
IN THE IOWA DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR BUENA VISTA COUNTY 
 

In re the Marriage of Michael Roberts and 
Tracey Richter-Roberts 
MICHAEL ROBERTS, 
          Petitioner, 
     v. 
TRACEY RICHTER, 
          Respondent. 

Case No.  CDCD002755  

 
MOTION TO QUASH SUBPOENA 

 
COMES NOW the Sac County Sheriff, through Sac County Attorney Ben Smith and 

states the following in response to Respondent’s subpoena served on Sac County 
Sheriff Ken McClure (Sheriff McClure):  

1. Sheriff McClure alleges each of the same eleven (11) averments set forth in 
Respondent’s Motion to Quash and incorporates them into this motion as though fully 
set forth herein. 

2. The Sac County Sheriff’s Office does not have any of the information 
Respondent’s subpoena commands he produce to Respondent. Additionally, even if 
Respondent’s subpoena sought items from 2011, not 2012 as Respondent’s subpoena 
commands, said information is no longer in the possession of the Sac County Sheriff’s 
Office. This same information was, however, previously provided to Respondent in 
discovery during Respondent’s 2011 murder prosecution.  

3. Respondent’s subpoena to Darren Meade is a sham. Meade’s subpoenaed 
phone records and other investigative information indicates Meade has been 
communicating and exchanging documents / information freely with Respondent’s family 
and friends since November 2011. Meade is not a private investigator, although he has 
been and is holding himself out to be one. 1 

4. Meade’s testimony given in a two-day deposition in July and September 2011, 
demonstrates he is a liar for hire. Specifically, Meade’s testimony proves he knowingly 
assisted two (2) convicted felons in their efforts to evade prosecution for additional 
crimes the two (2) felons committed while on supervised release from prison. Said 
deposition clearly shows that in late 2010, early 2011, Meade engaged in a systemic 
online campaign of defamation and harassment of and against a witness in effort to 
intimidate and coerce the witness into ending the witness’s involvement / cooperation 
with law enforcement in its investigation of the two (2) felons.  

1  Meade, a California resident, is and has been representing himself as a private investigator 
(PI); Meade, however, is not a licensed PI. In California, conducting private investigations 
without a license or falsely claiming to be licensed  are misdemeanor punishable by a fine of 
$10,000 and up to one year in prison or both. California Business and Professions Code § 
7523(d). 

 



5. It is clear Respondent’s subpoena to Meade was made for the purposes of 
concealing Meade’s relationship with Respondent’s family and friends, legitimizing 
Meade as an investigator, and to further smear the undersigned in hope some reference 
to prosecutorial misconduct on a legal document (here, subpoena) will legitimize 
Meade’s online “investigation” via RipOff Report, which is nothing more than a campaign 
of defamation and harassment of the undersigned and the State’s witnesses in 
Respondent’s murder trial for their involvement in / responsibility for the successful 
prosecution of Respondent for first degree murder.  2  

6. The undersigned authored an affidavit in support of Petitioner, which was filed 
herein on or around March 2, 2012. Later, the undersigned was subpoenaed to testify at 
the May 2012 custody hearing. Beginning in April 2012, Meade sent the undersigned 3 a 
series of e-mails providing the undersigned with patently false information concerning 
the Petitioner and requested the undersigned change his testimony at the May 2012 
custody hearing to support the Respondent’s mother’s bid for custody of the couple’s 
minor children. Specifically, and among other things, Meade told the undersigned the 
following: 

[Michael Roberts] will abuse his children if he gains custody and I have it 
on audio recording he is seeking to relocate to continue his criminal 
enterprise and to avoid paying taxes, along with going to countries in 
which extradition will be difficult. That being said, I believe we should all 
work for the safety of the children. 

I believe, that Case No. CDCD002755 is scheduled for a hearing on May 
16th, 2012 [sic] in regards to Noah Roberts and Mason Roberts about 
placing them in the care and custody of Michael Roberts. Let's put the 
children in the custody of a neutral third party until matters can be sorted 
out.   

I have information which I believe would cause you to change the affidavit 
filed with the court in Case No CDCD002755. 

7. Despite Meade’s pleas, the undersigned did not change his testimony; rather, the 
undersigned testified he believed Respondent attempted to solicit fraudulent testimony 
from convicted child molester Jim Landa in effort to get a new trial and believed 
Respondent was doing the same with Meade. In retaliation, Meade authored the 
aforementioned RipOff Report “investigation”, which appears on approximately 750,000 
webpages. 4 

8. The undersigned was informed Respondent’s counsel issued the subpoena to 
Sheriff McClure or the purpose of proving Meade’s above-perjury allegations. 
Respondent’s use of the subpoena powers for this purpose is patently improper. Not 
coincidentally, in an additional  RipOff Report “investigation” authored by Meade on 

2  http://www.ripoffreport.com 
3 Meade also sent Respondent’s mother, Anna Richter, and fiancé, Russell Schertz, “blind  

copies” of these e-mails.   
4  A person who, in retaliation for anything lawfully done by any witness…in any case, harasses 

such witness…commits an aggravated misdemeanor. IOWA CODE § 720.4 (2013) 



November 22, 2012, Meade “reported” the following: “Ben Smith lied to the court in filing 
an affidavit to the court in Case No. CDCD002755. The affidavit contained so many  
intentionally false and misleading accusations that (Smith) has been blocking the 
transcripts from being disseminated.”  

9. To rebut Respondent’s accusations that the undersigned, an Officer of the 
Court and the Chief Law Enforcement Officer for Sac County, committed perjury,  the 
undersigned has attached the letter Respondent wrote to convicted sex offender Jim 
Landa wherein Respondent told Jim Landa “I’m sending you a photo my friend Ester 
sent me. Maybe it will cheer you up.” “They are [so] beautiful aren’t they.” “Kids 
are cute, huh?” (See  Exhibit 1) 

10. All the Court needs to know about Meade can be summed up in the following 
testimony he gave in his aforementioned deposition:  

RipOff Report never deletes anything written about somebody. So it’s the 
perfect place to defame somebody because it will always stay up, and for 
some reason it winds up ranking on the first page of Google. So if you 
want to destroy somebody’s reputation, that’s a great place to do it.  

11. The information sought by Respondent is totally irrelevant to any legitimate 
discovery issue in this case. Further, the foregoing demonstrates Respondent’s 
subpoena was made for an improper purpose. Therefore, the undersigned urges the 
Court to consider imposing sanctions against Respondent to discourage any similar 
future misuse of the judicial process. 

WHEREFORE, the undersigned prays the Court enter an Order quashing 
Respondent’s subpoena to Sheriff McClure and any further relief the Court deems just 
and equitable in the premises.   

/s/ Benjamin John Smith 
      Benjamin John Smith - AT0008834 
      Sac County Attorney 

      Sac County Courthouse 
      100 NW State St., Suite 9 
      Sac City IA 50583 
      Telephone:  712-662-4791 
      Facsimile:  712-662-4123 
                                                        Email:  attorney@saccounty.org 
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