified the anonymous report, knew that it was false, and 

used the anonymous report of sexual assault to deliberately injure Anderson’s reputation. 

72. Denver BLM Defendants published the false accusation of sexual assault against 

Anderson with actual malice knowing it to be false or with reckless disregard as to the truth or falsity. 



Anderson v BLM 5280 et al 
Verified Complaint and Jury Demand | Page 24 of 38  

 
 

73. Damages are presumed due to the nature of the allegations in this matter.   

74. BLM Defendants acted with actual malice and/or reckless disregard for the truth or 

falsity of the allegations. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer extreme reputational, 

economic and emotional damages including those of a precise and actual nature and those stemming 

from attorney’s fees, lost business opportunities, lost employment opportunities, etc.  

Fifth Claim for Relief  
DEFAMATION PER SE 

“Defendant Fleming” 

e. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

75. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through her testimony before the State Legislature on or about May 25, 2021 

where she falsely claimed that 62 current or former DPS students reported sexual assault and 

misconduct against Anderson directly to her. 

76. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through the video she uploaded on social media on or about May 26, 2021 

where she falsely claimed that 62 current or former DPS students reported sexual assault and 

misconduct against Anderson directly to her. 

77. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through her testimony provided to Investigations Law Group during their 

investigation of Plaintiff, in which Fleming maintained her claims despite evidence that she had been 

inviting Anderson to speak at events and praising him on social media after she purported to have 

been receiving reports of serial sexual assault on DPS students.  

78. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through numerous  additional social media statements made.  
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79. Defendant Fleming falsified the 62 reports of sexual abuse and misconduct that she 

claims to have received and therefore knew the allegations were false. Fleming used these false 

allegations to deliberately injure Anderson’s reputation and standing.  

80. Defendant Fleming published the false allegations of sexual assault against Anderson 

with actual malice knowing it to be false and/or with reckless disregard as to its truth or falsity. 

81. Damages are presumed in this matter due to the nature of the accusations.  

82. Defendant Fleming acted with actual malice and/or reckless disregard for the truth or 

falsity of the allegations. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer extreme reputational, 

economic and emotional damages including those of a precise and actual nature and those stemming 

from attorney’s fees, lost business opportunities, lost employment opportunities, and similar. 

Sixth Claim for Relief  
DEFAMATION PER SE 

“Defendant Senthilnathan” 

f. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

83. Defendant Senthilnathan knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through the video she uploaded on social media on or about October 23, 

2021, claiming Anderson had sexually assaulted an unknown number of White women who refused to 

come forward because Anderson somehow wielded the power to destroy their political careers.  

84. Defendant Senthilnathan rejected Anderson’s demands that she cease and desist her 

accusations that he was a serial rapist to which Senthilnathan responded by publicly making 

statements that she would not be “bullied” into “silence” and further used her defamation as a 

publicity stunt to raise her profile and by extension compound her defamation of Anderson.  

85. Defendant Senthilnathan knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through numerous additional social media statements made.  
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86. Defendant Senthilnathan falsified the anonymous “reports” of White victims of sexual 

assault and hence knew they were false but used the lies to deliberately injure Anderson’s reputation.  

87. Defendant Senthilnathan published the false accusation of sexual assault against 

Anderson with actual malice knowing it to be false and/or with reckless disregard as to its truth.  

88. Damages are presumed due to the nature of the accusations.  

89. Defendant acted with actual malice and/or reckless disregard for the truth or falsity of 

the allegations.  

90. Anderson has suffered and continues to suffer extreme reputational, economic and 

emotional damages including those of a precise and actual nature and those stemming from attorney’s 

fees, lost business opportunities, lost employment opportunities, etc.  

CIVIL CONSPIRACY 

91. A civil conspiracy is defined as a combination of two or more persons by some 

concerted action to accomplish an unlawful purpose, or to accomplish some purpose not in itself 

unlawful by criminal or unlawful means. The proof of a conspiracy in civil cases also determines who 

shall respond in damages. Action of an individual which would cause him to be liable for damages, if 

acquiesced in by two or more others, and in which they cooperated, imposes on all who participated 

the obligation to respond in damages resulting from the consummation of the common design.9 To 

constitute a civil conspiracy, there must be: (1) two or more persons, and for this purpose a 

corporation is a person; (2) an object to be accomplished; (3) a meeting of minds on the object or 

course of action; (4) one or more unlawful overt acts; and (5) damages as the proximate result thereof. 

The burden of proving these essentials by a preponderance of the evidence is upon him who asserts 

the claim under such circumstances. McGlasson v. Barger, 163 Colo. 438, 431 P.2d 778 (1967). 

 
9 In civil cases, the gist of the action is not the conspiracy, but the damages resulting from it…unless a civil action in damages 
would lie against one of the conspirators, if the act was done by him alone, it will not lie against many acting in concert. 
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Seventh Claim for Relief 
CIVIL CONSPIRACY 

“BLM Defendants, Fleming & Senthilnathan” 

g. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

92. Defendants devised, agreed upon and carried out a plan to defame Anderson by 

publishing false allegations of sexual assault against Anderson.  

93. The BLM Defendants frequently communicated with Defendant Fleming before and 

after March 26, 2021. 

94. Defendant Senthilnathan, on information and belief, also had communications with the 

BLM Defendants and Defendant Fleming before and/or after their statements were published.  

95. Defendants devised a plan to cause false allegations of sexual assault, serial sexual 

assault and sexual misconduct to be raised against Defendant.  

96. BLM Defendants published false statements on or about March 26, 2021 to Facebook 

and Instagram claiming an anonymous Black woman had come forward with allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson.  

97. Defendant Fleming published false statements to the internet, made false statements to 

the State legislature on or about May 25, 2021 and later in the summer made false statements to 

Investigations Law Group claiming anonymous Latino DPS students had come forward with 

allegations of sexual assault against Anderson.  

98. Defendant Senthilnathan published false statements to Facebook on or about October 

23, 2021 claiming there were anonymous White women who had been sexually assaulted by 

Anderson.  

99.  The Civil Conspiracy committed by Defendants caused significant damage to 

Anderson including reputational, non-economic and economic as further set forth in the damages 

listed under the Defamation causes of action against Defendants.  
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EXTREME AND OUTRAGEOUS CONDUCT & 
INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 

100. One who by extreme and outrageous conduct intentionally or recklessly causes 

severe emotional distress to another is subject to liability for such emotional distress, and if bodily 

harm to the other results from it, for such bodily harm. The elements of liability for the tort of extreme 

and outrageous conduct are that: (1) the defendant engaged in extreme and outrageous conduct; (2) the 

defendant engaged in the conduct recklessly or with the intent of causing the plaintiff severe 

emotional distress; and (3) the plaintiff incurred severe emotional distress which was caused by the 

defendant's conduct. Accompanying physical injury is not required. "Outrageous conduct" is defined 

as conduct that is so outrageous in character, and so extreme in degree, as to go beyond all possible 

bounds of decency, and to be regarded as atrocious, and utterly intolerable in a civilized 

community. Culpepper v. Pearl St. Bldg., Inc., 877 P.2d 877, 878 (Colo. 1994); Rugg v. McCarty, 476 

P.2d 753, 756 (Colo. 1970) quoting Restatement (Second) of Torts § 46 (1965).  

Eighth Claim for Relief 
EXTREME AND OUTRAGEOUS CONDUCT &                                        

INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS 
“BLM Defendants, Fleming & Senthilnathan” 

h. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

101. Defendants formed and carried out a plan to defame Plaintiff, a duly elected official, by 

maliciously creating and publicly spreading false allegations of sexual assault against him through the 

guise of anonymous victims so numerous that Anderson would easily qualify as the most prolific 

serial rapist in American history.  

102. Defendants’ plan called for BLM5280 to publish false allegations involving 

anonymous Black victims; Fleming to publish false allegations involving anonymous Latino victims; 

and Senthilnathan to publish false allegations involving anonymous White victims.  
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103. Defendants failed to recant their allegations even after they had been discredited. 

Senthilnathan rejected Anderson’s demands to cease and desist her defamation instead opting for 

publicity rather than principles. Senthilnathan further misrepresented the nature of Anderson’s protests 

on social media and to media outlets as being centered on her opinion-based criticism of his character 

rather than the false factual claims she made about his anonymous White victims of sexual assault.  

104. Defendants’ actions as set forth above and as detailed throughout this pleading 

constitute extreme and outrageous conduct.  

105. Defendants engaged in the conduct recklessly or with the intent of causing Anderson 

severe emotional distress.  

106. Anderson incurred severe emotional distress as a result of Defendants’ conduct.  

TORTIOUS INTERFERENCE 

107. A legal cousin of the tort of intentional interference with contract is tortious 

interference with prospective business advantage, the elements and proof of which are outlined by the 

Colorado Supreme Court in Amoco: Colorado recognizes the tort of intentional interference with a 

prospective business relation. The Restatement (Second) of Torts § 766B (1979) provides that [o]ne 

who intentionally and improperly interferes with another's prospective contractual relation is subject 

to liability to the other for the pecuniary harm resulting from loss of the benefits of the relation, 

whether the interference consists of (a) inducing or otherwise causing a third person not to enter into 

or continue the prospective relation or (b) preventing the other from acquiring or continuing the 

prospective relation. Tortious interference with a prospective business relation requires a showing 

of intentional and improper interference preventing formation of a contract. Id. Amoco Oil Co. v. 

Ervin, 908 P.2d 493, 500-501 (Colo. 1995) (citing Restatement § 767) (citations omitted) (emphasis 

added). Plus One Enters. v. Dr78 Llc, 2018 Colo. Dist. LEXIS 3694, *11-13. 



Anderson v BLM 5280 et al 
Verified Complaint and Jury Demand | Page 30 of 38  

 
 

Ninth Claim for Relief 
TORTIOUS INTERFERENCE WITH PROSPECTIVE BUSINESS RELATIONSHIP 

“BLM Defendants, Fleming & Senthilnathan” 

i. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

108. Defendants formed and carried out a plan to defame Plaintiff, a duly elected official, by 

maliciously creating and publishing false allegations of sexual assault against him through the guise of 

anonymous victims.  

109. Defendants’ conduct as set forth above and as more fully set forth in the general 

allegations induced or caused numerous third parties not to enter into or continue prospective 

contractual relations with Anderson or otherwise prevented Anderson from acquiring or continuing 

the prospective relation.  

110. Anderson sustained substantial damages as a proximate result of Defendants’ conduct.  

AIDING AND ABETTING TORTIOUS CONDUCT  

111. According to Restatement (Second) of Torts § 876(b) (1977): "For harm resulting to a 

third person from the tortious conduct of another, one is subject to liability if he knows that the other's 

conduct constitutes a breach of duty and gives substantial assistance or encouragement to the other so 

to conduct himself." See Sloan v. Fauque, 239 Mont. 383, 784 P.2d 895 (1989) (aiding and abetting 

reckless driving resulting in collision); Rael v. Cadena, 93 N.M. 684, 604 P.2d 822 (N.M. App. 

1979) (aiding and abetting a battery); Russell v. Marboro Books, 18 Misc. 2d 166, 183 N.Y.S.2d 8 

(N.Y.Sup.Ct. 1959) (aiding and abetting defamation); Keel v. Hainline, 331 P.2d 397 (Okl. 

1958) (aiding and abetting a battery).  

112. Liability for aiding or abetting a tortious act will be found if (i) the party whom the 

defendant aids goes on to perform a wrongful act that causes an injury, (2) the defendant is generally 

aware of his role as part of an overall illegal or tortious activity at the time he provides the assistance, 

and (3) the defendant or defendants knowingly and substantially assists the principal violation.    
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Halberstam v. Welch, 227 U.S. App. D.C. 167, 705 F.2d 472 (D.C. Cir. 1983); see also Cobb v. 

Indian Springs, Inc., 258 Ark. 9, 522 S.W.2d 383 (1975) (under facts presented, jury could have found 

that encouragement to drive recklessly involved foreseeable risk of harm at the time of 

encouragement). Holmes v. Young, 885 P.2d 305, 308 (Colo. App. 1994). 

Tenth Claim for Relief 
AIDING AND ABETTING DEFAMATION  

“BLM Defendants” 

j. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

113. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson to Facebook, Instagram and other social media on or about March 26, 2021 

through the guise of an “alleged survivor... [who] requested to remain anonymous.” 

114. On information and belief, BLM Defendants used a real anonymous person as a cover 

through which to defame Anderson.  

115. Additionally, Defendant Fleming and Senthilnathan engaged in defamation against 

Anderson as more fully set forth elsewhere herein.  

116. BLM Defendants were generally aware of their role in the plot to destroy Anderson 

personally and professionally through Defamation.  

117. BLM Defendants knowingly and substantially assisted BLM’s anonymous Black 

victim, Fleming and her anonymous Latino victims and Senthilnathan and her anonymous White 

victims in furthering the defamation of Anderson by, inter alia, publishing false and defamatory 

statements with actual malice while using the anonymous victim as a cover.                                

118. Anderson suffered substantial and proximate damages as a result of BLM Defendants’ 

conduct.   
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Eleventh Claim for Relief 
AIDING AND ABETTING DEFAMATION 

“Defendant Fleming”  

k. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

119. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson to Facebook, Instagram and other social media on or about March 26, 2021 

through the guise of an “alleged survivor... [who] requested to remain anonymous.” 

120. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through the guise of 62 alleged DPS students who she purports remained 

anonymous due to their immigration status. 

121. Additionally, Defendant Senthilnathan engaged in defamation against Anderson as 

more fully set forth elsewhere herein.  

122. Defendant Fleming was generally aware of her role in the plot to destroy Anderson 

personally and professionally through Defamation.  

123. Defendant Fleming knowingly and substantially assisted BLM Defendants and their 

anonymous Black victim, Fleming and her anonymous Latino victims, and Senthilnathan and her 

anonymous White victims in furthering the defamation of Anderson by, inter alia, publishing false 

and defamatory statements with actual malice.   

124. Anderson suffered substantial and proximate damages as a result of Defendant 

Fleming’s conduct.  
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Twelfth Claim for Relief 
AIDING AND ABETTING DEFAMATION 

“Defendant Senthilnathan”  

l. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

125. Denver BLM Defendants knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson to Facebook, Instagram and other social media on or about March 26, 2021 

through the guise of an “alleged survivor... [who] requested to remain anonymous.” 

126. Defendant Fleming knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through testimony she provided to the State legislature and through videos 

and other commentary she uploaded to social media using the guise of 62 alleged DPS victims who 

she purports remained anonymous due to their immigration status. 

127. Defendant Senthilnathan knowingly and willfully published false allegations of sexual 

assault against Anderson through posts she made to social media on or about October 23, 2021 

claiming Anderson had sexually assaulted anonymous White women who refused to come forward 

because they feared Anderson, a 23 year old unpaid Denver County school board director, could 

destroy their careers.  

128. Defendant Senthilnathan was generally aware of her role in the plot to destroy 

Anderson personally and professionally through Defamation.  

129. Defendant Senthilnathan knowingly and substantially assisted BLM Defendants and 

their anonymous Black victim, Fleming and her anonymous Latino victims, and Senthilnathan’s own 

anonymous White victims in furthering the defamation of Anderson by, inter alia, publishing false 

and defamatory statements with actual malice.   

130. Anderson suffered substantial and proximate damages as a result of Defendant 

Senthilnathan’s conduct.  
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Thirteenth Claim for Relief 
AIDING AND ABETTING EXTREME AND OUTRAGEOUS CONDUCT  

“BLM Defendants, Fleming and Senthilnathan” 

m. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

131. Defendants formed and carried out a plan to defame Plaintiff, a duly elected official, by 

maliciously creating and publicly spreading false allegations of sexual assault against him through the 

guise of anonymous victims so numerous that Anderson would easily qualify as the most prolific 

serial rapist in American history.  

132. Defendants’ plan called for BLM5280 to be responsible for publishing false allegations 

involving anonymous Black victims; Fleming, an “activist” mother to several students, to be 

responsible for publishing false allegations involving anonymous Latino student victims; and 

Senthilnathan, a young adult “organizer” to be responsible for publishing false allegations involving 

anonymous White organizers.  

133. Defendants’ actions as set forth above and as detailed throughout this pleading 

constitute extreme and outrageous conduct. Defendants engaged in the conduct recklessly or with the 

intent of causing Anderson severe emotional distress. Anderson incurred severe emotional distress as 

a result of Defendants’ conduct.  

134. Defendants were each generally aware of their respective roles in engaging in extreme 

and outrageous conduct against Anderson.  

135. Defendants knowingly and substantially assisted each other in carrying out the extreme 

and outrageous conduct and intentionally inflicting emotional distress upon Anderson with actual 

malice.                                

136. Anderson suffered substantial and proximate damages as a result of Defendants’ 

actions.  
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Fourteenth Claim for Relief 
AIDING AND ABETTING TORTIOUS INTERFERENCE  

“BLM Defendants, Fleming and Senthilnathan”  

n. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

137. Defendants formed and carried out a plan to defame Plaintiff, a duly elected official, by 

maliciously creating and publishing false allegations of sexual assault against him through the guise of 

anonymous victims.  

138. Defendants’ conduct as set forth above and as more fully set forth in the general 

allegations induced or caused numerous third parties not to enter into or continue prospective 

contractual relations with Anderson or otherwise prevented Anderson from acquiring or continuing 

the prospective relation.  

139. Defendants were each generally aware of their respective roles in engaging in tortious 

interference of prospective business relations.   

140. Defendants knowingly and substantially assisted each other in tortiously interfering 

with Anderson’s prospective business relations with actual malice.  

141. Anderson suffered substantial and proximate damages as a result of Defendants’ 

actions.   

Fifteenth Claim for Relief 
PRELIMINARY AND PERMANENT INJUNCTIVE RELIEF 

“BLM Defendants, Fleming and Senthilnathan”  

o. Plaintiff hereby incorporates the above paragraphs by reference as if fully set forth herein.  

142. Injunctive relief is necessary and required in this matter in order to prevent the 

continued damages to Anderson’s reputation and prospective business relations.  

143. Anderson is entitled to and hereby request preliminary and permanent injunction to 

prevent the continued wrongful conduct as set forth herein.  
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144. Preliminary and permanent injunctive relief is appropriate as Anderson has a 

reasonable probability of successfully proving Defendants improperly defamed him, engaged in 

extreme and outrageous conduct upon Anderson, and additional wrongful conduct as set forth herein.  

145. Preliminary and permanent injunctive relief is appropriate because if Defendants are 

allowed to continue, Anderson will suffer real, immediate and irreparable injury for which there is no 

plain, speedy, or adequate remedy at law.  

146. Granting preliminary and permanent injunctive relief in this matter will not disserve 

the public interest.  

147. The balance of equities favors injunctive relief. 

148. An injunction will preserve the status quo pending a trial on the merits for, inter alia, 

permanent injunctive relief.  

149. Anderson is entitled to relief mandating that Defendants cease and desist and otherwise 

be enjoined from claiming Anderson is a rapist, sexually assaulted “victims,” or using the ruse of past, 

current or future “anonymous” victims who secretly confided in Defendants to accuse Anderson of 

rape, sexual assault or other criminal conduct.  

150. An injunction would preserve the status quo and prevent further harm to Anderson that 

would occur if Defendants were allowed to proceed with their conduct as set forth herein.  

151. For the foregoing reasons, Anderson requests a forthwith hearing for preliminary 

injunction. 

VI.     JURY DEMAND 
 

Plaintiff demands a Trial by Jury with respect to all issues so triable.  
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WHEREFORE Plaintiff respectfully prays for judgment against Defendants for: 

(a) Damages which are economic and non-economic in an amount to be proven at trial; 

(b) Forthwith hearing to determine his rights to a preliminary junction and for the permanent 

injunctive relief set forth above;  

(c) Award of costs, court fees, expert witness fees and reasonable attorneys’ fees as permitted 

under the law; and 

(d) Such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper. 

 
Respectfully submitted this 17th day of November 2021 

    

          
 

 
Issa Israel, Esq. #54350 
Consultus Legal Ltd dba 
ISSA ISRAEL LAW FIRM 
1615 California St. Suite 210 
Denver Colorado 80202 
help@iilawfirm.com 
(720) 664 6411 office 
(720) 749 1446 fax 
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