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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

FOR THE DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY 

MICHAEL WILDEY JR.,  
Plaintiff, 

v. 
SGT. NICOLAS SALAMONE, in his 
official and individual capacities, CPL. 
BRADLEY ELLMANN, in his official and 
individual capacities, and CHESTER 
TOWNSHIP, NEW JERSEY, 

Defendants. 

 

Civil Action No. ______________ 

 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT  
 

JURY TRIAL DEMAND 

This is a Civil Action brought by Plaintiff, Michael Wildey Jr., against Defendants, Sgt. 

Nicolas Salamone, in his official and individual capacities, Cpl. Bradley Ellmann, in his official 

and individual capacities, and Chester Township, New Jersey. Mr. Wildey brings a claim under 42 

U.S.C. § 1983 for Defendants’ violation of his First, Fourth, and Fourteenth Amendment rights to 

the U.S. Constitution, along with Defendants’ violation of his rights guaranteed by the New Jersey 

State Constitution, alleging as follows: 

THE PARTIES 

1. Plaintiff, Michael Wildey Jr., is and was at all relevant times, a citizen of the United 

States and resides in Chester Township, New Jersey.  

2. Defendant, Sgt. Nicolas Salamone, is an individual who, at all relevant times, is 

and was a duly appointed and acting police officer for Chester Township, New Jersey, and is and 

was acting in such a capacity as an agent, servant, and/or employee of Chester Township, New 

Jersey, and/or is and was acting under the color of law. 

3. Defendant, Cpl. Bradley Ellmann, is an individual who, at all relevant times, is and 

was a duly appointed and acting police officer for Chester Township, New Jersey, and is and was 
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acting in such a capacity as an agent, servant, and/or employee of Chester Township, New Jersey, 

and/or is and was acting under the color of law. 

4. Defendant, Chester Township, New Jersey, is a duly delegated municipal 

corporation and/or entity pursuant to the laws of the State of New Jersey. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

5. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this civil action per 28 U.S.C. § 1331 

as this is a civil action arising under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and the First and Fourth Amendments to the 

U.S. Constitution. 

6. This Court has personal jurisdiction over all Defendants as they are all citizens or 

organs of the State of New Jersey, and the Defendants committed the acts complained of within 

the said State. 

7. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b)(1) & (2) as all 

defendants reside in this District and all events giving rise to the claim occurred in this District. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

8. On or about August 31, 2025, a motor vehicle accident took place on a public 

roadway located in Chester Township, New Jersey. 

9. After the accident (and after the injured had been removed), Plaintiff legally parked 

his vehicle near the scene of the accident, to observe the post-accident investigation and take 

photographs of the scene.   

10. Plaintiff remained in a public area at all relevant times while observing and 

photographing without interfering in any post-accident investigation being conducted by the 

Chester Township Police Department. 

11. Despite remaining in a public space and not interfering in the post-accident 

investigation, the Defendants Salamone and Ellmann, in the course of their employment as police 
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officers for Chester Township, New Jersey, engaged in activity in violation of Plaintiff’s 

Constitutional rights. 

12. The Defendants’ activity was recorded as audiovisual footage from the bodycams 

worn by Defendants Salamone and Ellmann; and the footage reveals numerous violations of 

Plaintiff’s Constitutional rights. See Exhibit A (Ellmann Bodycam Footage), and Exhibit B 

(Salamone Bodycam Footage). 

13. Specifically, Defendants Salamone and Ellmann approached Plaintiff asking him if 

he had taken photographs of the accident scene. 

14. When he admitted that he had, Ellmann said, “Give me your phone. It’s going to 

be seized for evidence.” Exh. A at 00:00:29; Exh. B at 00:00:40. 

15. When Plaintiff objected to the seizure of his phone, Ellmann said Plaintiff could 

keep his phone if “you delete them right now.” Exh. A at 00:00:39; Exh. B at 00:00:50. 

16. Defendants stood in close proximity to Plaintiff forcing him to delete any photos 

he took of the accident site, and to ensure the photos were permanently deleted, Ellmann even 

stood over him and demanded Plaintiff delete them from his cellphone’s “recently deleted” folder. 

Exh. A at 00:00:53; Exh. B at 00:01:04. 

17. Once Plaintiff complied with these unconstitutional demands, Ellmann stated 

“Alright. He can leave.” Exh. A at 00:01:15; Exh. B at 00:01:27. 

18. Plaintiff only complied because he felt that he was not free to go, and that he would 

be arrested and put in jail for the weekend if he did not comply.   

19. Any person of ordinary firmness would have believed that he was detained and that 

avoiding arrest or other repercussions was only possible if he deleted the photographs.   
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20. Immediately after the Plaintiff’s photographs were deleted, Defendant Salamone 

walks away and states to several other police officers on the scene, “Make sure this guy doesn’t 

take his phone out again because he was taking pictures of everything.” Exh. B at 00:01:59. 

21. Defendants accordingly not only unconstitutionally detained Plaintiff and forced 

Plaintiff to delete his footage, but also acted to prevent him taking any additional footage.   

22. Defendant Salamone is then heard joking with other Chester Township police 

officers whether Plaintiff is parked legally or not so as to issue him a ticket; stating, “I gotta look 

up the ordinance…” Exh. B at 00:02:05. 

23. Nevertheless, Defendant Salamone made his true intentions known when he 

advises the other police officers: “We’ll get him out of here.” Exh. B at 00:02:13. 

24. Defendant Salamone then instructs Plaintiff to leave the area despite his 

constitutional right to be in a public place. Exh. B at 00:02:36. 

25. On December 7, 2021, the Acting Attorney General for the State of New Jersey, 

the Hon. Andrew J. Bruck, issued Attorney General Law Enforcement Directive No. 2021-11 to 

all local and county law enforcement offices entitled, “First Amendment Right to Observe, 

Object to, and Record Police Activity” which provides a list of actions prohibited by police 

officers when a member of the public seeks to publicly record them. See Exhibit C. 

26. The New Jersey Attorney General’s Directive clearly states an “officer shall not:” 

• Tell the bystander that the recording of police officers, police activity, or 
persons who are the subject of a police action is not allowed. 

• Tell a bystander that recording police activity requires a permit or officer 
consent. 

• Threaten, intimidate, order to cease, or otherwise discourage a bystander 
from remaining in the proximity of, recording, or verbally commenting on 
officer conduct directed at the officer’s official activities. 

• Demand that the bystander state a reason why the bystander is recording. 
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 • Detain, arrest, or threaten to arrest a bystander based on activity protected 
by the First Amendment, including but not limited to the bystander’s verbal 
criticism, questioning of police actions, lawful recording of the officers, or 
gestures. 

27. The bodycam footage reveals that rather than follow the mandates of the New 

Jersey Attorney General, the Defendants committed every single unconstitutional act on this list. 

CAUSES OF ACTION 
Count I 

Unlawful and Retaliatory Seizure/False Arrest  
(42 U.S.C. § 1983 – First, Fourth, and Fourteenth Amendments) 

28. Plaintiff hereby repeats and realleges each and every allegation in the preceding 

paragraphs as if set forth fully herein. 

29. Observing and recording on-duty police activity in a public forum, without 

interfering with those duties, is a legitimate means of gathering information and is conduct 

protected by the First Amendment. 

30. This is clearly established law or in the alternative, so obviously the law that no 

reasonable law enforcement officer would have conducted themselves as the Defendants did.   

31. On August 31, 2025, Plaintiff was engaged in constitutionally protected expressive 

activity—namely, observing and recording on-duty officers from Chester Township performing 

their duties in public. 

32. As a result of this activity, and in retaliation for the activity, Defendants Salamone 

and Ellmann detained and arrested Plaintiff, seized his cellphone, and forced him to delete 

photographs legally taken in a public place, before they released him from his improper detention. 

33. Defendants Salamone and Ellmann unlawfully detained Plaintiff for lawfully 

engaging in constitutionally protected expressive activity: observing and recording police activity. 
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34. Defendants’ actions were unreasonable, unlawful, and deprived Plaintiff of his right 

to be free from unreasonable seizure of his person in violation of the Fourth and Fourteenth 

Amendments to the U.S. Constitution and his right not to be retaliated against for exercising his 

First Amendment rights. 

35. As a direct result of the Defendants’ conduct described above, Plaintiff suffered 

damages through the loss of liberty. 

36. Furthermore, Plaintiff now reasonably fears future interference with his right to 

record police, and retaliatory or unlawful arrest for recording police activity.  

37. Defendants’ actions described herein were either negligent, intentional, and/or 

exhibited a reckless indifference to Plaintiff’s clearly established constitutional rights. 

Count II 
Unlawful and Retaliatory Search/Seizure  
(42 U.S.C. § 1983 – Fourth Amendment) 

38. Plaintiff hereby repeats and realleges each and every allegation in the preceding 

paragraphs as if set forth fully herein. 

39. Plaintiff has a right under the Fourth Amendment to be free from unreasonable 

searches and seizures.  

40. As stated above, Defendants Salamone and Ellmann seized Plaintiff’s cellphone 

under the false pretext that the photographs that Plaintiff took were evidence relating to the motor 

vehicle accident.  

41. Then, Defendants abandoned that pretext and demanded that Plaintiff delete any 

photographs he took in order for him to be allowed to leave the scene. 

42. Defendants then stood in close proximity to Plaintiff forcing him to delete any 

photos he took of the accident site. 
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43. Only after Plaintiff complied with Defendants’ unlawful demands, was Plaintiff 

told he was free to leave. 

44. As a direct result of the Defendants’ conduct described above, Plaintiff suffered 

damages through the loss of liberty. 

45. Furthermore, Plaintiff now reasonably fears future interference with his right to 

record police, and retaliatory or unlawful arrest for recording police activity.  

46. Defendants’ actions described herein were either negligent, intentional, and/or 

exhibited a reckless indifference to Plaintiff’s clearly established constitutional rights. 

47. Defendants’ actions violated clearly established law or in the alternative, were so 

obviously unconstitutional law that no reasonable law enforcement officer would have conducted 

themselves as the Defendants did.  

Count III 
Monell1 Claims  

(42 U.S.C. § 1983 – First, Fourth, and Fourteenth Amendments) 

48. Plaintiff hereby repeats and realleges each and every allegation in the preceding 

paragraphs as if set forth fully herein. 

49. Defendant, Chester Township, New Jersey, maintains, condones, and is 

deliberately indifferent to unconstitutional policies, customs and practices of the Defendants, 

Salamone, Ellmann, and other members of the police force, including but not limited falsely 

arresting people and/or seizing their property for observing and/or filming police activity in public, 

in violation of the First, Fourth, and Fourteenth Amendments. 

50. These customs and practices are so pervasive that they constitute de facto policies 

of Chester Township, New Jersey. 

 
1 Monell v. Dept. of Soc. Svcs., 436 U.S. 658 (1978). 
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51. In addition, by its actions, Chester Township, New Jersey has ratified the unlawful 

conduct of the Individual Defendants herein. 

52. The aforementioned policies, customs and practices directly caused and were the 

moving force behind Plaintiff’s constitutional deprivations and resulting injuries alleged herein, 

including but not limited to the loss of liberty.  

53. Plaintiff fears future constitutional deprivations and resulting injuries should he 

continue to exercise his First Amendment rights to observe and/or record public police activity. 

Count IV 
Violations of the New Jersey Constitution and New Jersey Civil Rights Act  

(N.J. Const., N.J.S.A. 10:6-1 to 10:6-2) 

54. Plaintiff repeats and realleges each and every allegation contained in the paragraphs 

previously set forth. 

55. The actions of all Defendants acting under color of state law and/or in their 

individual capacities as set forth at length above, deprived Plaintiff of his rights secured by the 

Constitution of the State of New Jersey and in in violation the N.J.S.A. 10:6-1, et. seq. (“The New 

Jersey Civil Rights Act”). 

56. As a direct result of the Defendants’ conduct described above, Plaintiff suffered 

damages through the loss of liberty. 

57. Furthermore, Plaintiff now reasonably fears future interference with his right to 

record police, and retaliatory or unlawful arrest for recording police activity.  

58. Defendants’ actions described herein were either negligent, intentional, and/or 

exhibited a reckless indifference to Plaintiff’s clearly established constitutional rights. 

JURY DEMAND 

 Pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 38(b), Plaintiff Michael Wildey Jr. demands a trial by jury of 

all issues presented in this Complaint which are triable by jury.  
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 WHEREFORE, Plaintiff asks this Court to issue and award:  

A. Enter Judgment in Favor of Plaintiff against Defendants; 

B. Enter a Temporary Injunctive Order preventing Defendants from retaliating against 

Plaintiff for exercising his constitutional right to observe and film public police activity; 

C. Enter a Permanent Injunctive Order preventing Defendants from retaliating against 

Plaintiff for exercising his constitutional right to observe and film public police activity; 

D. Award Compensatory and Punitive Damages against Defendants; 

E. Award Plaintiff’s reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988 

and any other applicable provisions of law; 

F. Any such other and further relief the Court deems just and proper. 

Dated: February 19, 2026.   Respectfully Submitted, 

/s/ Vincent S. Verdiramo  
Vincent S. Verdiramo, 024691986 
vincent@verdiramolaw.com 
Verdiramo & Verdiramo Esqs. PA 
3163 Kennedy Boulevard 
Jersey City, New Jersey 07306 
Tel: 201-798-7082 
 
 

Marc J. Randazza (PHV Forthcoming) 
ecf@randazza.com 
Alan R. Levy, 032071999 
arl@randazza.com 
RANDAZZA LEGAL GROUP, PLLC 
30 Western Avenue 
Gloucester, MA 01930 
(978) 801-1776 
 
Counsel for Plaintiff, Michael Wildey Jr.  
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VERIFICATION OF COMPLAINT 

 
I, Michael Wildey Jr., am the Plaintiff in the above-captioned matter. I have reviewed the 

foregoing allegations in this Verified Complaint, and I hereby declare under penalty of perjury that 

the foregoing allegations are true and correct to the best of my knowledge and understanding.  

 
Dated: ___________________  ________________________ 

Michael Wildey Jr.   
 

 

02 / 19 / 2026

Doc ID: ab7b05a846b733294a066dc74e3b25d25d3ecf2c

Case 2:26-cv-01672-JKS-CF     Document 1     Filed 02/19/26     Page 10 of 10 PageID: 10



 
 

Exhibit A 
Video Exhibit 

Ellmann Bodycam Footage 
 

To be filed conventionally  
with the Clerk’s Office. 
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Video Exhibit 

Salamone Bodycam Footage 
 

To be filed conventionally  
with the Clerk’s Office. 
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Exhibit C 
New Jersey Attorney General Law 

Enforcement Directive No. 2021-11 
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