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STATE OF MINNESOTA       DISTRICT COURT 

 

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN        FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

 

TO:  JUDGE OF DISTRICT COURT; ATTORNEY FOR DEFENDANT; AND DEFENDANT. 

 

INTRODUCTION 

 

Jarelle Vaughn, herein Defendant, has been charged with two counts of Assault in the Second 

Degree pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 609.222.1 and Minn. Stat. § 609.222.2. These charges stem from an 

incident on October 11, 2023, where Defendant boarded Metro Transit and subsequently stabbed two 

individuals. Pursuant to a Court order dated November 16, 2022, under Minnesota Rules of Criminal 

Procedure 20.01, Dr. Catherine Carlson evaluated Defendant and determined he was incompetent on 

December 14, 2022. That finding was entered, uncontested, on the record on December 20, 2022. On June 

22, 2023, an order for Indeterminate Commitment as a Peron who is Mentally Ill and Dangerous was 

issued. Due to this procedural history, Defendant remained in custody awaiting transfer to a hospital. The 

State has never opposed transfer to a hospital, however, there remained a waitlist to enter a mental health 

facility in Minnesota.  

On October 9, 2023, defense motioned for a prompt transfer or, alternatively, dismissal on the 

charges. Defendant was transferred, on October 25, 2023, after being held in custody for approximately 1 

year. On October 30, 2023, Defendant was charged with Felony Fourth Degree Assault, case file 27-CR-

23-23201, with an offense date of October 13, 2023. Although Defendant had been transferred, defense 
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renewed their Motion to Dismiss pursuant to Minn. Stat. 611.46, subd 8(d). This motion included the 

Second-Degree Assault case and the Fourth Degree Assault case. The Court heard defense’s oral argument 

regarding this motion on December 1, 2023, below is the State’s response.  

ARGUMENT 

 

Defendant has been transferred to Forensic Menth Health St. Peter, Minnesota, to the Tamarack 

Unit on October 25, 2023, by the Hennepin County Sheriff from the Hennepin County Jail. This transfer 

was pursuant to Defendant’s case 27-MH-PR-23-26. Prior to his placement, Defendant had remained in 

custody pursuant to Court Order on June 22, 2023. See District Court Findings and Order, filed June 22, 

2023, Court File Number 27-MH-PR-23-26 (Attachment 1). In that Order, Judge Julia Dayton Klein 

found: 

Dr. Lewis further provides that Respondent has expressed paranoid ideation that could result in 

additional violence in the future, indicating that it is significant that Respondent endorsed chronic 

homicidal ideation during interviews with Drs. Carlson and Peuschold. He informed Dr. Carlson 

he thinks of hurting others “all the time,” and he told Dr. Peuschold he is “always thinking about 

hurting someone.” Dr. Lewis agrees with the Court’s initial finding of mentally ill and dangerous 

to the public and concludes that Respondent presents a substantial likelihood of engaging in future 

violence. Id. at 9. He has a lengthy and well documented history of engaging in violent and/or 

threatening behaviors, remains acutely psychotic (e.g., hyper-religious and paranoid delusional 

ideation, disorganization of thought), and lacks insight into his illness and need for psychotropic 

medication.  

 

… 

 

Respondent cannot be adequately supervised in an outpatient or other less restrictive setting. Such 

a placement would not provide adequate protection to the public at this time in Dr. Lewis’s opinion. 

Id. The Court agrees with Dr. Lewis. 

 

Id.   

The State never opposed Defendant’s transfer to FMH, however, there was a significant waitlist 

that was out of the State’s control.  
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A. Defendant’s time at Hennepin County Jail since October 11, 2022.  

On December 1, 2023, defense argued dismissal due to the conditions of Defendant’s stay at the 

Hennepin County jail. However, defense provided no documentation or other offer of proof and therefore 

the State is asking the Court not to consider the arguments made. Specifically, defense argued, to their 

knowledge, Defendant had been in segregation the entirety of his time at Hennepin County Jail. Defense 

does not address any potential reasons for this segregation and does not provide any documentation to 

show the exact dates of segregation. Defense simply argues that each time they went to visit Defendant, 

he was in segregation. Specifically, defense stated they could only speak with Defendant through his food 

slot and the rooms were 6 x 12 feet and cement – sometimes with a mattress and sometimes with no 

mattress. Defense indicated the jail took away his reading and book privileges at times. Defense argued 

the conditions of Defendant’s stay at jail meets the threshold of cruel and unusual punishment. 

Additionally, defense provided dates where Defendant was seen by medical staff at the jail. Defense does 

not provide information on why medical staff was visiting Defendant on those dates, how long the visits 

were, or who requested the visits. From October 2022 – September 2023 hospital staff visited Defendant 

anywhere from 4 – 14 times each month. It is unclear if this was to conduct a routine check, administer 

medicine or respond to an emergency medical need. It is unclear if Defendant refused his medicine or if 

he was consistently taking it. Several times throughout his stay in jail and throughout evaluations 

Defendant was placed on suicide watch. It is unclear if the medical visits and segregation were for his own 

safety and protection.  

As mentioned above, with no documentation of jail records the State and Court cannot adequately 

respond to the above argument. However, although not jail records, the parties do have records to illustrate 

Defendant’s time in jail. First, the State received police reports of an alleged assault that occurred on 

October 13, 2023. Defendant has been charged with felony Assault in the Fourth Degree. See Complaint 
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(Attachment 2). Further, the Order from June 22, 2023, provides some insight on Defendant’s time at the 

jail. In her order finding Defendant Mentally Ill and Dangerous, Judge Dayton Klein found: 

Respondent has been incarcerated most of his adult life, and when not incarcerated he reported 

multiple hospital visits and admissions. Id. He served 10 years in prison in the State of Iowa for a 

robbery conviction where he spent over seven years in segregation due to active symptoms of 

mental illness (i.e. mood instability, paranoia, hallucinations, and violent behavior). Id. at 8. 

Consequently, this Court found that (a) Respondent is mentally ill and mental illness is manifested 

by instances of grossly disturbed behavior or faulty perceptions; (b) as a result of Respondent’s 

impairment, he presents a clear danger to the safety of others and there is a substantial likelihood 

that he will engage in acts capable of inflicting serious physical harm on another; and (c) the less 

restrictive placement for Respondent is commitment as a person who has a mental illness and is 

dangerous to the public. Id. at 16. 

 

See District Court Findings and Order, filed June 22, 2023, Court File Number 27-MH-PR-23-26 

(Attachment 1). 

 

Respondent has remained aggressive and assaultive while in jail. Id. at 12; Ex. 5; and Ex. 6. 

Id.  

Minnestoa Statute §253B.18, subd. 3, states, “If the court finds at the final determination hearing 

held pursuant to subdivision 2 that the patient continues to be a person who has a mental illness and is 

dangerous to the public, then the court shall order commitment of the proposed patient for an indeterminate 

period of time.” In the present case, Defendant was determined Mentally Ill and Dangerous and is being 

held indeterminately. Although bail was set for Defendant’s pending Assault Two case, due to the severity 

of the charges and public safety, Defendant was congruently being held on this basis.  

On December 11, 2023, Defendant was reevaluated regarding his competency to proceed – this 

report also provides context to Defendant’s behavior in Hennepin County Jail. The Court has received this 

evaluation, Competency to Proceed Evaluation – Rule 20.01, sub. 7, filed on December 12, 2023. 

According to Dr. Carlson, Defendant has ongoing and continuous homicidal thoughts. Id. Defendant’s 

describe these thoughts occur “all the time.” Id. Defendant has a long-standing history of violence, 

perpetrated when both sober or under the influence, and his risk for causing serious harm to others is high. 
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Id. According to Dr. Peuschold, Defendant had a substantial likelihood of engaging in acts capable of 

inflicting serious physical harm to others in the future. Id. In multiple evaluations Defendant was on 

suicide watch and dressed in a suicide smock. Id. On October 25 – 27, 2023, during intake processes at 

St. Peters, Defendant was described as “struggling with hypersexuality and inappropriate behaviors” and 

appearing psychotic. Id. Defendant made sexually inappropriate comments to staff, exposed himself, and 

threatened other patients. Id. On November 9, 2023, Defendant was placed in seclusion after lunging at a 

female staff member. The following week, Defendant kicked a hole in the wall and threatened to kill staff. 

Id. Defendant’s medication was then increased; therefore, this behavior was presumably while Defendant 

was on medication. Id. On November 30, 2023, Defendant threatened to spit on staff. On December 5, 

2023, Defendant refused to meet with his psychiatric provider. Id. On December 8, 2023, Dr. Lewis 

attempted to interview Defendant for an updated Rule 20.01 evaluation. Id. Defendant declined to 

participate in that evaluation. Id. Based on the totality of the circumstances, Dr. Lewis opined Defendant 

remained incompetent to proceed and concluded the lack of participate was likely due to continue severe 

mental illness. Id. The report also indicated that nursing staff at the Hennepin County jail stated that when 

Defendant takes his antipsychotic medication, he is a “different person.” Id.  

The State understands Defendant is suffering with significant mental illness and only brings up the 

above behavior to respond to defense’s Motion to Dismiss due to cruel and unusual punishment. Although 

we do not have jail records, we do have a documentation that illustrates Defendant’s behavior. The 

behavior sheds light on to why the jail had Defendant in segregation, took his books away and why medical 

staff responded to Defendant’s cell often. With no other jail documentation, this is the information the 

parties and Court can rely on.  
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b. Defendant did not suffer cruel and unusual punishment at the Hennepin County Jail.  

Defense has not shown that Defendant suffered cruel or unusual punishment while at the Hennepin 

County Jail and therefore this Court should deny defense’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to the interest of 

justice. Generally, when determining whether a punishment is cruel or unusual, this court focuses on the 

proportionality of the crime to the punishment. See, e.g., Walker, 306 Minn. at 110, 235 N.W.2d at 814. 

The Supreme Court, in deciding whether punishment is cruel and unusual, asks if the punishment comports 

with the “evolving standards of decency that mark the progress of a maturing society.” Trop v. Dulles, 

356 U.S. 86, 101, 78 S.Ct. 590, 598, 2 L.Ed.2d 630 (1958) (plurality). Evolving standards of decency were 

crucial in Thompson v. Oklahoma, when the Court found that the execution of a 15–year–old is “now 

generally abhorrent to the conscience of the community.” 487 U.S. at 832, 108 S.Ct. at 2697 (plurality). 

See also id. at 849, 108 S.Ct. at 2706 (O'Connor, J., concurring). State v. Mitchell, 577 N.W.2d 481, 489 

(Minn. 1998). Importantly, regarding the argument of cruel or unusual punishment, the State was unable 

to find any caselaw that held the remedy would be dismissal of the charges.  

The records that have been made available clearly indicate Defendant suffers from a severe mental 

illness and continues to engage in dangerous behavior that put himself and others at high risk for violence. 

It is well documented that Defendant has been placed on suicide watch multiple times, has been assaultive 

and sexually inappropriate with staff and other patients and threatens to kill staff. Furthermore, it is 

confirmed that in Defendant’s prior 10-year imprisonment he spent most of that time in segregation. 

Defense has not provided any proof that jail staff treated Defendant by any means other than what was 

necessary for the safety of Defendant and others.   

Lastly, neither the State nor the Court had any control of how long the waitlist is at St. Peters. The 

State understands defense’s immense frustration at the length in time it took for a bed to become available 

at St. Peters, however, that does not rise to the level of cruel or unusual punishment and this criminal case 
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is the incorrect venue to challenge what occurs at the jail. Defendant was being held indefinitely after the 

finding of Mentally Ill and Dangerous. If the bail had been reduced in the Second-Degree Assault case, or 

even if the case was dismissed, Defendant would have remained in custody at the Hennepin County jail 

until a bed became available at St. Peters.   

CONCLUSION 

Because there is no evidence that Defendant underwent cruel or unusual punishment, the Court 

should deny Defendant’s Motion to Dismiss.  

 

Respectfully submitted, 

 MARY MORIARTY  

 Hennepin County Attorney 

Dated: December 15. 2023  

 

 By:   

 Jenna Dominik (#0400050) 

 Assistant Hennepin County Attorney 

 C2300 Government Center 

 Minneapolis, MN 55487 
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STATE OF MINNESOTA 

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN 

DISTRICT COURT 

FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT 

PROBATE / MENTAL HEALTH DIVISION 

File No. 27-MH-PR-23-26 

In the Matter of the Civil Commitment of 

Jarelle Thomas Vaughn, 

DOB: 03/10/1981 

Respondent. 

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF 

LAW, AND ORDER FOR 

INDETERMINATE COMMITMENT AS A 

PERSON WHO IS MENTALLY ILL AND 

DANGEROUS TO THE PUBLIC 

 The above-entitled matter came on for hearing before the undersigned Referee of District 

Court on May 10, 2023, pursuant to Minn. Stat. §253B.18, Subd. 2.  

Petitioner was represented by Annsara Elasky, Assistant Hennepin County Attorney.  

Respondent was present and was represented by Joel Fisher, Esq. Also present were examiner, Dr. 

Jason L. Lewis, Ph.D, LP; Respondent’s aunt, Kim Cunningham; and Nadia Garavito with case 

management services. The Court admitted the following evidence with no objection from 

Respondent:  

Exhibit 1 – Mentally Ill and Dangerous-60 Day Evaluation Report 

Exhibit 2 – Curriculum Vitae of Dr. Jason L. Lewis, Ph.D., LP 

Exhibit 3 –Hennepin County Medical Center (“HCMC”) records 

Exhibit 4 – Hennepin County Jail records 

Exhibit 5 – Jail incident report, April 11, 2023 

Exhibit 6 – Jail incident report, April 25, 2023 

The Court also took judicial notice of its Order for Commitment as Mentally Ill and Dangerous, 

dated February 27, 2023; and Dr. Dawn Peuschold’s examiner report dated February 21, 2023. 

At the conclusion of the trial Respondent’s counsel requested permission to submit written 

closing arguments. The Court received closing argument from Respondent on May 19, 2023, and 

from Petitioner on May 26, 2023, at which time the matter was taken under advisement. 

The Court, having heard the evidence adduced at the hearing and being otherwise fully 

advised in the premises, and upon all the files, records, and proceedings herein, now makes the 

following: 

Attachment 1
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FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. By Order filed herein on February 27, 2023, Respondent was committed to the head

of Minnesota Security Hospital1 as a person mentally ill and dangerous to the public. He currently 

remains at the Hennepin County Adult Detention Center, pending placement. 

2. The Treatment Report from the Forensic Mental Health Program (“FMHP”)

pursuant to Minn. Stat. § 253B.18, subd. 2, was received by the Court on April 25, 2023. See Ex. 

1. 

3. The Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law contained in this Court’s Order of

February 27, 2023, are hereby incorporated herein and made a part of this Order by reference. In 

particular, Respondent is diagnosed with schizoaffective disorder and schizoaffective disorder 

versus bipolar I disorder with psychotic features versus schizophrenia. Commit Ord., p. 6. 

Respondent has a history of mental illness dating back to age 14-15. Id. at 7. Furthermore, 

Respondent has been incarcerated most of his adult life, and when not incarcerated he reported 

multiple hospital visits and admissions. Id. He served 10 years in prison in the State of Iowa for a 

robbery conviction where he spent over seven years in segregation due to active symptoms of 

mental illness (i.e. mood instability, paranoia, hallucinations, and violent behavior). Id. at 8. 

Consequently, this Court found that (a) Respondent is mentally ill and mental illness is manifested 

by instances of grossly disturbed behavior or faulty perceptions; (b) as a result of Respondent’s 

impairment, he presents a clear danger to the safety of others and there is a substantial likelihood 

that he will engage in acts capable of inflicting serious physical harm on another; and (c) the less 

restrictive placement for Respondent is commitment as a person who has a mental illness and is 

dangerous to the public. Id. at 16.  

4. Respondent is not currently receiving any mental health treatment or neuroleptic

medication to treat his symptoms for mental illness while he is incarcerated. See Ex. 3, p. 15. 

However, he was scheduled to meet with a provider on May 12, 2023, to discuss neuroleptic 

medications. Respondent argues that Respondent is entitled to admission to a state operated 

treatment facility within 48-hours of the first commitment order (circa March 2, 2023). Minn. Stat 

§253B.18 read together with Minn. Stat §253B.10 subd.1 (“the 48-hour rule”) allows for a process

for Respondent to receive treatment immediately after a commitment order issues and to evaluate 

the need for indeterminate commitment after one receives treatment. During the following 60 days 

1 Minnesota Security Hospital is now referred to as the Forensic Mental Health Program (“FMHP”). 
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an examiner (in this case Dr. Lewis) prepares a "60-day treatment report", which would detail the 

many mental problems the Respondent might have, describe what efforts are underway to treat 

them, and to provide a risk assessment opining if Respondent remains mentally ill and dangerous 

to the public after having received treatment for his mental health symptoms. Because the examiner 

did not review any treatment records from the date of commitment to the present, he relied on 

records prior to the date of commitment and interview with the Respondent. Respondent argues 

that in this case Dr Lewis testimony was wholly consistent with Dr. Peuschold's, the Court 

Examiner in the original commitment.  Furthermore, Dr. Lewis’ testimony discussed a risk 

assessment he conducted that could be different if Respondent were receiving treatment. Dr. Lewis 

further testified that there was nothing to prevent the Petitioner from bringing a request for a Jarvis 

order (forcing neuroleptic medication) while the Respondent was in jail. To date, no such order 

has been requested in the present case. Therefore, since Respondent is not receiving treatment, no 

attempts have been made by the jail to provide treatment, and the 48-hour rule has been violated, 

the Court should deny the request to indeterminately commit Respondent as a person who is 

mentally ill and dangerous to the public. This Court does not agree.  

5. Dr. Lewis provided a persuasive report and credible testimony indicating

Respondent continues to be a person who is mentally ill and dangerous to the public. Ex. 1, p. 9. 

Dr. Lewis interviewed the Respondent and reviewed records indicated in his report to include prior 

examiner reports, medical records, and court orders. He provided a risk assessment2 and diagnosed 

Respondent with the following: schizoaffective disorder, bipolar type (provisional); stimulant 

(cocaine and methamphetamine) use disorder, in a controlled environment; cannabis use disorder, 

in a controlled environment; alcohol use disorder, in a controlled environment; adult antisocial 

behavior (provisional); and rule out antisocial personality disorder. Ex. 1, p. 7. Dr. Lewis opines 

that Respondent’s short-term prognosis poor and he remains acutely psychotic.  He is not receiving 

psychotropic medication and is not currently placed in a treatment setting.  He lacks insight into 

his illness and need for treatment.  He has a history of noncompliance with psychotropic 

medication while in the community.  He has a long history of violence towards others as well as 

self-injurious behavior. Id. However, he does have a history of responding favorably to the 

administration of antipsychotic medication. The available records indicate treatment providers 

2 Dr. Lewis utilized the Historical-Clinical-Risk Management 20, Version 3 (HCR-20V3) to assess Respondent’s 

risk for future violence. 
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have observed an appreciable decrease in his symptomatology during periods of compliance with 

antipsychotic medication. Thus, it is possible Respondent will demonstrate significant psychiatric 

improvement, develop insight, and maintain treatment adherence following the initiation of 

comprehensive mental health treatment (i.e. antipsychotic medication, psychoeducational 

treatment groups) provided in a highly structured and controlled setting. Id.  

Dr. Lewis further provides that Respondent has expressed paranoid ideation that could 

result in additional violence in the future, indicating that it is significant that Respondent endorsed 

chronic homicidal ideation during interviews with Drs. Carlson and Peuschold.  He informed Dr. 

Carlson he thinks of hurting others “all the time,” and he told Dr. Peuschold he is “always thinking 

about hurting someone.” Dr. Lewis agrees with the Court’s initial finding of mentally ill and 

dangerous to the public and concludes that Respondent presents a substantial likelihood of 

engaging in future violence. Id. at 9. He has a lengthy and well documented history of engaging in 

violent and/or threatening behaviors, remains acutely psychotic (e.g., hyper-religious and paranoid 

delusional ideation, disorganization of thought), and lacks insight into his illness and need for 

psychotropic medication.  Furthermore, Dr. Lewis opines that Respondent presents with several 

historical risk factors associated with increased baseline risk for violence; and presents with several 

uncontrolled clinical risk factors that can further exacerbate his already elevated baseline risk for 

future violence-his uncontrolled clinical risk factors include problems with insight, violent 

ideation, symptoms of major mental disorder, instability, and response to treatment/supervision. 

Dr. Lewis did testify that his risk assessment may be impacted if Respondent were receiving 

treatment with neuroleptic medications. However, despite this, Dr. Lewis concludes that the most 

appropriate treatment setting at this time based on Respondent’s level of risk, ongoing treatment 

needs, and history of noncompliance with treatment interventions while in the community is 

FMHP. Respondent cannot be adequately supervised in an outpatient or other less restrictive 

setting. Such a placement would not provide adequate protection to the public at this time in Dr. 

Lewis’s opinion. Id. The Court agrees with Dr. Lewis.  

Records indicate that Respondent had an appointment with a doctor regarding neuroleptic 

medications on May 12, 2023. Ex. 3, p. 15. However, no information was submitted to the court 

regarding any follow-up to this appointment. The records are unclear what, if any affect 

neuroleptics have currently made regarding Respondent’s risk assessment for future violence and 

dangerousness to the public. Further, records did not indicate Respondent requesting treatment and 
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being refused such treatment by the jail. In fact, records suggest nursing staff discussing options 

for medication on May 1, 2023, to where the Respondent replied that they have provided him 

benefit in the past and he stopped taking them due to weight gain. Id. at 14. The Court must 

determine if Respondent is presently mentally and dangerous to the public.  Respondent has 

remained aggressive and assaultive while in jail. Id. at 12; Ex. 5; and Ex. 6. While seeing how 

Respondent reacted in treatment may have changed the Examiner’s risk assessment, the fact is that 

the Respondent has not yet had treatment and the Examiner believes Respondent continues to meet 

criteria for mentally ill and dangerous to the public.  

Respondent fails to cite authority for the proposition that the remedy for failure to treat him 

is denial of the final determination of mentally ill and dangerous. Furthermore, the legislature 

likely intended a second layer of judicial review prior to indefinite commitment as a procedural 

safeguard to catch any mistakes made in the initial commitment, as well as to consider any changed 

circumstances. Seeing how there is no change in Respondent’s circumstances and no mistakes 

have been asserted, the Court denies Respondent’s request to deny the indeterminate determination 

on the basis that Respondent has not yet received treatment. Respondent presents no reasoning or 

authority in support of the position that continued mentally ill and dangerous to the public status 

is not proved by clear and convincing evidence when the committed person has not begun 

receiving treatment. 

6. Commitment for an indeterminate period of time to the Forensic Mental Health

Program as a person mentally ill and dangerous to the public is currently the least restrictive, 

available, and appropriate disposition of this matter.  Respondent continues to lack insight into his 

diagnosis and treatment needs. Existing safeguards are presently insufficient to manage his level 

of risk.  

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

1. Petitioner established by clear and convincing evidence that the statutory

requirements as defined in Minn. Stat. § 253B.02, subd. 17.  have been met, and that Respondent 

continues to be a person mentally ill and dangerous to the public,  

2. Respondent should be committed for an indeterminate period of time, pursuant to

Minn. Stat. §253B.18, subd. 3. 
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ORDER 

1. That Respondent is committed as a person mentally ill and dangerous to the public

to the Forensic Mental Health Program for an indeterminate period of time. 

2. That this commitment shall be subject to all provisions of Minn. Stat. § 253B.18.

3. Costs of care will be paid in accordance with Minn. Stat. § 246.50-55. Respondent

may be responsible for all or a portion of the cost of treatment and/or board and lodging based on 

a sliding fee scale and the eligibility requirements set forth in Minn. Stat. § 246.50-55.  

Order Recommended by: BY THE COURT: 

_____________________________ __________________________ 

Referee of District Court  Judge of District Court 
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State of Minnesota District Court
County of Hennepin 4th Judicial District

23A12299Prosecutor File No.
27-CR-23-23201Court File No.

State of Minnesota, COMPLAINT

Plaintiff, Summons

vs.

JARELLE THOMAS VAUGHN    DOB: 03/10/1981

1010 Currie Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55403

Defendant.

The Complainant submits this complaint to the Court and states that there is probable cause to believe
Defendant committed the following offense(s):

COUNT I

Charge: Assault - 4th Degree - Peace Officer - Throws/transfers bodily fluids or feces at or onto
officer
Minnesota Statute: 609.2231.1(c)(2), with reference to:  609.101.2, 609.2231.1(c)
Maximum Sentence: 3 YEARS AND/OR $6,000
Offense Level: Felony

Offense Date (on or about): 10/13/2023

Control #(ICR#): 23017726

Charge Description: That on or about 10/13/2023, in Minneapolis, in Hennepin County, Minnesota, Jarelle
Thomas Vaughn assaulted Victim, a peace officer, while that officer was effecting a lawful arrest or
executing a duty imposed upon him by law, and intentionally threw or transferred bodily fluids or feces at
or upon the officer.

1

Attachment 2
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STATEMENT OF PROBABLE CAUSE

Complainant has investigated the facts and circumstances of this offense and believes the following
establishes probable cause:

On October 13, 2023, Jarelle Thomas Vaughn, born March 10, 1981, herein DEFENDANT, was an inmate
at the Hennepin County Jail in Minneapolis, Hennepin County, Minnesota.

During breakfast, deputies went into DEFENDANT’s G-Mod to feed DEFENDANT. Deputies opened
DEFENDANT’s food pass; however, DEFENDANT had a towel covering it. As deputies were putting the
food on the food pass DEFENDANT removed the towel and spat at the deputy. DEFENDANT’s spit hit the
deputy, herein VICTIM, in the face. 

DEFENDANT has repeated incidents of violence in the jail, particularly towards staff. 

DEFENDANT has been in custody at the Forensic Mental Health St. Peter Tamarack Unit since October
25, 2023.

2
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SIGNATURES AND APPROVALS

Complainant requests that Defendant, subject to bail or conditions of release, be:
(1) arrested or that other lawful steps be taken to obtain Defendant's appearance in court; or
(2) detained, if already in custody, pending further proceedings; and that said Defendant otherwise
be dealt with according to law.

Complainant declares under penalty of perjury that everything stated in this document is true and
correct. Minn. Stat. § 358.116; Minn. R. Crim. P. 2.01, subds. 1, 2.

Complainant Allan McHugh Electronically Signed:
10/30/2023 12:22 PM
Hennepin County,  Minnesota

Detective
350 S 5th St
Minneapolis, MN 55415
Badge: 500

Being authorized to prosecute the offenses charged, I approve this complaint.

Prosecuting Attorney Electronically Signed:
10/30/2023 11:53 AM

Jenna Dominik
300 S 6th St
Minneapolis, MN 55487
(612) 348-5550

3
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FINDING OF PROBABLE CAUSE
From the above sworn facts, and any supporting affidavits or supplemental sworn testimony, I, the Issuing Officer, have

determined that probable cause exists to support, subject to bail or conditions of release where applicable, Defendant’s arrest

or other lawful steps be taken to obtain Defendant’s appearance in court, or Defendant’s detention, if already in custody,

pending further proceedings. Defendant is therefore charged with the above-stated offense(s).

SUMMONSX
THEREFORE YOU, THE DEFENDANT, ARE SUMMONED to appear as directed in the Notice of Hearing before the
above-named court to answer this complaint.

IF YOU FAIL TO APPEAR in response to this SUMMONS, a WARRANT FOR YOUR ARREST shall be issued.

WARRANT

To the Sheriff of the above-named county; or other person authorized to execute this warrant: I order, in the name of the State

of Minnesota, that the Defendant be apprehended and arrested without delay and brought promptly before the court (if in

session), and if not, before a Judge or Judicial Officer of such court without unnecessary delay, and in any event not later than

36 hours after the arrest or as soon as such Judge or Judicial Officer is available to be dealt with according to law.

Execute in MN Only Execute Nationwide Execute in Border States

ORDER OF DETENTION

Since the Defendant is already in custody, I order, subject to bail or conditions of release, that the Defendant continue to be
detained pending further proceedings.

Bail:  $0.00
Conditions of Release:  

This complaint, duly subscribed and sworn to or signed under penalty of perjury, is issued by the undersigned Judicial Officer
as of the following date: October 30, 2023.

Judicial Officer Amy Dawson
District Court Judge

Electronically Signed: 10/30/2023 04:26 PM

Sworn testimony has been given before the Judicial Officer by the following witnesses:
 

COUNTY OF HENNEPIN
STATE OF MINNESOTA

State of Minnesota
Plaintiff

vs.

Jarelle Thomas Vaughn
Defendant

LAW ENFORCEMENT OFFICER RETURN OF SERVICE
I hereby Certify and Return that I have served a copy of this

Summons upon the Defendant herein named.

Signature of Authorized Service Agent:
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DEFENDANT FACT SHEET

Name: Jarelle Thomas Vaughn

DOB: 03/10/1981

Address: 1010 Currie Ave
Minneapolis, MN 55403

Alias Names/DOB:

SID:  

Height:

Weight:

Eye Color:

Hair Color:

Gender: MALE

Race: Black

Fingerprints Required per Statute: Yes

Fingerprint match to Criminal History Record: No

Driver's License #:  

SILS Person ID #: 714104

SILS Tracking No. 3362726

Alcohol Concentration:
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STATUTE AND OFFENSE GRID

Cnt
Nbr

Statute
Type

Offense
Date(s)

Statute Nbrs and Descriptions Offense
Level

MOC GOC Controlling
Agencies

Case
Numbers

1 Charge 10/13/2023 609.2231.1(c)(2)
Assault - 4th Degree - Peace Officer -
Throws/transfers bodily fluids or feces
at or onto officer

Felony A4G07  MN0270000 23017726

 Penalty 10/13/2023 609.2231.1(c)
Assault - 4th Degree - Peace Officer -
Penalty for violation of 609.2231.1(c)(1)
or (c)(2)

Felony A4G07  MN0270000 23017726

 Definition 10/13/2023 609.101.2
Minimum Fines – Victim Assistance
Programs

 No-Level A4G07  MN0270000 23017726
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