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1 that there's an only one-inch eave on any kind of 1 Q. Following that settlement agreement, did
2 house or shed or doghouse, even. They're clearly 2 you contact the city about moving the shed?
3 draining over onto the Thorpes property. Youcan't 3 A. Yes
4 play -- you can't play like you don't know when I've 4 Q. When wasthat?
5 givenyou al the evidence and theinformationto do 5 A. Itwasright after the settlement. And
6 so, andit's McNeil Engineering at the top of the 6 thecity waslike, you guys arein alawsuit about
7 form. 7 this, you guysarein acivil matter about this, we
8 Q. Sojustto back up, are you aware that 8 arenot getting involved. And | told them, it's
9 Cedar Hills continued to have discussionswiththe | 9 done. It'sover. Everything has been finalized.
10 Sanchezes about the exact marker placement of the| 10  But again, no, no, no, we're got getting involved.
11  boundary line between your property? 11  We're not getting involved.
12 A. | know they did at first, but they haven't | 12 Q. Do you remember who you spoke to? Was
13 recently. 13 it--
14 Q. Okay. Areyou aware that the Sanchezes | 14 A. Yes
15 provided the city with surveying information -- 15 Q. Sorry. Go ahead.
16 A. Thesurvey -- I'm sorry. Finish. 16 A. Jenny Peay.
17 Q. No, you'refine. You know, demonstrating| 17 Q. Jenny Peay. Wasit a phone conversation?
18 wherethey believe the property line was? 18 Wasit an email conversation?
19 A. Yes. Wehad surveyorsthat didn't account| 19 A. | believeit was an in-person conversation
20 for anything and it wasn't McNeil. 20 attheoffice.
21 Q. And that was back in 2017? 21 Q. Okay. And you remember after you
22 A. Yeah 22 explained to her that the case has settled, she said
23 Q. Letmefast forwardit. | think you 23 toyouthisisacivil matter between you two?
24 touched onit alittle bit. After -- et me--it's 24 A. Yes. Soasl recal correctly, and | hope
25 adclarifying question | have. Do you know whenthe25  you were done, | don't mean to cut you off.
Page 94 Page 96
1 partiesentered their settlement agreement on the 1 Q. No, that's perfectly fine.
2 treelawsuit? 2 A. When| literally gave her multiple maps,
3 A. Soif | understand you correctly, when did 3 multiple diagrams all from McNeil Engineering,
4 wefinally -- when did both the Thorpes and the 4 showing specificaly where everything was and where
5 Sanchezes cometo a settlement? 5 everything had been measured out, because McNeil did
6 Q. Yes 6 all the measuring and it clearly showed that their
7 A. | beieveit was March 12th of 2020. I'm 7 shed was still, like, within an inch from the
8 sorry. May 12th. May 12, 2020. 8 property line. But, again, the narrow-minded
9 Q. Okay. And so wasthat -- did that 9 biasnessfrom the city is, like, they come out and
10 settlement agreement occur, and | haven't seen that 10 they eyeball it. Well, it lookslikeit'snot on
11 myself -- 11 their property to me. Okay. Wdll, that's why we
12 A. Okay. 12 hire engineers, you moron. And then | aso showed
13 Q. --but did that settlement agreement 13 them that their shed is still on stilts and that that
14 include McNeil Engineering's most recent survey that 14 isaso aviolation of the code of the city, that
15 you had mentioned earlier? 15 shedsneed to be on asolid surface. Like, afirm,
16 A. What do you mean, it included? 16 solid surface. On stilts, I've never heard anybody
17 Q. Wasit an exhibit to the settlement 17 agreeing that a stilt isa solid surface. Andit's
18 agreement? 18 till likethat to thisday. I'vejust kind of given
19 A. Yes Yes. 19 uponit because, again, the city just doesn't do
20 Q. And so that agreement said thisis what we 20 anything.
21 --thisisthe boundary line we agree to? 21 Q. Sointhat meeting, | guess thiswould
22 A. Yes. 22 have been in May of 2020; isthat right?
23 Q. Okay. And it had an exhibit from McNeil 23 A. Yes
24 Engineering? 24 Q. Inthat meeting with Jenny Peay, that
25 A. Yes. 25  in-person meeting, she expressed to you we're not
Page 95 Page 97
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1 going to do anything becausethisisacivil matter? | 1 exhibit already previously marked as Exhibit 3. I'll
2 A. Yes 2 putthat up. Let'sseeifitletsme.
3 Q. And nothing has been done to thisday on | 3 Can you see that, Mr. Thorpe?
4 that, correct? 4 A. Yes
5 A. Not athing. 5 Q. Thisisthe Second Amended Complaint,
6 Q. Okay. Haveyou brought it up with the 6 Verified and Demand for Jury. | won't go through it
7 city again since that May 2020 meeting? 7 al, but have you seen it before?
8 A. | believel have. And | believel 8 A. Yes
9 actualy put it into, again, that complaint form that | 9 Q. | just want to ask somerealy quick
10 | wastelling you about at the beginning of our call, | 10 questions on this. If we go down to paragraph 16,
11  at the beginning of our talk. 11 you will see there's an alegation on here related to
12 Q. Okay. 12 thepolicies of Cedar Hills. What policies are you
13 A. Thereisaformthatyougototoissuea |13 aware of that Cedar Hills has that caused you harm?
14 complaint and | issued it to the new code enforcer, | 14 A. You mean other than not abiding by their
15 and| don't believel even got aresponse. Actualy, | 15 policies and being one-sided and biasness?
16 |takeit back. | believel did get aresponse and 16 Q. Okay. What policies do you know, are you
17 dl they said is, yeah, well look into it, but, 17 aware of that Cedar Hills did not abide by?
18 again, that's the same as no response. 18 A. Theonesthat wejust discussed. The ones
19 MR. FORD: Hyrum, if we're at agood 19 by how they're not having the Sanchezes keep their
20 point, could we take aten-minute break? | 20 shed on a solid surface and them having them on
21 apologize. 21 stilts. By having their shed too close to the
22 MR. BOSSERMAN: Yes. Absolutely. 22 property line. | mean, what we just literally
23 MR. FORD: Do you mind? That would be| 23  discussed.
24 helpful. 24 Q. Sowhat you mean when you say policiesis
25 MR. BOSSERMAN: No, that'sfine. Thank 25 you mean their own laws? Isthat what you are
Page 98 Page 100
1 you. 1 saying, their own ordinances?
2 (Break) 2 A. Yes
3 Q. (By Mr. Bosserman) So we had gone through 3 Q. And then you also mentioned being biased?
4 some of these incidences that we had talked about and 4 A. Throughout the whole thing, yes.
5 talked about whether Cedar Hillswasinvolved or not 5 Q. And your understanding, or, | guess, your
6 involved in each of them. Arethere any other 6 assumption that they are biased stems from their
7  incidences where Cedar Hills was involved that you 7 relation or the mayor's relationship with the
8 recal? 8 Sanchezes; isthat correct?
9 A. You know, not that | recall right now. | 9 A. | believethat'swhere it stemsfrom, yes.
10 mean, you've got to understand there's been so much, 10 Q. Okay. Any other policies? Y ou mentioned
11 it'soverwhelming, but | can't think of anything else 11 not enforcing the shed, | think iswhat you are
12 right now. 12 referring to with it being on stilts, it being over
13 Q. Okay. All right. | want to just talk 13 the property line, not enforcing that. Any other
14 redly quick about afew things. Oh, real quick. On 14  ordinances or policies that you don't believe Cedar
15 anumber -- you know, we talked on a number of the 15 Hillsisabiding by?
16 incidencesthat only American Fork police were 16 A. Well, | mean, no. Yeah. | mean, again,
17 involved in, you know, like the spraying of the water 17 aso having their -- their lights shining up against
18 and some of the other ones that we talked about. Do 18 our home. Having their lights shining up into our
19 you remember having any conversations with Cedar 19 bedroomsand in our home's windows. | mean, that's
20 Hills about the American Fork Police Department and 20 threethingsright there. Did you -- do you -- |
21 their responses? 21 mean, it'slikeliteraly everything we just
22 A. No. | don't recall anything like that, 22 discussed.
23 no. 23 Q. Okay. So, aso, | guess, Cedar Hills
24 Q. Now, I'm going to show you what is your 24 interpretation of their light ordinance?
25  Second Amended Complaint. | believethisisan 25 A. Yes.
Page 99 Page 101

26 (Pages 98 - 101)

Veritext Lega Solutions
Caendar-Utah@veritext.com 801-746-5080



Case 2:23-cv-00242-AMA-DAO  Document 123-6

50f6

Filed 06/29/26 PagelD.1742 Page

Christopher Thorpe, Sr. - May 15, 2025

Page 103

1 Q. Okay. Anything else besidesthose 1 actionsand actively participating in the Sanchezes
2 incidents? 2 actionsagainst the Thorpes." Do you see that?
3 A. | think that's good right there. 3 A. ldo.
4 Q. Number 19, or, excuse me, let me look at 4 Q. My question hasto do with Cedar Hills,
5 my copy here. Number, yeah, 19. It's alleged that 5 specificaly. What has Cedar Hills done to encourage
6 "Policiesof AF City and AF Police directly caused 6 the Sanchezes actions?
7 theplaintiffs harm." 7 A. Sol believe thisis more so aong the
8 What policies of American Fork City and 8 lines of where Cedar Hills, American Fork PD and
9 American Fork police do you believe caused you harm? | 9  American Fork PD officers are al taking sides.
10 A. Wadll, I, again, also believe that there's 10 Again, | am sorry to be redundant, but just like
11  anissue or aproblem with their being unbiased. 11  wevejust discussed, they have clearly not handled
12 They have literally, every time the Sanchezes give 12  their ordinances and their codes correctly. They
13 themacall, they hear the first story first and they 13 have clearly shook me off and they've blown me off
14 taketheir side. Clearly, the prosecutor doesn't 14  and said, we're not helping you. And thething is
15 agree with the American Fork Police Department, their | 15  that what people don't understand is that by
16 foot soldiers, and, basicaly, has said, guys, stop. 16 indirectly not doing anything encourages them to
17  You know, dropped, dropped, dropped. No, no. No 17 behave poorly, the Sanchezes to continue to behave
18 pendty. No penalty. | mean, what are you guys 18 poorly.
19 doing? You're making uslook stupid by having all of 19 Like, oh, we see that the -- that the
20 these summonses thrown against the Thorpesand none | 20 entire American Fork Police Department is on our
21 of them are sticking. | mean, do we need to go put 21 side. Well, we also are seeing that the entire Cedar
22 you guys back into, you know, POST again, becauseyou | 22  Hillsison our -- staff, or | don't know what you
23 guysclearly don't know what you're doing. But, you 23 cal them, people, sorry, the Cedar Hills peoplein
24 know, you would think that they would. And by them 24  theoffice are clearly on our side, also. Solet's
25 not knowing the law themselves and not knowing what | 25  continue to issue complaints, issue concerns. We'll
Page 102 Page 104
1 they're supposed to be enforcing. 1 make up some sort of trash complaint in their
2 And that's the other thing that | really 2 backyard just to makeit ook like the Thorpes are
3 find discouraging is, you know, police officers are 3 thebad guysagain. Andwell call them out a second
4 supposed to be peace officers. Not | take your side 4 time and have Jenny Peay issue a second complaint.
5 officers. Okay. You let the judge decide who's at 5 Oh, oh, I'm sorry, you guys have already taken care
6 fault and who's guilty of what. Okay. We are 6 of it. But, you know, the Sanchezes are complaining,
7 innocent. Innocent until proven guilty. And | think 7 sol'mtaking care of it. Sothere'salot of
8 al of that alone, even just by itself, are policies 8 biasness. The biasness has literally just got to
9 that the American Fork Police Department have broken. 9 stop.
10 Q. Any other policiesthat you are aware of 10 And like I've told the American Fork PD,
11 that you believe American Fork -- 11 andlikel'vetold the City of Cedar Hills, the
12 A. Oh, gosh, other than the incident on April 12 employees, is| don't want you to take sides. | just
13  23rd of them breaking into the home without a 13 want you to enforce the codes. Do what the code says
14  warrant, assaulting my son, my wife, you know, 14 and everything takes care of itself. Don't take my
15 causing PTSD on al of the four family members that 15 side. Don'ttaketheir side. Enforcethe code. The
16 werein the home at the time, literally watching the 16 codeontheshed. Multiple codeson the shed. |
17 American Fork police officers attack my wife and 17  mean, just enforce the codes. Stop being biased.
18 their mother just because they wanted a signature. 18 Q. Okay. If youlook at number 65 here, it
19 You don't think that's aviolation of a policy? 19 says, "Cedar Hills, AFPD, AFPD officers never
20 That'saviolation of the Constitution. 20 investigated who owned the lower backyard," okay?
21 Q. Now, I'mgoing to go to, let's see, 21 A. Okay.
22 paragraph 60. I'll scroll down here. Soin this 22 Q. Doyou believethat istrue, Cedar Hills
23 paragraph 60 of the Second Amended Complaint, it says | 23  never investigated who owned the lower backyard?
24 that "Cedar Hills, AFPD, AFPD officerstook on early 24 A. They specifically said they didn't.
25 sides supporting and encouraging the Sanchezes 25 Q. Isthelower backyard where the shed is?
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1 A. It'swherethe shed was. And | guess 1 A. Yes. Wewere threatened with afine, yes.
2 wherethe shed is now, yes. 2 Q. Any other times you were threatened with a
3 Q. Andit'syour testimony that Cedar Hills 3 fineby Cedar Hills?
4 never investigated -- 4 A. Notthat | recall right now.
5 A. | believe at the very, very, very 5 Q. Let'ssee. I'mgoing to moveonto
6 beginning, Jenny Peay said, | will look into it. But 6 paragraph 77.
7 then when she looked into it, she'slike, no, no, no, 7 A. Actuadly, canl -- can | digress? | want
8 | --thisisway above my scope, | can't do anything 8 togoback to thelast question. | do remember now
9 aboutit. AndI'mlike, okay, whatever. But now 9 there was another incident where we were threatened
10 that | have given you asurvey and now that | have 10 withafine. We had our trailer that was parked in
11  given you multiple diagrams and, what do you call it, 11 front of our house on the street close enough to the
12 maps of the survey, from the source that we all have 12 curbthat it waslegal. We had -- we had it there
13 touse, and it clearly showsthat she has everything 13 lessthan -- less than six hours and we got
14 laid out. She doesn't haveto do awholelot, 14 threatened, like, you move this or you will be fined.
15 doesn't really haveto lift afinger except look at 15 Q. Okay.
16 themap. Shedidn't want tolift afinger. She 16 A. That wasthe second incident. But it was
17 didn't want to do anything. She'slike-- thisis 17 quick and easy and simple. Wetook care of it again.
18 like an easy way for her to say, shhh, we're not 18 Again, wejust moved it back up onto our driveway.
19 helping, we're not helping, forget it. 19 And, asl recall, | think you have to have it there,
20 Q. Sol guessif | sum up your testimony, it 20 atthetime, | think, was, like, if it isthere more
21 would bethat Cedar Hills originally investigated the 21 than, like, 48 hours. Forty-eight, you'll getin
22 shed, but since that May 2020 meeting has not 22 trouble. Weliterally had it there less than six
23 investigated who owns the lower backyard? 23 hours and we aready got athing on our -- like atag
24 A. Ther -- their initia investigation was 24 onour trailer. And, again, I'm going to tell you
25 piss-poor, and | mean that literally. They literally 25 thereason | believe that that was an issueis
Page 106 Page 108
1 cameout, took alook at it, walked away. That's not 1 because the Sanchezes are friends with the Andersens.
2 aninvestigation. 2 TheAndersenslive up the street. The Andersenslive
3 Q. Number 66, if you can see on the screen 3 upthestreet. Denise Andersen drive -- can
4 here. "Cedar Hills, AFPD, AFPD officers threatened 4  basically drive by -- the direct line of sight from
5 the Thorpeswith fines, citations, and arrest for the 5 Denise Andersen to get to work, the mayor's office,
6 Thorpes use of their own property." 6 goesright past our house every single day. If we
7 Do you see that? 7 had our trailer there for four hours, three hours,
8 A. Yes 8 six hours, | can see her saying, Jenny, go give the
9 Q. Doyou believethat Cedars Hills 9 Thorpesaticket or atag, and that's -- that's the
10 threatened you with fines? 10 way ittendsto beall the time with Denise Andersen.
11 A. | don't remember if there was afine 11 Q. Okay.
12 per se but | think that there was afine of -- on 12 A. I'msorry. What was your next question?
13 that -- on that letter exhibit that you showed us 13 Q. No, yourefine. | actualy wanted to
14 on where Jenny Peay was issuing the complaint letter, 14 follow up with aquestion there. Do you remember
15 | think it was. 15 whenthat -- wasit like awarning that you got on
16 Q. Okay. 16 thetrailer?
17 A. And| think it said something to the 17 A. Well, yeah. | mean, they're all warnings.
18 effect of like, if you don't do it within the next 18 They'real warningsthat you're going to get afine.
19 number of days, we're going to comein and do it for 19 But you haveit wasafine and so, | mean, | think
20 you. 20 we've gotten like half adozen of them. | mean,
21 Q. Okay. Sothat iswhat you are referring 21 wevegot like ahalf dozen, but we've gotten to the
22 tothere, that you were threatened on that -- 22 point wejust don't park the trailer on the street
23 A. Yes 23 anymore even though it'slegal and lawful. We just
24 Q. --incident with theissuein your 24 don't park it on the street anymore because we're
25  backyard? 25 tired of the harassment.
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