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IN THE IOWA DISTRICT COURT IN AND FOR STORY COUNTY  

ALEXANDRA “SONDRA” WILSON,             ) 

             Plaintiff,                                                 )        CASE NO. LACV053674 

                                                                            ) 

            v.                                                             )  

                                                                            )   

RELIABLE STREET INC, LOCKWOOD        ) 

CAFE, LOVE CLUB LLC, LYNDSAY            ) 

NISSEN, SHARON STEWART, WILLA          ) 

COLVILLE, DENISE MARTINEZ, and           ) 

CHARLIE ESKER                                             ) 

            Defendants                                              )   

______________________________________) 

Exhibit D — Defendant Statements and Correspondence Relating to Allegations of 

Stalking and Harassment (Nov. 2021 – Apr. 2022) 
 

This exhibit is offered to document contemporaneous communications and submitted statements 

relevant to Defendants’ allegations of stalking and harassment, and to allow the Court to compare 

those allegations with the underlying record. 

This exhibit contains statements made by Defendants Nissen and Stewart to third parties and/or 

agencies concerning allegations of stalking and harassment involving Plaintiff and Defendant 

Colville. It also includes a written instrument relied upon to bolster those allegations, as well as 

contemporaneous correspondence between Plaintiff and Defendant Colville from November 

2021 through April 2022. 

The statements and instrument are presented first, followed by the contemporaneous 

communications. These records are offered to establish the context, timing, and content of the 

allegations, and to demonstrate material inconsistencies between the Defendants’ claims and the 

documented nature of Plaintiff’s interactions with Defendant Colville during the relevant period. 
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Section 1 (Exhibits D-1 — D-3): Statements and Documentation sent by Defendants Nissen 

and Stewart regarding allegations of stalking and harassing Defendant Colville (on or 

around May–July 2022) 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-1 — Statement by Defendant Nissen to the ICRC Regarding Allegations Against 

Plaintiff (on or around May–July 2022). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

¶ 1:  

 

¶ 2:  

 

 

Produced as part of Iowa Civil Rights Commission investigative records. 

See Exhibit A-5 for the complete text of Defendant Nissen’s ICRC statement.  

 

 

Nissen’s Statement to ICRC re: stalking and harassing Colville (D-1) — page 1 of 2. 
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Key Excerpts — Nissen’s ICRC Statement (May–July 2022) 

¶1. Nissen alleged the following: 

1. Nissen and Defendant Stewart met with Lockwood Café employees regarding complaints 

about Plaintiff. 

(These employees are contextually identified as Defendants Colville and Martinez based 

on Exhibits A-4, A-5, D, and E.) 

2. Plaintiff had allegedly become “obsessed” with Defendant Colville. 

3. Plaintiff allegedly came into the café “during every shift the woman had,” “constantly 

cornering her.” 

4. The employee allegedly stated she “started watching for [Plaintiff]” and would hide in the 

kitchen to avoid contact. 

5. Plaintiff allegedly “texted, emailed, anyway she could contact this woman constantly.” 

6. Nissen characterized the alleged conduct as “stalking and harassing” the employee. 

 

¶2. Nissen further stated: 

7. Two employees (“both employees”) lodged complaints against Plaintiff. 

8. The complaints of these employees allegedly led to the decision to bar Plaintiff from the 

property. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Nissen’s Statement to ICRC re: stalking and harassing Colville (D-1) — page 2 of 2. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-2 — Stewart’s statement to ICRC re: stalking and harassing Colville (on or around 

May–July 2022). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

This excerpt and summary are provided to identify and categorize the specific allegations and 

statements made by Defendant Stewart regarding Plaintiff during the relevant time period, for 

comparison with contemporaneous correspondence and witness communications. 

¶ 1: 

¶ 2: 

 

¶ 3: 

 

Stewart’s Statement to ICRC re: harassing Colville (D-2) — page 1 of 6. 
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¶ 4: 

 

¶ 5: 

 

¶ 6: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Stewart’s Statement to ICRC re: harassing Colville (D-2) — page 2 of 6. 
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¶ 7: 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Produced as part of Iowa Civil Rights Commission investigative records. 

See Exhibit A-5 for the complete text of Defendant Stewart’s ICRC statement.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

Stewart’s Statement to ICRC re: harassing Colville (D-2) — page 3 of 6. 
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Key Excerpts — Stewart’s ICRC Statement (May–July 2022) 

¶1. Stewart stated the following: 

1. Plaintiff began to build friendships with several individuals at Lockwood Café, including 

Stewart. 

2. Two individuals (Colville and Martinez) shared interests with Plaintiff in gardening and 

prairie restoration. 

 

¶2. Stewart further stated: 

3. Defendant Colville expressed to Stewart feeling harassed by Plaintiff and not knowing 

how to address the situation. 

4. Stewart, Colville, Nissen, and Martinez held a meeting to discuss the matter. 

5. Stewart claimed she became concerned for Colville’s health and wellbeing as well as the 

safety of Lockwood employees. 

 

¶3. Stewart alleged the following: 

6. Colville reported feeling overwhelmed by Plaintiff’s attention. 

7. Colville allegedly explained she avoided Plaintiff by hiding in the kitchen when Plaintiff 

came in during her shifts. 

8. Colville stated that early in their friendship Plaintiff had asked her out, which she 

declined. 

9. Colville allegedly told Stewart she was not interested in a romantic relationship with 

Plaintiff but wanted to remain friends. 

10. Stewart stated Colville described Plaintiff’s behavior as reminiscent of abusive 

relationships she had observed in the past. 

11. Colville claimed Plaintiff sent her a link to pornographic material and questioned her 

reaction. 

12. Colville allegedly expressed that she no longer wanted to be part of the community 

garden project because of Plaintiff’s actions. 

13. Stewart stated that both Colville and Martinez expressed a desire for Plaintiff to be 

excluded from the space. 

 

Stewart’s Statement to ICRC re: harassing Colville (D-2) — page 4 of 6. 
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¶4. Stewart asserted: 

14. Stewart and Nissen decided to ask Plaintiff to disengage from the space, citing the need 

to provide a “safe space.” 

15. Colville was instructed she could work in the back and avoid interaction with Plaintiff in 

the interim. 

16. Stewart and Nissen planned to speak with Plaintiff about this the following day. 

 

¶5. Stewart stated: 

17. Stewart believed barring Plaintiff was necessary to protect Lockwood employees. 

18. Stewart also felt it was necessary to protect the privacy of those involved, citing fear of 

Plaintiff retaliating against or harassing employees. 

 

¶6. Stewart further alleged: 

19. Stewart and Nissen decided not to disclose to Plaintiff which individuals complained, to 

avoid reputational harm to Plaintiff and to protect employees. 

20. Stewart stated Colville and Martinez feared Plaintiff would slander them if their names 

were revealed. 

21. Stewart claimed Plaintiff was “adamant” about knowing who accused her. 

22. Stewart stated Plaintiff said she would not communicate with either Nissen or Stewart 

afterward. 

23. Stewart claimed Plaintiff later sent a letter and continued to communicate with Nissen. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Stewart’s Statement to ICRC re: harassing Colville (D-2) — page 5 of 6. 
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¶7. Stewart finally stated: 

24. Neither Stewart nor Nissen contacted others after their conversation with Plaintiff. 

25. Stewart claimed Plaintiff reached out to various community members, attempting to find 

out who had made statements against her. 

26. Stewart asserted that neither Colville nor Martinez spoke to coworkers or others about the 

complaint to maintain privacy. 

27. Stewart alleged that over time, more people became aware of the issue through Plaintiff’s 

outreach. 

28. Stewart claimed Colville ultimately confirmed to Plaintiff that she had made the 

complaint. 

29. Stewart stated that Plaintiff then began to “slander” Colville’s name in the community. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Stewart’s Statement to ICRC re: harassing Colville (D-2) — page 6 of 6. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-3 — Communication Between Plaintiff and Defendant Colville (Original vs. Altered 

Submission Sent to ICRC). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

This exhibit contains the original Discord messages exchanged between Plaintiff and Defendant 

Colville on April 4 and April 7, 2022, and the altered version of Plaintiff’s April 4 message 

submitted to the ICRC by Defendant Stewart on June 28, 2022. The submitted version presents 

Plaintiff's April 4 communication in a manner that appears to place it after Defendant Colville's 

April 7 response. Plaintiff disputes the accuracy of that presentation. 

The document that was submitted by Stewart is located on the following page, with the original, 

unaltered message on the page immediate afterward. 

 

 

 

 

Relevance 

This exhibit is offered to: 

• Establish the true chronological sequence of communication between Plaintiff and 

Defendant Colville, 

• Demonstrate that an altered document was submitted to the ICRC with a falsified date 

and misleading framing, 

• Undermine the credibility of the allegations made by Defendants Nissen and Stewart, 

which relied on this misrepresented exchange, 

• Highlight the absence of any prior communications from Colville raising concerns during 

the months she later claimed to have felt “violated.” 

 

 

 

 

Modified Document (D-3) — page 1 of 6. 
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A. Altered Submission sent to ICRC by Stewart (stamped by ICRC on June 28, 2022): 

 

 

Modified Document (D-3) — page 2 of 6. 
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B. Original Discord messages with timestamps (April 4 and April 7)  

 



Exhibit D — Correspondence Records (Plaintiff and Colville) — Page 14 of 26 

 

Context 

Following an indication from Defendant Esker that Defendant Colville may have lodged a 

defamatory complaint, on April 4, 2022, Plaintiff sent a message to Defendant Colville 

addressing the situation in a calm and explanatory manner, without knowing what the complaint 

was about or whether Colville had, in fact, made one. 

Three days later, on April 7, 2022, Defendant Colville responded with a boundary-setting 

message, alleging that Plaintiff had “violated” her personal space “for months” and 

acknowledging that the situation “could have been handled better.” 

Plaintiff viewed this response as unfounded given the nature of their interactions leading up to 

March 31, the date Plaintiff was barred from the property by Stewart and Nissen. Plaintiff 

subsequently wrote a letter to Reliable Street and Lockwood Café (see Exhibit A-1) to provide 

her perspective and to explain why the allegations made by Colville were inaccurate and 

damaging to her reputation. Plaintiff also requested mediation between herself and the 

businesses. After receiving no response, Plaintiff filed a complaint with the ICRC (see Exhibit A-

3). 

In or around June 2022, Defendant Stewart submitted to the ICRC a version of Plaintiff's April 4, 

2022 message to Defendant Colville. The submitted version included an April 7, 2022 date stamp 

above Plaintiff's message and a caption stating, "Communication where Willa asked for no 

further communication, followed by Sondra's response." Plaintiff contends that this presentation 

was inaccurate and portrayed Plaintiff's April 4 message as though it had been sent after 

Defendant Colville's April 7 response, thereby reversing the actual chronology of the 

communications. Plaintiff further alleges that the submitted version was relied upon in 

conjunction with statements submitted by Defendants Stewart (Exhibit A-4), Nissen (Exhibit A-

5), Martinez (Exhibit E), and Esker (Exhibit F). 

Plaintiff alleges that the ICRC reviewed and relied upon these submissions, together with 

accompanying materials (see Exhibits C-23 and E-3), in administratively closing Plaintiff's 

complaint. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Modified Document (D-3) — page 4 of 6. 
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Key Points of Alteration and Misrepresentation 

1. Plaintiff’s message was sent on April 4, 2022 (Discord timestamp). 

2. Defendant Stewart’s submitted version shows April 7, 2022, implying it was a response 

to Colville’s message. 

3. A caption was added to the top of the altered document — “Communication where Willa 

asked for no further communication, followed by Sondra’s response” — which 

misrepresents the actual order of events. 

4. The content of the message itself was unchanged, but the altered date and framing give 

a false impression that Plaintiff sent the message after being told to stop contacting 

Colville. 

 

Timeline of Events 

Date Event Actor Medium Notes 

April 4, 

2022 

Plaintiff sends explanatory 

message 

Plaintiff 

(Sondra) 
Discord 

Message later misrepresented as 

reply 

April 7, 

2022 

Colville responds, alleging 

months of “violations” 

Defendant 

Colville 
Discord Boundary-setting message 

June 28, 

2022 

Altered version submitted 

to ICRC 

Defendant 

Stewart 
ICRC 

Label and date changed to reverse 

order of communications 

 
 

Relevant Allegations in Colville’s Message (April 7, 2022) 

• Colville accuses Plaintiff of “violating personal space” for months. 
 

• Admits: “I admit that the situation could have been handled better.” 
 

• States: “I do not feel comfortable discussing this with you,” and instructs Plaintiff to 

contact Lindsay before coming. 
 

• Acknowledges: “I didn’t know what to do because I didn’t feel comfortable approaching 

you.” 
 

• Offers no prior record of raising concerns during the period in which the alleged 

violations occurred. 
 

 

Modified Document (D-3) — page 5 of 6. 
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Plaintiff’s Response and Context 

Colville’s April 7 statement stands in sharp contrast to her prior communications and conduct in 

the weeks leading up to Plaintiff’s exclusion from the property. At no time prior to this message 

did Colville raise any concern, objection, or boundary regarding Plaintiff’s conduct. On the 

contrary, her communications during this period were consistently friendly and affirming. 

For example: 

• On March 17, Colville responded “love you <3” to a benign message from Plaintiff 

containing Defendant Nissen’s Venmo information (Exhibit D-11). 

• On March 16, Colville stated “I appreciate you so much” during a discussion about 

cucumbers for the community garden (Exhibit D-10). 

• On March 8, Colville messaged Plaintiff requesting a video of Plaintiff performing 

because she could not attend the open mic (Exhibit D-9). 

These messages indicate that, in the period immediately preceding April 7, Colville conveyed 

warm and friendly sentiments toward Plaintiff rather than any expression of discomfort. Plaintiff 

asserts that Colville did not communicate any boundaries or objections during this time and later 

relayed allegations to Defendants Stewart and Nissen without prior notice to Plaintiff. 

Subsequently, Plaintiff was barred from a public accommodation based on these allegations 

without any opportunity to respond. Plaintiff contends that the actions taken by the defendants 

were influenced by unsubstantiated allegations and resulted in discriminatory treatment. 

 

 

 

This exhibit is submitted to document the discrepancy between the communications as they 

occurred and how they were presented to the Iowa Civil Rights Commission, and to support 

Plaintiff’s claims of misrepresentation, retaliation, and discriminatory treatment. 

 

 

 

 

Modified Document (D-3) — page 6 of 6. 
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Section 2 (Exhibits D-4 — D-12): Timeline of Text Message Communications and 

Interactions Between Plaintiff and Defendant Colville (Nov. 22, 2021 – Mar. 17, 2022) 

This section contains text message communication between Plaintiff and Defendant Colville over 

a period of approximately four months. These communications demonstrate the nature and tone 

of their interactions during this period. They are offered to provide context for the allegations 

later made by Defendants to the Iowa Civil Rights Commission, including claims of stalking and 

harassment. 

Relevance 

This section contains text message communications between Plaintiff and Defendant Colville 

from November 22, 2021 through March 17, 2022. These records are relevant to: 

• Establish the tone and character of Plaintiff and Defendant Colville’s communications in 

the months preceding the April 2022 incident. 

• Demonstrate that Defendant Colville engaged in friendly and affirming communication 

during this period without raising any concerns or setting any boundaries. 

• Undermine the credibility of subsequent claims submitted to the Iowa Civil Rights 

Commission alleging long-term stalking or harassment. 

______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-4 — Ms. Colville to Plaintiff, “I consider us friends” (November 22, 2021). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

Note: On November 22, 2021, Defendant Colville affirmatively expressed friendship and support 

to Plaintiff, with no indication of discomfort or objection. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-5 — Invitation to Friendsgiving at Lockwood Cafe from Colville to Plaintiff (on or 

around November 22, 2021). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

Relevance: 

This exhibit demonstrates Defendant Colville’s inclusion of Plaintiff in a community holiday 

event (Friendsgiving) as a friend and community member. No concerns or objections regarding 

Plaintiff’s presence or conduct were communicated at this time. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-6 — Colville requests to purchase artwork from Plaintiff (December 17, 2021). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Relevance: 

This exhibit shows Defendant Colville voluntarily initiating contact to purchase Plaintiff’s 

artwork. The friendly and supportive nature of this exchange reflects ongoing amicable 

interactions and is inconsistent with later claims of discomfort or harassment. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-7 — Colville requests more text messages from Plaintiff, then concludes the 

conversation with, ‘Super appreciate you.’” (February 16, 2022). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

Relevance: 

This exhibit shows Defendant Colville engaging in warm, voluntary, and sustained text 

communication with Plaintiff, including requesting additional messages and sharing personal 

interests. Defendant concludes the exchange with a friendly expression of appreciation. This 

interaction reflects an ongoing positive relationship without any indications of discomfort, 

boundaries, or harassment concerns at that time. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-8 — Plaintiff checks in on Colville, who responds, “I appreciate you so much” 

(February 22, 2022): approximately one month before the alleged tortious conduct began 

(March 31). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Relevance: 

This exhibit demonstrates Plaintiff reaching out with concern and emotional support to 

Defendant Colville, who responds with appreciation and reiterates plans to meet socially. This 

exchange reflects friendly and reciprocal communication less than one month before the alleged 

tortious conduct began, with no objection to Plaintiff’s contact or presence. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-9 — Colville requests Plaintiff to record her performance (March 8, 2022): 

approximately two weeks before the alleged tortious conduct began (March 31). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Relevance: 

This exhibit shows Defendant Colville voluntarily initiating contact to request a personal favor—

asking Plaintiff to record her performance so she could listen later. This communication further 

demonstrates an amicable and trusting relationship less than one month before the alleged 

tortious conduct began. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-10 —Plaintiff and Colville amicably discussing garden (March 16, 2022): Colville to 

Plaintiff, “I appreciate you a lot” approximately two weeks before the alleged tortious conduct 

began (March 31). 

 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Relevance: 

This exhibit shows Plaintiff and Defendant Colville engaging in a warm, cooperative exchange 

about gardening plans approximately two weeks before the alleged tortious conduct began. 

Defendant Colville expresses appreciation toward Plaintiff and offers an apology for recent 

distance, which Plaintiff receives with understanding and support. This friendly communication 

directly contradicts any claim that Plaintiff’s presence or contact was unwelcome “for months” 

prior to March 31, 2022. 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-11 — Plaintiff sends Colville Nissen’s Venmo to share costs on prairie seeds, as 

planned (March 17, 2022): Colville responds “Love you <3” (demonstrates friendly relationship 

and absence of boundary concerns prior to allegations). 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Relevance: 

This exhibit shows Defendant Colville responding warmly and affectionately (“Love you <3”) 

after Plaintiff sent Defendant Nissen’s Venmo information as part of their shared prairie seed 

project. This message, sent just two weeks before the alleged tortious conduct began, reflects a 

friendly and cooperative relationship between the parties. It also demonstrates an absence of 

expressed discomfort, objection, or boundary-setting by Defendant Colville during the period in 

which she would later claim to have felt “violated for months.” 
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______________________________________________________________________________ 

Exhibit D-12 — Series of writings Lockwood Café employees wrote on Plaintiff ’s to-go 

containers (between 2021 and 2022): cut outs saved by Plaintiff. Several are from Ms. Colville. 

-------------------------------------------------------------------- 

 

Relevance: 

This exhibit contains handwritten messages from Lockwood Café employees, including 

Defendant Colville, written on Plaintiff’s to-go containers between 2021 and 2022. These 

messages, which include friendly nicknames, affirmations, and celebratory notes, reflect a 

consistently warm and welcoming relationship between Plaintiff and café staff during this period. 

This evidence provides additional corroboration of the friendly context surrounding interactions 

with Defendant Colville and others prior to the alleged tortious conduct, undermining claims that 

Plaintiff’s presence was unwelcome “for months.” 
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Summary of Section 2 (Exhibits D-4 — D-12) 

The communications and written messages documented in this section establish a consistent 

pattern of friendly, voluntary, and affirming interactions between Plaintiff and Defendant 

Colville from November 2021 through mid-March 2022. Throughout this period, Defendant 

Colville initiated and engaged in warm, personal communication, expressed appreciation and 

affection, and included Plaintiff in social and community activities without expressing any 

concerns, boundaries, or objections. 

These exhibits directly contradict Defendants’ later assertions to the Iowa Civil Rights 

Commission that Plaintiff’s presence or communications were unwelcome “for months.” 

This pattern of conduct is relevant to demonstrate the absence of contemporaneous objections, 

the amicable nature of the relationship during the relevant time frame, and the retaliatory and 

pretextual nature of later allegations made after Plaintiff engaged in protected activity. 

 

Clarifying March 16–31, 2022 

Defendants may attempt to assert that Plaintiff engaged in harassing conduct toward Defendant 

Colville between March 16 and March 31, 2022. Plaintiff firmly denies these claims. 

During this period, Plaintiff’s limited in-person interactions with Defendant Colville remained 

warm and friendly, consistent with the tone and nature of all prior communications. Plaintiff 

received no notice, boundary communication, or complaint from Defendant Colville or any 

other party and had no reason to believe that any interaction during this period was unwelcome 

or inappropriate. 

This absence of contemporaneous objection, communication, or corrective action by Defendant 

Colville or any other party is probative of the fact that no unwelcome conduct occurred, or, if any 

discomfort was subjectively experienced, it was not reasonably conveyed to Plaintiff. 

 

 

 

This exhibit is offered to provide the Court with contemporaneous records relevant to the 

credibility of the allegations made against Plaintiff and to demonstrate the context in which the 
claims arose. 

 


