
 

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF ST. CHARLES COUNTY 

STATE OF MISSOURI 

 

JUSTIN HICKS,    ) 

      ) Case No.:  

  Plaintiff,   )      

      ) Division:    

v.      )            

)   

MAX CALFO,    )       

Serve at:     ) 

 6102 Fountain Grass Dr.  ) 

 Lake St. Louis, MO 63367  ) 

      ) 

MISSOURIANS FOR MAX CALFO, ) 

Serve at:     ) 

 6102 Fountain Grass Dr.  ) 

 Lake St. Louis, MO 63367  ) 

      ) 

LINDI WILLIFORD   ) 

Serve at:     ) 

 2002 Teresa Ct.   ) 

 Lake St. Louis, MO 63367  ) 

      )    

  Defendants,   ) 

 

Petition 

 

 COMES NOW, the Plaintiff Justin Hicks (hereinafter “Plaintiff”) and for his cause 

of action against Defendants Max Calfo (hereinafter “Max”), Missourians for Max Calfo 

(hereinafter “MMC”), and Lindi Williford (hereinafter “Lindi”) (collectively the 

“Defendants”) and for his cause of action against Defendants states as follows: 

Parties, Jurisdiction, and Venue 

1. Plaintiff is a resident of St. Charles County, Missouri. 

2. Max is a resident of St. Charles County, Missouri. 
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3. MMC is a Candidate Committee registered with the Missouri Ethics Commission 

with an MECID of C232559, with a registered address in St. Charles County, 

Missouri (See Exhibit 5). 

4. Lindi is the Treasurer for MMC as listed with the Missouri Ethics Commission, 

and a resident of St. Charles County, Missouri (See Exhibit 5). 

5. Jurisdiction is proper before this Court. 

6. Venue is proper in this Court. 

Background 

7. According to popular lore, on a hot and steamy summer day in Philadelphia, 

Pennsylvania, our Founding Fathers were locked in Constitution Hall debating, 

among other issues of historic importance, what form of government our fledgling 

Nation may adopt, Benjamin Franklin emerged from the front gates. When asked 

by a humble old woman in the crowd how our land was to be governed, Poor 

Richard himself opined, “a Republic, ma’am…if you can keep it.” 

8. While we may never know the tone and tenor of that fateful meeting of minds 

nearly three centuries ago, it requires no imagination to say it looked nothing like 

the at times absurdity of what passes for modern political discourse. 

9. At its core, that is what this Petition is about. At what point is a line drawn to say 

we have gone too far? What role does the rule of law play in our ever-increasing 

race to the bottom? Is there ever again going to be a time where we look at where 

we are and ask, in the immortal words of Joseph Welch, “have you no decency, 

sir?” 
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Facts Common to All Counts 

10. Plaintiff is the current Representative for Missouri’s 108th District in the Missouri 

Legislature. This is the only time that his elected position will be relevant to this 

Petition. 

11. MMC is the candidate committee set up for Max, with Lindi as its treasurer, as he 

attempts to challenge Plaintiff in the August 2024 Primary Election. 

12. In 2010, when Plaintiff was still in high school, and still a juvenile, he and his 

girlfriend broke up. 

13. Following that breakup, his ex-girlfriend filed an Order of Protection against him. 

14. At the first court date, in St. Louis County, Missouri, a Consent Judgment was 

entered into between the parties, that saw no adverse finding of fact against 

Plaintiff. There was nothing to indicate that any of the allegations made against 

Plaintiff had any merit. 

15. At no point were criminal charges ever sought against Plaintiff, and no case was 

ever opened in Juvenile Court against Plaintiff. 

16. Upon graduating high school, Plaintiff enlisted in the United States Army. 

17. Plaintiff served his Country with distinction for over six years, including time 

spent overseas in Combat Zones, attaining the rank of Sergeant at the time of his 

Honorable Discharge. 

18. In 2020, Plaintiff graduated from St. Louis University School of Law with a Juris 

Doctorate, and in September of 2020 was licensed to practice law in the State of 

Missouri. 
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19. The following year, Plaintiff, as a private citizen, sought to have the casefile from 

his Order of Protection sealed. 

20. On or about August 3, 2023, Judge Burton, then the Presiding Judge of the 21st 

Judicial Circuit, signed an Order (hereinafter the “Order”) sealing the entire case 

file (See Exhibit 1). 

21. At the time the Order was signed, Plaintiff was not running for any elected office, 

had not formed a candidate committee, was not a public figure of any kind, just a 

young man seeking to create a life for himself. 

22. Plaintiff has not discussed any details about or relating to the Order since it was 

signed. 

23. At some point after the Order was signed, MMC obtained a copy of at least part of 

the casefile after it was sealed by the Order. 

24. Max himself admits that he did not obtain these documents through legal means 

(See Exhibit 2). 

25. MMC has created a website, MaxCalfo.com (hereinafter the “Website”), which 

displays portions of documents that are part of the casefile that was sealed by the 

Order (See Exhibits 3 and 4). 

26. Max has used these documents, and the allegations contained in them, as a central 

tenet of his campaign, attempting to smear and defame Plaintiff by making 

outrageous claims about Plaintiff (See Exhibit 3). 

27. Because the Website is paid for by MMC, Lindi as treasurer has directly 

participated in publishing the information contained on the Website, including the 
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documents that are part of the casefile that was sealed by the Order (See Exhibits 3 

and 4). 

28. If that was not enough, Max then sent an unsolicited email (hereinafter the 

“Email”), on or about September 12, 2023, to the entire Republican Caucus of the 

Missouri Legislature, that repeated some of the outrageous claims about Plaintiff, 

and spent several paragraphs discussing the case that was sealed by the Order. (See 

Exhibit 2). 

29. The Email goes on to attack several other members of the Missouri Legislature in 

a rambling, stream of conscious style diatribe full of libelous, ad hominem style 

attacks regarding the circumstances that gave rise to his termination as a 

Legislative Assistant less than 48 hours into the 2023 General Session. 

30. Witnesses have stated that Max claimed, during those infamous 48 hours, that Max 

only took the job to “dig up dirt on [Plaintiff].” 

Count I-Public Disclosure of Private Facts (Against All Defendants) 

31. Plaintiff hereby restates all preceding paragraphs as if fully set forth herein. 

32. By disseminating documents that were sealed by the Order on the Website, which 

is a publicly searchable web page available to anyone in the world with an internet 

connection, MMC, by and through Max and Lindi, have published these facts to 

the world. Perhaps even worse, they have done so by deliberately violating a 

lawful order of Court of Law. 

33. The term "publication" in the context of this cause of action means publicity "in 

the sense of communication to the public in general or to a large number of 
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persons, as distinguished from one individual or a few." Brown v. Mullarky,  632 

S.W.2d 507, 509 (Mo.App.E.D.1982) (quoting Biederman's of Springfield, Inc. v. 

Wright, 322 S.W.2d 892, 898 (Mo.Div. 2 1959)). 

34. Plaintiff never provided any permission for Defendants to publish any of the 

materials on the Website, or for Max to disclose them in the Email. Nor has there 

been any request by any member of the public to unseal any part of the casefile 

sealed by the Order. 

35. By ordering the entire casefile from the Order of Protection sealed in the Order, 

that Court necessarily found that the public had no legitimate concern regarding 

the case, or any documents contained within the casefile. That is the entire point of 

ordering a disposed case to be sealed. The Defendants apparently think they are 

above the law, are not subject to a lawful Court Order, or that they know better 

than the then-Presiding Judge of the largest County in the State of Missouri. 

36. The Court in Y.G. and L.G. v. The Jewish Hospital of St. Louis and Multi-Media 

KSDK, Inc. 795 S.W.2d 488 (Mo. App. E.D. 1990) confirms what is otherwise 

common sense by declaring “matters become the subject of legitimate public 

concern when they are included in open court records.” (emphasis added). Id at 

499. 

37. As the documents published were not open court records, the clear inference is 

that they are not the subject of legitimate public concern, but instead private facts. 

38. The method and manner in which the Defendants used the private facts about 

Plaintiff were undoubtedly meant to bring shame and humiliation to Plaintiff, who 

E
lectronically F

iled - S
T

 C
H

A
R

LE
S

 C
IR

C
U

IT
 D

IV
 - O

ctober 02, 2023 - 04:44 P
M



is a person of ordinary sensibilities. Look no further than Exhibit 3 to see the clear 

and unambiguous intent of Defendants.  

39. Plaintiff has been damaged by the actions of Defendants, by their flagrant 

disregard for the Rule of Law, and their disgraceful conduct masquerading as 

political discourse. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that this Court enter a judgment in his favor and 

against Defendants for an amount adequately and justly compensate Plaintiff, together with 

his costs and attorney’s fees herein incurred and expended, along with any other relief this 

Court deems just and proper under the circumstances. 

  

 

 

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

       KIELTY LAW OFFICES, LLC 

          

       /s/ Jonathan R. Lerman 

__________________________ 

Michael K. Kielty #50434 

Jonathan R. Lerman #69583 

       Attorneys for Plaintiff 

       60 Hill Pointe Court, Suite 202 

       St. Charles, Missouri 63303 

       (636) 940-7771-Phone 

       (636) 916-4956 Facsimile 

       Michaelkkielty@yahoo.com  

       Law.JLerman@gmail.com    
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

 

A copy of the foregoing was sent via EFile on this 29th day of September, 2023 to the 

Circuit Clerk, along with all attorneys of record therewith.   

 

       /s/ Jonathan R. Lerman 

       __________________________ 
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