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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTREN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

 

 
ARMAND BRADLEY, individually, and on behalf 
of all others similarly situated,  
        Plaintiff, 
 
v. 
 
 
BROOKHAVEN BOROUGH,  
      Defendant. 
 

 
Case No.  25-cv-155 

 
 

CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 
 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 

 
 

CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT 
 

Plaintiff Armand Bradley brings this class action on behalf of himself and all others 

similarly situated against Brookhaven Borough (“Brookhaven” or “Defendant”).  Plaintiff alleges 

the following upon personal knowledge as to herself and as to all other matters upon information 

and belief. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

1. This class action arises from Brookhaven’s reckless deprivation of persons’ 

constitutional rights to property, notice, and a hearing in conjunction with Brookhaven’s towing, 

impounding, and disposal of vehicles.   

2. When a locality such as Brookhaven tows, impounds, or disposes of a vehicle, it 

has various obligations under state law and federal constitutional law. 
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3. Among its obligations, Brookhaven must provide the affected vehicles’ owners1 

with notice of the vehicle’s removal, status, and location, as well as information on how a vehicle 

may be reclaimed.  

4. However, between approximately January 2023 and approximately spring of 2024, 

Brookhaven never sent any notices nor afforded any opportunity for a hearing to owners of 

vehicles that Brookhaven had towed, impounded, or disposed. 

5. Hundreds of persons had their vehicles towed, impounded, or disposed of during 

this time. None of them ever received any notice of their vehicles’ status or location, nor 

information on how to reclaim their vehicles, nor an opportunity to appear to dispute or otherwise 

reclaim their vehicles. 

6. Instead, Brookhaven wrongly towed, impounded, and disposed of numerous 

vehicles, without providing the most fundamental irreducible Due Process protections of notice 

and a hearing. 

7. Compounding its shocking and blatant conduct, Brookhaven and/or its towing 

agent also has disposed of vehicles that were wrongly towed and impounded without notice and a 

hearing. Brookhaven and/or its hired agent unjustly profited off of this illicit practice to the extent 

vehicles were sold. 

8. Plaintiff brings this action on behalf of himself and other persons similarly situated 

for injunctive, declaratory, and monetary relief because Brookhaven’s conduct constitutes a 

violation of Plaintiff’s and other class members’ state and federal constitutional rights, as well as 

negligence and unjust enrichment under state law. 

 

 
1 As used herein, “owners” also includes lessors and lienholders. 
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II. PARTIES 

9. Plaintiff Armand Bradley is a citizen and resident of Woodlyn, Pennsylvania.   

10. Defendant Brookhaven Borough is a local governmental entity in the 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, with its principal place of business and address at 2 Cambridge 

Road, Suite 100, Brookhaven, PA 19015. “Brookhaven” includes Defendant Brookhaven Borough 

and its departments, employees, officials, offices, and agents, such as its local police department 

and towing agents. 

III. JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

11. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331 and 1367. 

12. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Brookhaven because it is a local 

governmental entity located within this District, conducts substantial business in this District, and 

the injuries alleged herein occurred in this District.  

13. Venue is proper in this District pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(1) & (2) because 

Brookhaven is located in this District, Plaintiff resides in this District, and a substantial part of the 

events or omissions giving rise to this action occurred in this District. 

IV. FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

A. Overview of Pennsylvania Requirements for Towing, Impounding, and 
Disposal of Vehicles 
 

14. One of the most basic tenets of Due Process is a person’s right to notice and an 

opportunity to be heard. Unfortunately, Brookhaven has denied these fundamental rights to dozens, 

if not hundreds, of individuals whose vehicles Brookhaven has towed, impounded, or disposed of 

by Brookhaven. 

15. Local governmental entities tow, impound, or dispose of vehicles for a variety of 

reasons.  
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16. For example, a local governmental unit, typically through its local police 

department and/or towing agent, may identify a vehicle within a locality’s borders as potentially 

abandoned. See, e.g., 75 Pa. C.S. §§ 7304, 7310. Similarly, persons may report to police vehicles 

that have been parked on their private property for more than 24 hours, or left at auto garage shops. 

See, e.g., Pa. C.S. § 7311, 7311.1. 

17. Other times, a local governmental unit, again typically through its local police 

department and/or towing agent, may tow or impound a vehicle in connection with a variety of 

related events, such as vehicle accidents (see, e.g., 73 Pa. C.S. § 1971.3), alleged operation of a 

vehicle without a valid license (see, e.g., 75 Pa. C.S. § 6309.2), alleged failure to pay fines (see, 

e.g., 75 Pa. C.S. §§ 6309, 6309.1), or in connection with a variety of alleged motor vehicle driving 

violations including but not limited to if the owner is taken into custody and the vehicle is seized 

because it is alleged to be illegally parked.  

18. Whatever the nature of the underlying event that led to a vehicle being towed, 

impounded, or deemed disposable, a local governmental unit, via its local police department and/or 

towing agent, must provide notice and an opportunity to be heard to the vehicle’s owner. 

19. For instance, if a person operates a vehicle without a license and her vehicle is 

impounded, the local police or towing agent must provide notice by the most expeditious means 

and by first class mail, proof of service, of the towing, storage, and location of the vehicle to the 

owner. See 75 Pa. C.S. § 6309(c). Vehicles must be released upon the payment of all applicable 

fines or costs. See 75 Pa. C.S. § 6309(d).  

20. Similarly, in the case of vehicles deemed to be abandoned or unclaimed, multiple 

records must be created concerning the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles.  See, e.g., 

75 P.S. § 7303.1(a)-(b), 7304, 7304.1, § 7311, 7311.1. Certain of these records must be provided 
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to the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (“PennDOT”). See, e.g., 75 Pa. C.S. § 7304. 

The submission of required records to PennDOT triggers a variety of obligations to provide notice 

to affected vehicles’ owners by direct mail or publication. See, e.g., 75 Pa. C.S. § 7305. 

21. The importance of notice is not only procedural, but substantive and practical as 

well. Absent notice, vehicle owners lack the information necessary to understand what happened 

to their vehicles, where they are, and how they can be reclaimed. 

22. Indeed, Pennsylvania law is explicit about what information must be included in 

notices sent to affected vehicle owners. That information, for example, includes: (i) the make, 

model, title number, vehicle registration plate number of the vehicle; (ii) the location of the police 

department that processed the vehicle; (iii) the location where the vehicle is being held; (iv) a 

statement apprising owners of their right to reclaim the vehicle and its contents within 30 days 

after the date the notice was mailed at the place where the vehicle is being held; (v) a statement 

that failure to reclaim the vehicle and its contents could be deemed to be consent by the owner to 

the destruction, sale or other disposition of the abandoned vehicle and its contents and of all 

lienholders to dissolution of their liens; (vi) a statement that the owner, within 30 days of the 

mailing date of the notice, may request from the appropriate police department a copy of the 

abandoned vehicle information report and of their right to a hearing conforming to the state-law 

requirements. See 75 Pa. C.S. § 7305(b). 

23. In the event a vehicle is not reclaimed, additional records must be generated before 

a vehicle is disposed, including additional notice. See, e.g., 75 Pa. C.S. §§ 7307, 7309. Only then 

may a local governmental entity and/or its towing agent sell or otherwise dispose of a vehicle. Id. 

Sale or auction of a vehicle terminates owners’ property rights (see, e.g., 75 Pa. C.S. § 7309(d)), 

and the local governmental entity and/or its hired agent keeps all of the proceeds. However, any 
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agent retained to sell or dispose of vehicles must possess of a salvor’s license issued by PennDOT. 

See, e.g., 75 Pa. C.S. § 7301.  

24. Thus, when the required notice is not provided, vehicle owners are denied their 

procedural rights to understanding the basic information about where their vehicles are, how long 

they might be kept there, how the vehicles might be reclaimed, that they have an opportunity to 

appear, etc. Similarly, when the appropriate records triggering notice are not created in the first 

place, vehicle owners are robbed of receiving any notice about their towed, impounded, or to-be-

disposed vehicles. This, in turns, deprives vehicles owners of any opportunity to reclaim their 

vehicles, or to be heard to dispute the towing, impoundment, or disposal of their vehicles in the 

first place. 

B. Brookhaven’s Deprivation of Vehicle Owners’ Rights 
 

25. Brookhaven, through its local police department, directs the towing, impoundment, 

and disposal of vehicles within Brookhaven’s borders. Brookhaven must follow Pennsylvania law 

and regulations including but not limited to those concerning the towing, impoundment, and 

disposal of vehicles. See generally, e.g., 73 Pa. C.S. § 1971.3l; 75 Pa. C.S. § 6309; 75 Pa. C.S. 

§§ 7301, et seq. Brookhaven also has implemented its own local ordinances about the towing, 

impoundment, and disposal of vehicles to comport with Pennsylvania law.  

26. Prior to 2023, Brookhaven had contracted with Steve Luongo’s Towing, Inc. 

(“Luongo’s”) to serve as Brookhaven’s agent for the towing, impoundment, and disposal of 

vehicles. It appears that Luongo’s adhered to Pennsylvania law described supra Part IV.A. 

27. However, in or about January 2023, Brookhaven switched to a new towing agent, 

Lampert’s Garage (“Lampert’s”).   
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28. On information and belief, Brookhaven switched from Luongo’s to Lampert’s at 

the behest of Brookhaven’s former chief of police, Michael Vice.  Mr. Vice resigned in September 

2024, in the wake of a lengthy investigation which included allegations that Mr. Vice intentionally 

destroyed evidence. 

29. On information and belief, Lampert’s did not possess a salvor’s license at the time 

it was hired by Brookhaven, nor during its tenure as Brookhaven’s towing agent. Brookhaven 

knew this; at a minimum, it was easily knowable to Brookhaven. 

30. Neither Brookhaven nor Lampert’s sent the required notices nor created the 

required records discussed supra Part IV.A for towed, impounded, or disposable vehicles. 

31. The number of vehicles towed and impounded by Brookhaven sharply increased 

upon Lampert’s hiring. Between January 2023 and the spring of 2024, approximately 775 vehicles 

appear to have been towed. This was several times more than the number of vehicles towed in 

prior years. 

32. This inexplicable increase may have been due in part to the alleged policy, practice, 

or procedure instituted by former Police Chief Vice to tow vehicles in connection with DUI stops, 

even if the vehicles were legally parked. 

33. Whatever the reason, neither Brookhaven nor Lampert’s created, processed, or 

maintained the required notices or records in connection with the towing, impoundment, and 

disposal of vehicles.  

34. Owners of towed, impounded, and disposable vehicles never received any required 

notice about their vehicles, or an opportunity to be heard. 

35. In the spring of 2024, Brookhaven replaced Lampert’s with Luongo’s as its towing 

agent. Luongo’s resumed its former practice of processing the appropriate records on behalf of 
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Brookhaven, none of which were generated during Lampert’s tenure as Brookhaven’s towing 

agent. 

C. Plaintiff’s Experience 
 

36. Plaintiff is one of the many vehicle owners who was deprived notice and a hearing 

in connection with Brookhaven’s improper towing, impoundment, and disposal practices. 

37. In 2023, Plaintiff owned and drove a Mitsubishi Mirage.  

38. In or about May 2023, after Brookhaven had switched its towing agent from 

Luongo’s to Lampert’s, Plaintiff was lawfully driving his vehicle in Brookhaven. While doing so, 

he was pulled over by Brookhaven police. Brookhaven police charged him with operating a vehicle 

with an expired insurance card or expired registration, and told him they would be towing and 

impounding Plaintiff’s vehicle. On information and belief, Plaintiff’s vehicle was towed by 

Lampert’s on behalf of Brookhaven. 

39. On information and belief, neither Lampert’s nor Brookhaven itself ever processed 

the required records for Plaintiff’s vehicle. 

40. Plaintiff never received any notice about his vehicle, such as where it was located, 

how he could reclaim it, whether and how he could dispute the towing and impoundment, or 

whether his vehicle was sold or otherwise disposed. Nor did Plaintiff receive any notice about an 

opportunity to appear in connection with the towing and impoundment of his vehicle. 

41. Plaintiff tried to follow-up with Brookhaven himself on multiple occasions about 

his vehicle, but each time they did not respond to his inquiries. 

42. In the absence of any notice that should have been provided by Brookhaven and/or 

Lampert’s, as mandated by state law, Plaintiff has been left in limbo about his vehicle, the use of 

which he has been deprived of to this day.  
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V. CLASS ALLEGATIONS 

43. Plaintiff brings this action both individually and as a class action pursuant to 

Federal Rules of Civil Procedure 23(a), 23(b)(2), and 23(b)(3) against Brookhaven on Plaintiff’s 

own behalf and on the below class (“the Class”): 

All persons whose vehicles were towed, impounded, or disposed of by Brookhaven 
and/or its towing agent between January 2023 and the spring of 2024. 
 
44. Excluded from the Class are (a) any judge or magistrate presiding over this action, 

and members of their families; (b) Defendant and its employees, officers, directors, and agents; 

(c) Defendant’s legal representatives, assigns and successors; and (d) all persons who properly 

execute and file a timely request for exclusion from any Court-approved class. 

45. Plaintiff reserves the right to narrow or expand the foregoing class definitions, or 

to create or modify subclasses as the Court deems necessary. 

46. Plaintiff meets the prerequisites of Rule 23(a) to bring this action on behalf of the 

Class. 

47. Numerosity: While the exact number of class members cannot be determined 

without discovery, they are believed to consist of potentially dozens if not hundreds of persons. 

The Class is therefore so numerous that joinder of all members is impracticable.  

48. Commonality:  Common questions of law and fact exist as to all class members, 

including but not limited to: 

a. Whether Brookhaven had an obligation to properly process towed, impounded, or 

disposable vehicles, and the scope of that obligation; 

b. Whether Brookhaven created the records required by state law in connection with the 

towing, impoundment, or disposal of vehicles; 
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c. Whether Brookhaven had an obligation to provide, or obligation to cause to be 

provided,  notice and an opportunity to be heard in connection with the towing, 

impoundment, or disposal of vehicles; 

d. Whether Brookhaven provided, or caused to be provided, notice and an opportunity to 

be heard in connection with the towing, impoundment, or disposal of vehicles; 

e. Whether Brookhaven’s challenged conduct constitutes an unlawful policy, practice, 

procedure, or custom; 

f. Whether Brookhaven has acted intentionally, with reckless indifference, or negligently, 

or in a way that shocks the conscience; 

g. Whether Brookhaven’s conduct constitutes a wrongful taking or seizure; 

h. Whether Brookhaven and/or its towing agent was unjustly enriched by receiving 

monies for towed, impounded, or disposed of vehicles without providing notice and an 

opportunity to be heard; 

i. Whether the challenged practices harmed Plaintiff and other members of the Class; and 

j. Whether Plaintiff and other members of the Class are entitled to damages, restitution, 

equitable relief, declaratory relief, and/or injunctive relief. 

49. Typicality:  Plaintiff’s claims are typical of other class members’ claims. Plaintiff 

and other class members all suffered the same type of harm.  Plaintiff has substantially the same 

interest in this matter as all other class members, and Plaintiff’s claims arise out of the same set of 

facts and conduct as the claims of all other class members.   

50. Adequacy of Representation:  Plaintiff is committed to pursuing this action and 

have retained competent counsel experienced in class actions, consumer litigation, civil rights 

litigation, and federal court litigation. Accordingly, Plaintiff and Plaintiff’s counsel will fairly and 
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adequately protect the interests of other class members. Plaintiff’s claims are coincident with, and 

not antagonistic to, those of the other class members they seek to represent. Plaintiff has no 

disabling conflicts with other class members and will fairly and adequately represent the interests 

of class members. 

51. The elements of Rule 23(b)(2) are met. Defendant has acted on grounds that apply 

generally to all class members so that preliminary and/or final injunctive relief and corresponding 

declaratory relief is appropriate respecting the Class as a whole, and the Class is a cohesive group.   

52. The requirements of Rule 23(b)(3) are met. The common questions of law and fact 

enumerated above predominate over the questions affecting only individual class members, and a 

class action is the superior method for fair and efficient adjudication of the controversy.  Although 

many other class members have claims against Defendant, the likelihood that individual class 

members will prosecute separate actions is remote due to the time and expense necessary to 

conduct such litigation. Serial adjudication in numerous venues would not be efficient, timely or 

proper. Judicial resources would be unnecessarily depleted by resolution of individual claims. 

Joinder on an individual basis of thousands of claimants in one suit would be impractical or 

impossible. In addition, individualized rulings and judgments could result in inconsistent relief for 

similarly situated plaintiffs. Plaintiff’s experienced counsel foresee little difficulty in the 

management of this case as a class action. 

VI. CAUSES OF ACTION 

Count I – Violation of  Procedural Due Process Rights Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and 
Analogous State Law 
 

53. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs. 

54. Plaintiff asserts this claim on behalf of himself and all similarly situated class 

members under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and analogous state law. 
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55. Acting under color of state law, Brookhaven intentionally, recklessly, and 

negligently failed to instruct or control its employees and agents in their duties with respect to the 

towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, by failing to properly process vehicles and by 

failing to provide notice and an opportunity to be heard. 

56. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it 

had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and 

laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearing to Plaintiff and other 

class members in connection with the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles. 

57. Brookhaven failed to exercise diligence in the instruction, supervision, and control 

of its employees and agents as to towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, and as to notice 

and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same. Brookhaven had the authority and ability 

to prevent the deprivation of due process rights and could have done so with reasonable diligence, 

but grossly and recklessly failed or refused to do so. 

58. Brookhaven’s wrongful conduct constitutes a policy, pattern, or practice that has 

had and has ongoing detrimental effects to Plaintiff’s and other class member’s rights. 

59. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes unlawful, deliberate, and 

wanton conduct, by and through its employees and agents, acting under color of state law. 

60. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes a procedural due process 

violation insofar as the Class was denied procedures designed to protect their life, liberty, and 

property. Plaintiff and each other class members had protected liberty or property interests in their 

vehicles (and items therein). There is no reasonable question that Plaintiff and the Class was 

entitled to notice and a hearing. 

61. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions alleged herein, Plaintiff 
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and other class members have suffered a deprivation of constitutional and statutory rights 

guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of the United States, the constitution 

of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and the laws thereunder. 

Count II – Violation of  Substantive Due Process Rights Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and 
Analogous State Law 
 

62. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs. 

63. Plaintiff asserts this claim on behalf of himself and all similarly situated class 

members under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and analogous state law. 

64. Acting under color of state law, Brookhaven intentionally, recklessly, and 

negligently failed to instruct or control its employees and agents in their duties with respect to the 

towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, by failing to properly process vehicles and by 

failing to provide notice and an opportunity to be heard. 

65. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it 

had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and 

laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearing to Plaintiff and other 

class members in connection with the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles. 

66. Brookhaven failed to exercise diligence in the instruction, supervision, and control 

of its employees and agents as to towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, and as to notice 

and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same. Brookhaven had the authority and ability 

to prevent the deprivation of due process rights and could have done so with reasonable diligence, 

but grossly and recklessly failed or refused to do so. 

67. Brookhaven’s wrongful conduct constitutes a policy, pattern, or practice that has 

had and has ongoing detrimental effects to Plaintiff’s and other class member’s rights. 

68. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes unlawful, deliberate, and 
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wanton conduct, by and through its employees and agents, acting under color of state law. 

69. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes a substantive due process 

violation insofar as there is no reasonable question that Plaintiff and the Class was entitled to notice 

and a hearing, and to protect their liberty and property interests in their vehicles (and items therein).  

Brookhaven’s blatant disregard for these rights shocks the conscience.   

70. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions alleged herein, Plaintiff 

and other class members have suffered a deprivation of constitutional and statutory rights 

guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of the United States, the constitution 

of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and the laws thereunder. 

Count III – Unlawful Taking and Seizure Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and Analogous State 
Law 
 

71. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs. 

72. Plaintiff asserts this claim on behalf of himself and all similarly situated class 

members under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and analogous state law. 

73. Acting under color of state law, Brookhaven intentionally, recklessly, and 

negligently failed to instruct or control its employees and agents in their duties with respect to the 

towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, by failing to properly process vehicles and by 

failing to provide notice and an opportunity to be heard. 

74. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it 

had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and 

laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearing to Plaintiff and other 

class members in connection with the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles. 

75. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it 

had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and 
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laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearing to Plaintiff and other 

class members in connection with the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles. 

76. Brookhaven failed to exercise diligence in the instruction, supervision, and control 

of its employees and agents as to towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, and as to notice 

and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same. Brookhaven had the authority and ability 

to prevent the deprivation of rights and could have done so with reasonable diligence, but grossly 

and recklessly failed or refused to do so. 

77. Brookhaven’s wrongful conduct constitutes a policy, pattern, or practice that has 

had and has ongoing detrimental effects to Plaintiff’s and other class member’s rights. 

78. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes unlawful, deliberate, and 

wanton conduct, by and through its employees and agents, acting under color of state law. 

79. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes an unlawful taking under the 

Fifth Amendment, as incorporated by the Fourteenth Amendment, insofar as Brookhaven 

interfered with Plaintiff’s and other class members’ liberty and property rights in their vehicles 

(and items therein) without proper procedure, notice, hearing, or compensation.  To the extent 

applicable, Brookhaven’s conduct also constitutes a wrongful seizure under the Fourth 

Amendment, as incorporated by the Fourteenth Amendment, insofar as Brookhaven interfered 

with Plaintiff’s and other class members’ liberty and property rights in their vehicles (and items 

therein) without proper procedure, notice, hearing, or compensation. 

80. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions alleged herein, Plaintiff 

and other class members have suffered a deprivation of constitutional and statutory rights 

guaranteed by the Fourth, Fifth, and Fourteenth Amendments of the Constitution of the United 

States, the constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and the laws thereunder. 
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Count IV – Negligence 

81. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs. 

82. Brookhaven had a duty to exercise reasonable care in the processing and handling 

of towed, impounded, or disposable vehicles, and the provision of notice and an opportunity to be 

heard in connection with same. 

83. Brookhaven intentionally, recklessly, and negligently failed to instruct or control 

its employees and agents of their duties with respect to the towing, impoundment, and disposal of 

vehicles, by failing to properly process vehicles and by failing to provide notice and an opportunity 

to be heard. 

84. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it 

had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and 

laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearing to Plaintiff and other 

class members in connection with the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles. 

85. Brookhaven failed to exercise diligence in the instruction, supervision, and control 

of its employees and agents as to towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, and as to notice 

and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same. Brookhaven had the authority and ability 

to prevent the deprivation of rights and interests and could have done so with reasonable diligence, 

but grossly and recklessly failed or refused to do so. 

86. Brookhaven’s wrongful conduct constitutes a policy, pattern, or practice that has 

had and has ongoing detrimental effects to Plaintiff’s and other class member’s rights. 

87. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes unlawful, deliberate, and 

wanton conduct, by and through its employees and agents, acting under color of state law. 

88. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions alleged herein, Plaintiff 
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and other class members have been injured. 

Count III – Unjust Enrichment 
 

89. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs. 

90. Brookhaven unjustly benefited at the expense of Plaintiff and other class members 

by virtue of Brookhaven’s interference with Plaintiff’s and other class members’ possessory 

interest in their vehicles (and items therein) without notice or a hearing, and, as applicable, 

Brookhaven’s disposal of vehicles. 

91. Brookhaven was further unjustly enriched at the expense of Plaintiff and other class 

members by compounding fines and costs for vehicles towed and impounded without proper notice 

and a hearing. By failing to provide notice and a hearing, vehicles which can and should have been 

reclaimed earlier remained in Brookhaven’s possession, and fines paid to reclaim vehicles were 

higher than what the otherwise would have been. 

92. Brookhaven and/or its towing agent has profited unfairly at Plaintiff’s and other 

class members’ expense.  Brookhaven obtained Plaintiff’s and other class members’ vehicles and 

items therein – property – that Brookhaven should not have been holding for the length of time or 

manner in which Brookhaven so held the vehicles (and items therein). 

93. It would be inequitable and unconscionable for Brookhaven and/or its towing agent 

to retain the benefit and profit obtained at Plaintiff’s and other class members’ expense.  

94. In the alternative to the other causes of actions alleged herein, Plaintiff and other 

class members do not have an adequate remedy at law. 

95. Plaintiff and other class members are entitled to seek and do seek restitution from 

Brookhaven as well as an order from this Court for the deprived value of the wrongly towed, 

impounded, or disposed of vehicles, and disgorgement or a constructive trust for all profits, 
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benefits, and other compensation obtained by Brookhaven and/or its towing agent by virtue of the 

wrongful conduct alleged herein. 

Count IV – 42 U.S.C. § 1988  
 

96. Plaintiff incorporates by referenced herein the ensuing paragraphs. 

97. Brookhaven, as alleged herein, deprived Plaintiff and the Class of their life, liberty, 

or property, and procedures designed to protect same, without due process of law, under color of 

Pennsylvania law. 

98. Plaintiff, accordingly, is entitled to recover reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs 

under 42 U.S.C. § 1988. 

PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays for the following judgment: 

A. An order certifying this action as a class action; 

B. An order appointing Plaintiff as Class Representative, and appointing 

undersigned counsel as Class Counsel to represent the Class;  

C. A declaration that Brookhaven violated the constitutional and related 

protections described herein. 

D. An order awarding appropriate preliminary and/or final injunctive relief 

against the conduct of Brookhaven described herein, both retroactive to provide notice and 

an opportunity to be heard for the Class as to vehicles previously towed, impounded, or 

disposed, and prospectively for future towing, impoundment, or disposal of vehicles. 

E. Payment to Plaintiff and class members of all damages, exemplary 

damages, and/or restitution associated with the conduct for all causes of action in an 

amount to be proven at trial, including but not limited to the value of Brookhaven’s 

wrongful deprivation of vehicles and items therein as alleged herein.  
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F. An award of attorneys’ fees, expert witness fees, and costs, as provided by 

applicable law and/or as would be reasonable from any recovery of monies recovered for 

or benefits bestowed on the class members; 

G. Interest as provided by law, including but not limited to pre-judgment and 

post-judgment interest as provided by rule or statute; and 

H. Such other and further relief as this Court may deem just, equitable, or 

proper.   

JURY DEMAND 

Plaintiffs respectfully request a trial by jury on all causes of action so triable. 

 
Dated: January 10, 2025 

     Respectfully Submitted, 

/s/   Ruben Honik                                     
Ruben Honik  
David J. Stanoch, Of Counsel  
Honik LLC 
1515 Market Street, Suite 1100 
Philadelphia, PA 19102 
Tel: 267-435-1300 
ruben@honiklaw.com 
david@honiklaw.com 

 
 

Case 2:25-cv-00155     Document 1     Filed 01/10/25     Page 19 of 19

mailto:ruben@honiklaw.com
mailto:david@honiklaw.com


JS 44   (Rev. 10/20) CIVIL COVER SHEET
The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replace nor supplement the filing and service of pleadings or other papers as required by law, except as 
provided by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the 
purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet.    (SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON NEXT PAGE OF THIS FORM.)

I. (a) PLAINTIFFS DEFENDANTS

(b) County of Residence of First Listed Plaintiff County of Residence of First Listed Defendant
(EXCEPT IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES) (IN U.S. PLAINTIFF CASES ONLY)

NOTE: IN LAND CONDEMNATION CASES, USE THE LOCATION OF 
THE TRACT OF LAND INVOLVED.

(c) Attorneys (Firm Name, Address, and Telephone Number) Attorneys (If Known)

II.  BASIS OF JURISDICTION (Place an “X” in One Box Only) III. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARTIES (Place an “X” in One Box for Plaintiff 
and One Box for Defendant) (For Diversity Cases Only)

1 U.S. Government 3 Federal Question PTF DEF PTF DEF
Plaintiff (U.S. Government Not a Party) Citizen of This State 1 1 Incorporated or Principal Place 4 4

of Business In This State

2 U.S. Government 4 Diversity Citizen of Another State 2 2 Incorporated and Principal Place 5 5
Defendant (Indicate Citizenship of Parties in Item III) of Business In Another State

Citizen or Subject of a 3 3 Foreign Nation 6 6
Foreign Country

IV.  NATURE OF SUIT (Place an “X” in One Box Only) Click here for: Nature of Suit Code Descriptions.
CONTRACT TORTS FORFEITURE/PENALTY BANKRUPTCY OTHER STATUTES

110 Insurance PERSONAL INJURY PERSONAL INJURY 625 Drug Related Seizure 422 Appeal 28 USC 158 375 False Claims Act
120 Marine 310 Airplane 365 Personal Injury  - of Property 21 USC 881 423 Withdrawal 376 Qui Tam (31 USC 
130 Miller Act 315 Airplane Product Product Liability 690 Other 28 USC 157 3729(a))
140 Negotiable Instrument Liability 367 Health Care/ 400 State Reapportionment
150 Recovery of Overpayment 320 Assault, Libel & Pharmaceutical PROPERTY RIGHTS 410 Antitrust

& Enforcement of Judgment Slander Personal Injury 820 Copyrights 430 Banks and Banking
151 Medicare Act 330 Federal Employers’ Product Liability 830 Patent 450 Commerce
152 Recovery of Defaulted Liability 368 Asbestos Personal 835 Patent - Abbreviated 460 Deportation

Student Loans 340 Marine Injury Product New Drug Application 470 Racketeer Influenced and
(Excludes Veterans) 345 Marine Product Liability 840 Trademark Corrupt Organizations

153 Recovery of Overpayment Liability PERSONAL PROPERTY LABOR 880 Defend Trade Secrets 480 Consumer Credit
of Veteran’s Benefits 350 Motor Vehicle 370 Other Fraud 710 Fair Labor Standards Act of 2016 (15 USC 1681 or 1692)

160 Stockholders’ Suits 355 Motor Vehicle 371 Truth in Lending Act 485 Telephone Consumer
190 Other Contract Product Liability 380 Other Personal 720 Labor/Management SOCIAL SECURITY Protection Act
195 Contract Product Liability 360 Other Personal Property Damage Relations 861 HIA (1395ff) 490 Cable/Sat TV
196 Franchise Injury 385 Property Damage 740 Railway Labor Act 862 Black Lung (923) 850 Securities/Commodities/

362 Personal Injury - Product Liability 751 Family and Medical 863 DIWC/DIWW (405(g)) Exchange
Medical Malpractice Leave Act 864 SSID Title XVI 890 Other Statutory Actions

REAL PROPERTY CIVIL RIGHTS PRISONER PETITIONS 790 Other Labor Litigation 865 RSI (405(g)) 891 Agricultural Acts
210 Land Condemnation 440 Other Civil Rights Habeas Corpus: 791 Employee Retirement 893 Environmental Matters
220 Foreclosure 441 Voting 463 Alien Detainee Income Security Act FEDERAL TAX SUITS 895 Freedom of Information
230 Rent Lease & Ejectment 442 Employment 510 Motions to Vacate 870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff Act
240 Torts to Land 443 Housing/ Sentence or Defendant) 896 Arbitration
245 Tort Product Liability Accommodations 530 General 871 IRS—Third Party 899 Administrative Procedure
290 All Other Real Property 445 Amer. w/Disabilities - 535 Death Penalty IMMIGRATION Act/Review or Appeal of

Employment Other: 462 Naturalization Application Agency Decision
446 Amer. w/Disabilities - 540 Mandamus & Other 465 Other Immigration 950 Constitutionality of

Other 550 Civil Rights Actions State Statutes
448 Education 555 Prison Condition

560 Civil Detainee -
Conditions of 
Confinement

V.  ORIGIN (Place an “X” in One Box Only)

1 Original
Proceeding 

2 Removed from
State Court

3 Remanded from
Appellate Court 

4 Reinstated or
Reopened

5 Transferred from
Another District
(specify)

6 Multidistrict
Litigation - 
Transfer

8  Multidistrict
Litigation -
Direct File

VI.  CAUSE OF ACTION

Cite the U.S. Civil Statute under which you are filing (Do not cite jurisdictional statutes unless diversity):

Brief description of cause:

VII.  REQUESTED IN
COMPLAINT:

CHECK IF THIS IS A CLASS ACTION
UNDER RULE 23, F.R.Cv.P. 

DEMAND $ CHECK YES only if demanded in complaint:

JURY DEMAND: Yes No

VIII.  RELATED CASE(S) 
          IF ANY (See instructions):

JUDGE DOCKET NUMBER

DATE SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORD

FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

RECEIPT # AMOUNT APPLYING IFP JUDGE MAG. JUDGE

26 USC 7609

Delaware Delaware

Armand Bradley

Ruben Honik, David Stanoch, Honik LLC, 1515 Market 
St., Suite 1100, Phila., PA 19102, 267-435-1300

Brookhaven Borough

unknown

28 USC 1331, 1367

Violation of consitutional rights and related law for failure to provide notice and opportunity to be heard on towed, impounded, and disposed vehicles

1,000,000+

Jan 10, 2025 /s/ Ruben Honik

Case 2:25-cv-00155     Document 1-1     Filed 01/10/25     Page 1 of 2



JS 44 Reverse (Rev. 10/20)

INSTRUCTIONS FOR ATTORNEYS COMPLETING CIVIL COVER SHEET FORM JS 44

Authority For Civil Cover Sheet

The JS 44 civil cover sheet and the information contained herein neither replaces nor supplements the filings and service of pleading or other papers as 
required by law, except as provided by local rules of court.  This form, approved by the Judicial Conference of the United States in September 1974, is 
required for the use of the Clerk of Court for the purpose of initiating the civil docket sheet.  Consequently, a civil cover sheet is submitted to the Clerk of 
Court for each civil complaint filed.  The attorney filing a case should complete the form as follows: 

I.(a) Plaintiffs-Defendants.  Enter names (last, first, middle initial) of plaintiff and defendant.  If the plaintiff or defendant is a government agency, use   
only the full name or standard abbreviations. If the plaintiff or defendant is an official within a government agency, identify first the agency and then 
the official, giving both name and title.

   (b) County of Residence.  For each civil case filed, except U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county where the first listed plaintiff resides at the 
time of filing. In U.S. plaintiff cases, enter the name of the county in which the first listed defendant resides at the time of filing. (NOTE: In land 
condemnation cases, the county of residence of the "defendant" is the location of the tract of land involved.) 

   (c) Attorneys.  Enter the firm name, address, telephone number, and attorney of record.  If there are several attorneys, list them on an attachment, noting  
in this section "(see attachment)". 

II.   Jurisdiction.  The basis of jurisdiction is set forth under Rule 8(a), F.R.Cv.P., which requires that jurisdictions be shown in pleadings.  Place an "X" 
in one of the boxes. If there is more than one basis of jurisdiction, precedence is given in the order shown below. 
United States plaintiff.  (1) Jurisdiction based on 28 U.S.C. 1345 and 1348.  Suits by agencies and officers of the United States are included here. 
United States defendant.  (2) When the plaintiff is suing the United States, its officers or agencies, place an "X" in this box. 
Federal question.  (3) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1331, where jurisdiction arises under the Constitution of the United States, an amendment 
to the Constitution, an act of Congress or a treaty of the United States. In cases where the U.S. is a party, the U.S. plaintiff or defendant code takes 
precedence, and box 1 or 2 should be marked. 
Diversity of citizenship.  (4) This refers to suits under 28 U.S.C. 1332, where parties are citizens of different states.  When Box 4 is checked, the  
citizenship of the different parties must be checked.  (See Section III below; NOTE: federal question actions take precedence over diversity  
cases.) 

III.   Residence (citizenship) of Principal Parties.  This section of the JS 44 is to be completed if diversity of citizenship was indicated above.  Mark this 
section for each principal party. 

IV. Nature of Suit.  Place an "X" in the appropriate box.  If there are multiple nature of suit codes associated with the case, pick the nature of suit code  
that is most applicable.  Click here for: Nature of Suit Code Descriptions. 

V.  Origin.  Place an "X" in one of the seven boxes. 
Original Proceedings.  (1) Cases which originate in the United States district courts. 
Removed from State Court.  (2) Proceedings initiated in state courts may be removed to the district courts under Title 28 U.S.C., Section 1441.   
Remanded from Appellate Court.  (3) Check this box for cases remanded to the district court for further action.  Use the date of remand as the filing 
date. 
Reinstated or Reopened.  (4) Check this box for cases reinstated or reopened in the district court.  Use the reopening date as the filing date. 
Transferred from Another District.  (5) For cases transferred under Title 28 U.S.C. Section 1404(a).  Do not use this for within district transfers or
multidistrict litigation transfers. 
Multidistrict Litigation – Transfer.  (6) Check this box when a multidistrict case is transferred into the district under authority of Title 28 U.S.C. 
Section 1407. 
Multidistrict Litigation – Direct File.  (8) Check this box when a multidistrict case is filed in the same district as the Master MDL docket.  
PLEASE NOTE THAT THERE IS NOT AN ORIGIN CODE 7.  Origin Code 7 was used for historical records and is no longer relevant due to  
changes in statue. 

VI.  Cause of Action.  Report the civil statute directly related to the cause of action and give a brief description of the cause.  Do not cite jurisdictional  
statutes unless diversity.  Example: U.S. Civil Statute: 47 USC 553 Brief Description: Unauthorized reception of cable service. 

VII.  Requested in Complaint.  Class Action.  Place an "X" in this box if you are filing a class action under Rule 23, F.R.Cv.P. 
Demand.  In this space enter the actual dollar amount being demanded or indicate other demand, such as a preliminary injunction. 
Jury Demand.  Check the appropriate box to indicate whether or not a jury is being demanded. 

VIII.   Related Cases.   This section of the JS 44 is used to reference related pending cases, if any.  If there are related pending cases, insert the docket  
numbers and the corresponding judge names for such cases. 

Date and Attorney Signature.  Date and sign the civil cover sheet. 

Case 2:25-cv-00155     Document 1-1     Filed 01/10/25     Page 2 of 2



10/2024 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA 

DESIGNATION FORM 

Place of Accident, Incident, or Transaction:_______________________________________________________________________ 

RELATED CASE IF ANY:   Case Number:______________________ Judge:________________________________ 

1. Does this case involve property included in an earlier numbered suit?  Yes 

2. Does this case involve a transaction or occurrence which was the subject of an earlier numbered suit?  Yes 

3. Does this case involve the validity or infringement of a patent which was the subject of an earlier numbered suit?  Yes 

4. Is this case a second or successive habeas corpus petition, social security appeal, or pro se case filed by the same  Yes 
individual?

5. Is this case related to an earlier numbered suit even though none of the above categories apply?  Yes 
If yes, attach an explanation. 

I certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, the within case  is /  is not related to any pending or previously terminated 
action in this court.   

Civil Litigation Categories 

A. Federal Question Cases: B. Diversity Jurisdiction Cases:

1. Indemnity Contract, Marine Contract, and All Other Contracts) 1. Insurance Contract and Other Contracts
2. FELA 2. Airplane Personal Injury
3. Jones Act-Personal Injury 3. Assault, Defamation
4. Antitrust 4. Marine Personal Injury
5. Wage and Hour Class Action/Collective Action 5. Motor Vehicle Personal Injury
6. Patent 6. Other Personal Injury (Please specify):________________
7. Copyright/Trademark 7. Products Liability
8. Employment 8. All Other Diversity Cases:  (Please specify)______________
9. Labor-Management Relations _____________________
10. Civil Rights
11. Habeas Corpus
12. Securities Cases
13. Social Security Review Cases
14. Qui Tam Cases
15. Cases Seeking Systemic Relief  *see certification below*
16. All Other Federal Question Cases. (Please specify):_____________________________

I certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief, that the remedy sought in this case  does /  does not have implications 
beyond the parties before the court and        does /  does not seek to bar or mandate statewide or nationwide enforcement of a state or 
federal law including a rule, regulation, policy, or order of the executive branch or a state or federal agency, whether by declaratory 
judgment and/or any form of injunctive relief.  

ARBITRATION CERTIFICATION (CHECK ONLY ONE BOX BELOW) 

I certify that, to the best of my knowledge and belief: 

        Pursuant to Local Civil Rule 53.2(3), this case is not eligible for arbitration either because (1) it seeks relief other than money damages; (2) the 
money damages sought are in excess of $150,000 exclusive of interest and costs; (3) it is a social security case, includes a prisoner as a party, or alleges a 
violation of a right secured by the U.S. Constitution, or (4) jurisdiction is based in whole or in part on 28 U.S.C. § 1343. 

        None of the restrictions in Local Civil Rule 53.2 apply and this case is eligible for arbitration. 

NOTE: A trial de novo will be by jury only if there has been compliance with F.R.C.P. 38. 

    

Brookhaven Borough, Delaware County, PA
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	Plaintiff Armand Bradley brings this class action on behalf of himself and all others similarly situated against Brookhaven Borough (“Brookhaven” or “Defendant”).  Plaintiff alleges the following upon personal knowledge as to herself and as to all oth...
	49. Typicality:  Plaintiff’s claims are typical of other class members’ claims. Plaintiff and other class members all suffered the same type of harm.  Plaintiff has substantially the same interest in this matter as all other class members, and Plainti...
	50. Adequacy of Representation:  Plaintiff is committed to pursuing this action and have retained competent counsel experienced in class actions, consumer litigation, civil rights litigation, and federal court litigation. Accordingly, Plaintiff and Pl...
	51. The elements of Rule 23(b)(2) are met. Defendant has acted on grounds that apply generally to all class members so that preliminary and/or final injunctive relief and corresponding declaratory relief is appropriate respecting the Class as a whole,...
	52. The requirements of Rule 23(b)(3) are met. The common questions of law and fact enumerated above predominate over the questions affecting only individual class members, and a class action is the superior method for fair and efficient adjudication ...
	53. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs.
	54. Plaintiff asserts this claim on behalf of himself and all similarly situated class members under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and analogous state law.
	55. Acting under color of state law, Brookhaven intentionally, recklessly, and negligently failed to instruct or control its employees and agents in their duties with respect to the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, by failing to properly...
	56. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearin...
	57. Brookhaven failed to exercise diligence in the instruction, supervision, and control of its employees and agents as to towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, and as to notice and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same. Brookhav...
	58. Brookhaven’s wrongful conduct constitutes a policy, pattern, or practice that has had and has ongoing detrimental effects to Plaintiff’s and other class member’s rights.
	59. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes unlawful, deliberate, and wanton conduct, by and through its employees and agents, acting under color of state law.
	60. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes a procedural due process violation insofar as the Class was denied procedures designed to protect their life, liberty, and property. Plaintiff and each other class members had protected liberty or...
	61. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions alleged herein, Plaintiff and other class members have suffered a deprivation of constitutional and statutory rights guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of the Unite...
	62. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs.
	63. Plaintiff asserts this claim on behalf of himself and all similarly situated class members under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and analogous state law.
	64. Acting under color of state law, Brookhaven intentionally, recklessly, and negligently failed to instruct or control its employees and agents in their duties with respect to the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, by failing to properly...
	65. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearin...
	66. Brookhaven failed to exercise diligence in the instruction, supervision, and control of its employees and agents as to towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, and as to notice and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same. Brookhav...
	67. Brookhaven’s wrongful conduct constitutes a policy, pattern, or practice that has had and has ongoing detrimental effects to Plaintiff’s and other class member’s rights.
	68. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes unlawful, deliberate, and wanton conduct, by and through its employees and agents, acting under color of state law.
	69. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes a substantive due process violation insofar as there is no reasonable question that Plaintiff and the Class was entitled to notice and a hearing, and to protect their liberty and property interest...
	70. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions alleged herein, Plaintiff and other class members have suffered a deprivation of constitutional and statutory rights guaranteed by the Fourteenth Amendment of the Constitution of the Unite...
	71. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs.
	72. Plaintiff asserts this claim on behalf of himself and all similarly situated class members under 42 U.S.C. § 1983, and analogous state law.
	73. Acting under color of state law, Brookhaven intentionally, recklessly, and negligently failed to instruct or control its employees and agents in their duties with respect to the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, by failing to properly...
	74. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearin...
	75. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearin...
	76. Brookhaven failed to exercise diligence in the instruction, supervision, and control of its employees and agents as to towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, and as to notice and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same. Brookhav...
	77. Brookhaven’s wrongful conduct constitutes a policy, pattern, or practice that has had and has ongoing detrimental effects to Plaintiff’s and other class member’s rights.
	78. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes unlawful, deliberate, and wanton conduct, by and through its employees and agents, acting under color of state law.
	79. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes an unlawful taking under the Fifth Amendment, as incorporated by the Fourteenth Amendment, insofar as Brookhaven interfered with Plaintiff’s and other class members’ liberty and property rights in...
	80. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions alleged herein, Plaintiff and other class members have suffered a deprivation of constitutional and statutory rights guaranteed by the Fourth, Fifth, and Fourteenth Amendments of the Const...
	Count IV – Negligence
	81. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs.
	82. Brookhaven had a duty to exercise reasonable care in the processing and handling of towed, impounded, or disposable vehicles, and the provision of notice and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same.
	83. Brookhaven intentionally, recklessly, and negligently failed to instruct or control its employees and agents of their duties with respect to the towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, by failing to properly process vehicles and by failing ...
	84. Brookhaven should have known, and upon information and belief did know, that it had an obligation under the Constitution and laws of the United States and the constitution and laws of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania to provide notice and a hearin...
	85. Brookhaven failed to exercise diligence in the instruction, supervision, and control of its employees and agents as to towing, impoundment, and disposal of vehicles, and as to notice and an opportunity to be heard in connection with same. Brookhav...
	86. Brookhaven’s wrongful conduct constitutes a policy, pattern, or practice that has had and has ongoing detrimental effects to Plaintiff’s and other class member’s rights.
	87. Brookhaven’s conduct as alleged herein constitutes unlawful, deliberate, and wanton conduct, by and through its employees and agents, acting under color of state law.
	88. As a direct and proximate result of the acts and omissions alleged herein, Plaintiff and other class members have been injured.
	89. Plaintiff incorporates by reference herein the ensuing paragraphs.
	90. Brookhaven unjustly benefited at the expense of Plaintiff and other class members by virtue of Brookhaven’s interference with Plaintiff’s and other class members’ possessory interest in their vehicles (and items therein) without notice or a hearin...
	91. Brookhaven was further unjustly enriched at the expense of Plaintiff and other class members by compounding fines and costs for vehicles towed and impounded without proper notice and a hearing. By failing to provide notice and a hearing, vehicles ...
	92. Brookhaven and/or its towing agent has profited unfairly at Plaintiff’s and other class members’ expense.  Brookhaven obtained Plaintiff’s and other class members’ vehicles and items therein – property – that Brookhaven should not have been holdin...
	93. It would be inequitable and unconscionable for Brookhaven and/or its towing agent to retain the benefit and profit obtained at Plaintiff’s and other class members’ expense.
	94. In the alternative to the other causes of actions alleged herein, Plaintiff and other class members do not have an adequate remedy at law.
	95. Plaintiff and other class members are entitled to seek and do seek restitution from Brookhaven as well as an order from this Court for the deprived value of the wrongly towed, impounded, or disposed of vehicles, and disgorgement or a constructive ...
	96. Plaintiff incorporates by referenced herein the ensuing paragraphs.
	97. Brookhaven, as alleged herein, deprived Plaintiff and the Class of their life, liberty, or property, and procedures designed to protect same, without due process of law, under color of Pennsylvania law.
	98. Plaintiff, accordingly, is entitled to recover reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs under 42 U.S.C. § 1988.
	PRAYER FOR RELIEF
	A. An order certifying this action as a class action;
	B. An order appointing Plaintiff as Class Representative, and appointing undersigned counsel as Class Counsel to represent the Class;
	C. A declaration that Brookhaven violated the constitutional and related protections described herein.
	D. An order awarding appropriate preliminary and/or final injunctive relief against the conduct of Brookhaven described herein, both retroactive to provide notice and an opportunity to be heard for the Class as to vehicles previously towed, impounded,...
	E. Payment to Plaintiff and class members of all damages, exemplary damages, and/or restitution associated with the conduct for all causes of action in an amount to be proven at trial, including but not limited to the value of Brookhaven’s wrongful de...
	F. An award of attorneys’ fees, expert witness fees, and costs, as provided by applicable law and/or as would be reasonable from any recovery of monies recovered for or benefits bestowed on the class members;
	G. Interest as provided by law, including but not limited to pre-judgment and post-judgment interest as provided by rule or statute; and
	H. Such other and further relief as this Court may deem just, equitable, or proper.

	JURY DEMAND

