FINAL INVESTIGATIVE REPORT

Name of Investigator: Nicky Fury

Date of Formal Complaint: December 1, 2025
District Sexual Harassment Case No: 2025-10
Names of Complainant: Natasha Romanoff
Name of Respondent: Loki Odison

ALLEGATIONS

Complainant N.R. alleges that Respondent L.O., followed her, sent her unwelcome text
messages, and postedg untrue statements on social media about Respondent’s sexual interaction
with Complainant.

Specifically, Complainant alleges Respondent waits for her after Complainant’s classes
and follows her to her next class. At one point, Complainant alleged that Respondent attempted
to have his schedule changed so he had all the same classes as Complainant. Complainant
alleges that Respondent follows her home in his car and sits in his car outside her house for
hours. Most recently, Complainant alleged that Respondent blocked her car with his car when
she was trying to leave the school parking lot and would not move until the School Resource
Officer approached him.

Complainant also reports that Respondent sends her text messages telling her she looks
good when he is not anywhere in the vicinity; telling her she is a “slut” and a “whore”; and
telling her that if she does not date him, he will commit suicide.

Finally, Complainant alleges that Respondent posts numerous social media posts, on
TikTok and Snapchat primarily, about his supposed relationship with Complainant, despite that
they are not in a relationship. Complainant alleges that the social media posts include statements
about sexual interactions between Complainant and Respondent that Complainant states did not
happen. Complainant alleges Respondent has shown these posts to other students during school.

BACKGROUND OF PARTIES

Complainant is in 11" grade at Avenger High School. Respondent is also in 11" grade at
Avenger High School. Complainant and Respondent were involved in a romantic relationship
for a short time during the summer between 10" and 11" grades but are no longer together.

Prior to that, Complainant and Respondent knew each other as acquaintances, but both parties
acknowledge they were not friends. This school year (2025-26), Complainant and Respondent
had two classes together until Complainant asked to be switched out of those classes. Other than
the above reported allegations, Complainant and Respondent do not interact socially outside of
school.
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INVESTIGATIVE PROCESS

Complainant reported her concerns about Respondent to her Counselor at Avenger High
School on November 29, 2025, who then notified the school principal. Avenger High School
Principal contacted the District’s Title IX Coordinator that same day and the Title IX
Coordinator contacted Complainant to discuss supportive measures with or without filing a
Formal Complaint, and to explain the process for filing a Formal Complaint. Complainant filed a
Formal Complaint on December 1, 2025. Notice of the Allegations was sent to both parties on
December 2, 2025.

The Investigator was assigned on December 2, 2025. The Investigator provided Notice
of Interview to Complainant on December 3, 2025. The Notice included the date, time, and
location of the interview; the purpose of the interview; the participants who were expected to be
at the interview; a provision that the Complainant may bring an advisor or attorney; and a
direction that the Complainant bring any documents, evidence, or other information the
Complainant would like the investigator to consider.

The Investigator provided Notice of Interview to Respondent on December 3, 2025. The
Notice included the date, time, and location of the interview; the purpose of the interview; the
participants expected to be at the interview; a provision that the Respondent may bring an
advisor or attorney; and a direction that the Respondent bring any documents, evidence, or other
information the Respondent would like the investigator to consider.

Complainant was interviewed for the first time on December 6, 2025, from 9:00 a.m. to
10:15 a.m. The interview took place at Avenger High School. The following individuals were
present: Complainant, Complainant’s mother, Melina VVostokoff, and Investigator Nick Fury.
Investigator Fury took notes of the interviews which have been provided to both parties and to
the Decision-Maker for review.

Respondent was interviewed for the first time on December 6, 2025, from 10:30 a.m. to
11:30 a.m. at Avenger High School. The following individuals were present: Respondent,
Respondent’s father, Oden Asgaard, and Investigator Nick Fury. Investigator Fury took notes of
the interviews which have been provided to both parties and to the Decision-Maker for review.

The following witnesses were interviewed on December 9 through December 15, 2025 at
Avenger High School:

e Tony Stark (TS), Student

e Pepper Potts (PP), Student
e Bruce Banner (BB), Student
e Thor Odison (TO), Student
e Peter Quill (PQ), Student
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e *Mary Jane Watson (MJW), Student

e James Rhodes (JR), School Resource Officer (SRO) at Avenger High School
e Scott Lang (SL), Teacher at Avenger High School

e Hope Pym (HP), Counselor at Avenger High School

*MJW was interviewed upon request by the Respondent following the ten-day review of evidence.
A summary of her interview is included here.

The following documentary evidence was reviewed between December 6 and December 15,
2025*:

e Complainant’s and Respondent’s schedules

e Complainant’s grades

e Screenshots of text messages obtained by Investigator from both Complainant and
Respondent

e Screenshots of snapchats posted by Respondent about Complainant

e TikTok videos posted by Respondent

e Instagram account

e Footage of the school’s security cameras of certain hallways between November 10, 2025
and December 10, 2025

*Complainant provided additional text messages following the ten-day review of evidence, and
Investigator Fury reviewed those messages on January 3, 2026.

Evidence and summaries of interviews with witnesses were shared by the Investigator with the
parties on December 18, 2025. Each party had ten (10) days to respond to the evidence.?
Complainant responded by submitting additional screenshots of messages between Complainant
and Respondent; Respondent requested that an additional witness, MJW, be interviewed. The
Investigator interviewed MJW and includes a summary of that interview in this Report. The
Investigator also reviewed the screenshots of messages submitted by Complainant and includes
those screenshots and a description here in this Report.

On January 10, 2026, the Investigator submitted a Final Investigative Report to the Title 1X
Coordinator for distribution to the parties and the Decision-Maker/s.

SUMMARY OF INVESTIGATION

A. Interviews

! The school’s security cameras are set to erase every thirty (30) days. When this investigation began, the school’s
Technical Service Coordinator copied and saved the footage from the previous thirty days.

2 Parties were given additional days to respond to the evidence because of Christmas break, which began
December 18, 2025. School resumed January 3, 2026.
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Al. Parties
Complainant N.R.

Complainant began by explaining that at first, she didn’t want to get Respondent in
trouble, but it got to the point where she wasn’t sleeping and her grades were dropping because
of the situation. Complainant stated she didn’t try out for volleyball this year, even though she’d
played the last two years at Avenger High School, because she didn’t want to give Respondent
another opportunity to show up at her games. Complainant then explained she and Respondent
began dating after an end-of-year party at a mutual friend’s house in June, 2025. Complainant
stated nothing happened at the party, but she and Respondent just talked most of the night and
then he gave her a ride home. They began dating after that, but Complainant felt Respondent
liked her more than she liked him and so decided to end things sometime around the middle of
July. Complainant stated that for the most part, Respondent took it pretty well, but then she
started noticing Respondent’s car whenever she was at work or at a friend’s house. He also
began texting her with increased frequency through July and August, until he was sending her a
text message every day, sometimes even every hour, even throughout the night. The text
messages were friendly, at first, but if she didn’t respond right away, Complainant stated
Respondent would “blow up her phone” with several short messages, including angry emoticon
faces, or memes of people crying. At one point, Complainant couldn’t remember exactly when,
but sometime after the school year started, Respondent told Complainant that if she didn’t
respond more quickly, she might not get another text from him, ever, with a picture of a rope,
suggesting he would hang himself. Complainant reported this text to her mother, who contacted
Respondent’s father. Respondent’s father reportedly blew it off, saying it takes time for broken
hearts to heal and Respondent would be fine over time. Complainant stated that as the school
year progressed, she received several text messages from Respondent that either implied or
explicitly threatened he would kill himself if she would not take him back.

At school, once school started back up in August, Complainant reported that Respondent
would “just happen to be” wherever Complainant was. Complainant said Respondent was
always outside her class door, no matter what class she had, when the class ended and would just
happen to be walking in the same direction as her next class. Complainant had two classes with
Respondent—art and English—but sometime in early October, Complainant changed her
schedule (switched her art and English class periods) so she would not have to be with
Respondent because he would “not leave [her] alone.” When asked to explain what she meant
by “not leave me alone,” Complainant stated Respondent always sat next to her and asked her
questions about the assignment, or about her weekend, or about who she was hanging out with.
Complainant stated Respondent never touched her, but he was constantly talking to her even
after she politely asked him to stop so she could work. During one of her classes, (Complainant
believes it was English), Respondent told her he tried to get his scheduled changed so they could
have all their classes together. Complainant isn’t sure this is true, but this is what Respondent
told her. Complainant reported that it was around this time that he started sending her text
messages telling her she looked good in whatever she was wearing, even though he was nowhere
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in the vicinity where he could see her. This happened three or four times at school, according to
Complainant. Complainant still doesn’t know how he was watching her or where he was when
he sent those messages.

Sometime around the middle of October—right before fall break—Complainant reported
that one of her friends told her Respondent posted a TikTok video where he was singing a song
about Complainant. In the song, he made some passing reference to the “sweet love they had
and made.” Complainant’s friend asked Complainant if she had sex with Respondent because
“that’s what everyone is saying.” Complainant reported that she and Respondent never had
sexual intercourse and only kissed, maybe “made out a couple times,” but nothing more.
Complainant was insistent that she never had sex with Respondent. About a week later,
Complainant learned from another friend that Respondent had posted a picture of herself and
Respondent on SnapChat with the text “Best. Fuck.® Ever.” Complainant stated that she
confronted Respondent about this post and he apologized and promised not to post things like
that again. But later that night, Complainant stated she received a string of text messages from
Respondent calling her a “whore” and a “slut.” Complainant explained she ignored the messages
for the most part and immediately deleted them, but later that week, Complainant said her
Instagram account was hacked and someone posted a picture of her that had been manipulated to
show what appeared to be her giving oral sex to someone (only the penis is visible in the
picture), with a caption, “I love this shit.” She is sure students at school saw it because she said
she got “weird looks” and at least two different boys she’d never met before approached her and
gave her their numbers (on two different occasions).

Complainant stated she finally decided to report what had been going on when she went
to the parking lot after school to drive home. As she was pulling out, Respondent pulled his car
directly behind her and would not let her leave. Complainant stated Respondent did not get out
of his car, and she did not want to get out of her car to talk to him, so she just sat there, until the
SRO began walking toward them.

The next day, Complainant reported to her counselor that she felt like Respondent was
stalking her and told the counselor about the car incident.

The Investigator asked Complainant if she had any of the text messages from
Respondent, or other social media posts, including her own Instagram account. Complainant
showed the Investigator the Instagram post and said she would go back through her phone and
talk to friends who saw the posts, to see if they had copies. She said she would get back to the
Investigator. In subsequent email communications with the Investigator, the Complainant sent
the Investigator screenshots of several text messages, and a copy of her Instagram post she
showed in the interview.

3 Training tip: Investigators should include all language as reported in order to provide the Decisio- Makers the full
picture.
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When asked who the Investigator should interview, Complainant provided the following
names: T.S., P.P., B.B. and the SRO. *

Respondent L.O.

The Investigator asked if Respondent had received the Notice of Allegations and
explained that this interview was an opportunity for Respondent to respond to the allegations.
The Investigator asked if they could start by having Respondent explain his relationship with
Complainant during the summer of 2025. Respondent explained that he and Complainant met at
a party, hit it off, and started “hanging out” a lot after that. He said they were “totally digging
each other,” until all of a sudden, she dumped him out of the blue. Investigator asked
Respondent if they were sexually active and Respondent said they were. When asked how often
Respondent and Complainant had sex, Respondent hesitated, but then stated he and Respondent
had sex one time, but “were close to having sex” several other times. Respondent stated that it
was shortly after they had sex that Complainant broke up with him.

When asked how Respondent handled the break up, Respondent acknowledged it was
hard. He said he really liked Complainant and he thought she really liked him, too. Respondent
stated he didn’t see it coming. He admitted to showing up at her work and friends’ houses
during the summer because he was hoping he could catch her to talk, but then he “chickened out
when he saw her and just drove away. Respondent stated he finally decided being friends was
better than nothing and so he started texting her. Respondent said he didn’t text her very often,
but acknowledged that if she did not respond, he would get frustrated and text her again. When
asked if he ever told her or suggested to her that he would commit suicide if she didn’t respond
quickly, Respondent said he “may have said something” but he wasn’t really serious. When
asked how often he said he would kill himself if she didn’t respond or if she didn’t get back
together with him, Respondent shrugged his shoulders.

b

The Investigator asked about Respondent’s classes and how many classes he had with
Complainant. Respondent said he had two classes with Complainant for a while, but then she
switched out of those classes for some reason. Respondent stated he thought it was because
Complainant said she focused better before lunch and wanted an academic class before lunch,
instead of after. The Investigator asked Respondent if he ever told Complainant he was going to
change his schedule so they’d have all the same classes and Respondent said, “Oh yeah, | was
just joking around.” Asked if he followed her from class to class, Respondent stated most of
their classes were near each other, so he would just wait for Complainant after class and then
walk in the direction of his next class, which just happened to be near Complainant’s next class.

4 Training tip: Investigators should ask the parties who they’d like the Investigator to interview, but should not
necessarily limit interviews to those individuals. Anyone whom the Investigator believes has knowledge of the
allegations that are disputed should be interviewed.
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Respondent was asked if he sent Complainant text messages telling her she looked good
even though it appeared to Complainant that he was nowhere in the vicinity when he sent them.
Respondent appeared surprised and responded that he did send Complainant text messages
occasionally telling her she looked good because he wanted to compliment her. Respondent said
he always sent these messages after seeing her and wasn’t trying to be sneaky. For example,
Respondent said if he saw Complainant at her locker in the morning, he’d send her a text
sometime that day telling her she looked good. Respondent acknowledged he wasn’t always in
the area when he sent the text. Sometimes he’d just think about her throughout the day and
remember that he thought she looked good that day, so he sent her the text. Respondent said he
thought it would make Complainant feel good. In response to how often this occurred,
Respondent replied maybe 3 or 4 times. Respondent offered to look through his phone to verify.

The Investigator asked Respondent about his TikTok video. Respondent replied by
showing Investigator the video. In the video, Respondent sings about Complainant and does
say, in his song, “We had sweet, sweet, love” in the refrain. The very last refrain changes the
word “had” to “made,” stating, “We made sweet, sweet love.” When asked about that change,
Respondent said, “Well, it was sweet.” Respondent also admitted to taking a snap of the
Complainant and him together with the caption “Best. Fuck. Ever.” Respondent said he thought
snaps deleted automatically after 10 seconds, and he didn’t realize anyone except those who
followed him on SnapChat would see it. Respondent stated he doesn’t have many followers on
SnapChat and so he didn’t think it would go anywhere. Respondent stated Complainant did
confront him about that, and he felt badly, not because it was untrue, but because he didn’t mean
for the video to be spread around.

When asked if he sent Complainant text messages later that night calling her sexually
offensive names, Respondent acknowledged he did send “one” or “two” because he was mad she
was denying they’d had sex.

Respondent heard about the Instagram post, but never saw it. It had been deleted by the
time he heard about it. Respondent stated he never hacked into Complainant’s Instagram
account; he said he didn’t even know how to do that. Respondent stated he felt bad for
Complainant and didn’t believe that Complainant had posted the picture herself because it just
isn’t like Complainant to do or say something like that. But he was adamant that he didn’t post
it.

Finally, Respondent stated he did not intentionally block Complainant’s car. Respondent
stated he was pulling out of the parking lot at Avenger High School when his car stalled, and it
happened to be right behind Complainant’s car. He was able to start it up again just as the SRO
was approaching. Respondent explained his car stalls all the time.

The Investigator asked Respondent to provide any text messages or snaps, or anything
else he had to support the information provided to the Investigator.

When asked who the Investigator should interview, Respondent provided the following

names: T.O. and P.Q.
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A2. Witnesses
T.S. (Interviewed December 15, 2025)

T.S. is Complainant’s current boyfriend. T.S. attends Stark University as a freshman. T.S. and
Complainant have been in a romantic relationship since August, 2025. T.S. reported that
Complainant had talked to him about Respondent’s conduct. Specifically, T.S. said that
Complainant told him Respondent was texting her a lot, following her around in school, and
wouldn’t leave her alone during English class. When asked what sort of texts Complainant
talked about, T.S. said that Complainant showed T.S. text messages in which Respondent called
her a “whore” and a “slut.” T.S. said the messages were sent in a string of texts, with other
messages about being a liar and why would she deny what she knows is true. T.S. said
Complainant didn’t know what Respondent was talking about. T.S. also said Respondent was
spreading rumors about having slept with Complainant, but T.S. knew those rumors weren’t true.
When asked how T.S. knew they weren’t true, T.S. stated Complainant is a virgin.

When asked if Complainant told T.S. about any other communications or posts, T.S. told the
Investigator about Complainant’s Instagram account. T.S. said Respondent hacked her account
and posted that picture, and that Complainant was “so not like that.” The Investigator asked T.S.
how he knew Respondent hacked into Complainant’s account, T.S. replied, “Who else would it
be?”

T.S. doesn’t know Respondent beyond what Complainant has told him. T.S. has never met
Respondent.

P.P. (Interviewed December 16, 2025)

P.P. is Complainant’s best friend. P.P. has known Complainant since they were both in 5"
grade. P.P. also knows Respondent, but not well. P.P. met Respondent at the same end-of-the
year party where Complainant and Respondent met. P.P. stated that Respondent is “weird” and
has some “serious issues.” When asked to elaborate, P.P. explained that Respondent is really
intense and he didn’t know when to stop. P.P. stated when Complainant broke up with him, he
would “stalk” Complainant by parking his car outside her job and also her friends’ homes, just
waiting for Complainant to come out. P.P. did not work with Complainant and P.P. never saw
Respondent at the homes of Complainants’ friends, but Complainant told P.P. about it. P.P. also
said that Complainant showed her text messages that Respondent sent to her, sometime in the
summer, after they had broken up, in which he threatened to kill himself if Complainant didn’t
write him back. P.P. saw those text messages directly. P.P. reported she is the one who told
Complainant to tell Complainant’s mother about the messages.

P.P. reported that she heard about the TikTok video Respondent made, but she never saw it
personally. When asked if Respondent and Complainant had had a sexual relationship, P.P.
hesitated and then said, “No, not really.” The Investigator asked P.P. what she meant by “No,
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not really,” and P.P. stated, “No, not at all. I meant they did not have sex at all.” When asked
why Respondent might make that up in the song he sang on TikTok, P.P. stated “it’s because
he’s messed up and likes attention.”

P.P. didn’t have many classes with Complainant so she never personally saw Respondent outside
the classroom door and she never personally saw Respondent follow Complainant down the
hallway, but Complainant told her about it. P.P. stated Complainant said it creeped her out.

P.P. saw Complainant’s Instagram account. P.P. stated it was a big deal and everyone was
talking about it. When asked if Complainant would ever post something like that, P.P. was
adamant that Complainant would “never do that.” P.P. said Complainant is a “good girl” and
doesn’t do “that stuff.” When asked what “that stuff”” was, P.P. replied, “like sex and stuft.”

P.P. was not in the parking lot the day Complainant was blocked in by Respondent, but
Complainant told her about it.

The Investigator asked P.P. if she’d noticed a change in Complainant this year—dropping
grades, less interest in extracurricular activities, etc. P.P. said she thought Complainant was
doing really well in school this year; she won some award for high grades after 1% term. When
asked about volleyball, P.P. reported that Complainant was going to try out, but her parents
wanted her to focus on the piano instead of volleyball, so she didn’t try out.

B.B. (Interviewed December 17, 2025)

B.B. is friends with Complainant. He knows who Respondent is, but B.B. doesn’t know
Respondent very well. B.B. told the Investigator that Complainant is “super nice” and he feels
bad Respondent is doing all this stuff to her. The Investigator asked B.B to elaborate, and B.B.
said, “Like the text messages, and TikTok video and I can’t believe he hacked into her Instagram
account!” The Investigator asked B.B. if he personally saw any of these things, and he stated he
did not see the text messages but Complainant told him that Respondent sent texts a lot and
threatened suicide if she didn’t get back together with him, and that one time, he called her some
“inappropriate names.” B.B. stated he did see the TikTok video. Someone he’s friends with is
also friends with Respondent and showed it to B.B. B.B didn’t think it was that big a deal and
that it just sounded like a sappy love song. B.B. said he expected it to be much worse because
he’d heard people talking about how Respondent was bragging about having sex with
Complainant. But when B.B. saw the video, he said it wasn’t even sure that Respondent said
anything about making love to Complainant. B.B. admitted he wasn’t really listening very
closely and might not have watched the whole video.

B.B. really likes Complainant as a friend, but reported, “she can be a little dramatic” at times.
When asked to elaborate, B.B. couldn’t really articulate what he meant; he simply stated, “she’s
just known for causing drama, that’s all.” When asked about the Instagram post, B.B. said he’s
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pretty sure that wasn’t Complainant. He reported even though she’s dramatic, she’s a “good
girl” and isn’t about “that.” When asked what “that” is, B.B. said, “doing shit with boys.”

B.B. has not noticed anything “off” with Complainant. B.B. reported that Complainant is dating
a college boy and seems pretty excited about it.

T.O. (Interviewed December 17, 2025)

T.O. is Respondent’s twin brother. T.O. stated upfront that even though they’re twins, he and
Respondent are nothing alike. T.O. said Respondent can be intense and T.O. described himself
as “chill.” The Investigator asked T.O. to share what he knew about Respondent’s relationship
with Complainant. T.O. reported that he knew Respondent met her at a party last summer, and
that Respondent really liked Complainant. Respondent talked about her a lot and T.O. said he
knew Complainant was going to break up with Respondent because Respondent was coming on
too strong. T.O. said he tried to tell Respondent that, but Respondent didn’t listen. When
Complainant broke up with Respondent, T.O. wasn’t surprised, although he said he did feel bad
for Respondent because it did “sort of come of the blue” and because they lost their virginity to
each other. The Investigator asked T.O. to tell him more about what T.O. knew about
Respondent’s sexual relationship with Complainant. T.O. stated that the night it happened [it,
being sex between Complainant and Respondent], Respondent woke T.O. up to tell him about it.
T.O. recalls being a little surprised because Respondent hadn’t ever kissed a girl and
Complainant had a reputation for being a good girl, but he believed Respondent because
Respondent was “freaking out.” When asked why Respondent was “freaking out”, T.O.
explained that because in their religion they’re not supposed to have sex until they’re married.
But also, Respondent was super excited because he really liked Complainant and Complainant’s
“hot as hell.” It was just a day or two after that that Complainant “dumped” Respondent.

T.O. hadn’t seen any of the text messages Respondent sent Complainant, but isn’t surprised that
Respondent sent Complainant a bunch of texts. He didn’t know anything about what they said
and the Investigator did not ask him to speculate about whether any of the messages reportedly
sent sounded like Respondent.

T.O. had heard about the TikTok video and said he wasn’t surprised; that sounded like
something Respondent would do. T.O. had seen the Instagram post of Complainant, although he
was unaware that Complainant was accusing Respondent of hacking into her account to post
that. T.O. said Respondent was not really smart with computers and so he didn’t
thinkRespondent would know how to hack an account. T.O. reported that Respondent has a best
friend who is a tech genius, but Respondent can hardly turn on a computer. T.O. also said that
Respondent might be intense, but he’s not a jerk.

The Investigator asked T.O. if Respondent’s car has a tendency to stall frequently, and T.O.
looked confused by the question. T.O. said it’s a brand new car, why would it stall?
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P.Q. (Interviewed December 17, 2025)

P.Q. is Respondent’s best friend. They have been best friends since kindergarten. P.Q. said that
Respondent and Complainant were dating for “a couple months” after they met at a party in the
spring. P.Q. reported that Respondent really liked Complainant and was excited to be in this
relationship with her. When asked how Respondent felt when they broke up, P.Q. explained
Respondent was devastated. P.Q. said Respondent can be a little dramatic and sometimes
intense, but he reemphasized how much Respondent liked Complainant.

When asked about the text messages Respondent reportedly sent Complainant, P.Q. said he
hadn’t seen all of them, but Respondent did show P.Q. a few text messages where Complainant
said she would be so sad if Respondent killed himself. P.Q. explained this was in response to a
text from Respondent where he said he might not respond ever again if Complainant took so long
to write back to him, with a meme of someone with a noose around his neck. P.Q. said it wasn’t
unusual for Respondent to make threats of suicide. P.Q. was used to it and didn’t take those
threats seriously because he knew Respondent well enough to know Respondent wouldn’t ever
actually do anything.

When asked if he had any other knowledge about text messages that might be concerning to
Complainant, P.Q. said Respondent did tell him that one night when Respondent was mad at
Complainant, Respondent sent a number of text message that were not very nice. P.Q. said
Respondent didn’t elaborate, and P.Q. didn’t ask.

P.Q. circled back to why Respondent was so sad when Complainant broke up with him. P.Q.
stated Respondent and Complainant had sex, and Respondent thought it meant something, but
only a few days later Complainant broke up with him.

When asked if Respondent followed Complainant around at school, P.Q. said, “Well, not really.”
He said Respondent had classes near Complainant’s classes, so he liked to wait for her outside
her class and walk her to the next class. Sometimes Complainant would walk with him and talk
to him, but other times Complainant was talking to someone else or on her phone. P.Q. had a few
classes with Respondent so that’s how he knows this information. P.Q. didn’t know anything
about Respondent following Complainant to work.

When asked if he had heard about the Instagram post, P.Q. looked down at the ground and said
he had heard about it. P.Q.’s response was quiet and had a different tone than the rest of the
conversation. When asked what he knew about it, P.Q. stated, “Respondent didn’t do it.” P.Q.
said Respondent did not have the technical skills to be able to hack into an account. When asked
how he knew there was an allegation that the Complainant’s account was hacked, P.Q. stopped
talking. P.Q. then started to cry and said that he was the one who hacked into Complainant’s
Instagram account because he was mad that Complainant denied she had sex with Respondent.
P.Q. felt bad for his best friend and wanted to do something to get back at Complainant, on his
friend’s behalf. So he hacked into her account and manipulated the photo of Complainant and
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posted the caption. When asked if Respondent directed him to do that, P.Q. insisted that
Respondent had no idea, and Respondent would be upset if he knew. P.Q. said he did this all on
his own because he was mad at Complainant.

P.Q. didn’t know anything about the day Respondent allegedly blocked Complainant’s car in.
P.Q. said he didn’t know that Respondent’s car stalled; he’s never been in the car when it has
stalled.

H.P. (School Counselor, interviewed December 18, 2025)

H.P. is Complainant’s school counselor. She is not a counselor for Respondent. H.P. was
interviewed because she is Complainant’s counselor and the Investigator wanted to know if
Complainant had reported to H.P. any incidents with Respondent prior to the most recent
incident which led to the Title IX Complaint. H.P. stated that she hadn’t spoken directly to
Complainant about her relationship with Respondent except the report where Complainant told
H.P. that she felt like Respondent was stalking her and tried to block her car in. H.P. reported
this to Principal Rogers.

However, sometime around the middle of September, one of Complainant’s friends, P.P. who is
also on H.P.’s case management load, came in to talk to H.P. P.P. reported that she “had a
friend” who had this boyfriend and they had sex, but then the friend felt really guilty for having
sex and broke up with him. P.P. reported that the friend started to feel like the boy was obsessed
with her because the boy obsessively sent texts to the friend and wouldn’t leave her alone.

Later, P.P. visited with H.P again and reported that that same friend just had her Instagram
account hacked and they’re pretty sure it was this boy. P.P. described the picture that was on the
Instagram account (a picture of Complainant, manipulated to make it appear that she was giving
oral sex.) P.P. didn’t want to tell H.P. who the friend was because she promised the friend she
wouldn’t tell anyone that the friend had sex with the boy. But H.P. knew that P.P. and
Complainant were best friends and believed P.P. was talking about H.P. At the end of H.P.’s
conversation with P.P. H.P. asked P.P. if she was talking about Complainant and P.P. nodded
yes.

S.L. (English Teacher at Avenger High School, interviewed December 19, 2025)

S.L. was interviewed because Complainant and Respondent were both in his English class until
Complainant transferred out. S.L. said that he didn’t notice anything out of the ordinary between
Respondent and Complainant. S.L. didn’t have a seating chart in his classroom, so they didn’t
always sit together, but S.L. did recall that occasionally they sat by each other. S.L. stated that
Complainant transferred out of his class because, according to what Complainant told him, she
focused better in the morning and wanted English when she was better able to focus.
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Complainant never reported to him anything that made her uncomfortable about Respondent.
Complainant is still in S.L.’s class, just in a different period.

NOTE: Other teachers were interviewed and asked if they witnessed Respondent waiting for
Complainant or following Complainant through the halls, and no other teachers had information
for the Investigator. The teachers primarily stayed in their classrooms during pass time, so did
not notice anything.

J.R. (School Resource Officer, interviewed December 19, 2025)

J.R. saw Respondent pull his car behind Complainant’s car around the first part of December. J.R.
wasn’t paying too much attention, but it looked to him like Respondent intentionally blocked
Complainant. He heard Complainant honk her horn. J.R. said, Respondent didn’t leave
immediately when he saw J.R. walking to Respondent’s car. J.R. said in response to the
Investigator’s question about why Respondent didn’t speed away when he saw J.R., “I guess his
car could have stalled.”

M.J.W.

M.J.W. is a volleyball player at Avenger High School and a friend of Respondent. Respondent
requested that M.J.W. be interviewed following an initial review of the evidence produced by the
Investigator. M.J.W. was interviewed following the first 10-day review period. When asked what
information M.J.W. has to share with the Investigator, M.J.W. stated that Complainant was lying
about why she didn’t try out for volleyball. M.J.W. said that “everyone” knew Complainant didn’t
try out because her parents wanted her to focus on the piano. M.J.W. clarified that “everyone”
meant all the girls who were friends on the volleyball team. M.J.W. reported that Complainant
was “making a big deal” about it at the end of the season last year, crying because she was going
to miss everyone and she couldn’t believe her parents were making her quit. M.J.W. said, “it was
a big thing” because Complainant was actually really good and the team didn’t want her to quit.
But her parents wanted her to be a concert pianist so she had to quit. M.J.W. didn’t have any
other information.

B. Documentary Evidence

All documentary evidence was provided to both parties for review and is attached here to this
Report. The following is a summary description of the evidence.

Tik Tok video

In the TikTok video, Respondent recorded himself with his guitar in what appears to be a
bedroom. He began by saying the song is called “Sweet, Sweet Love,” and explained that the
song was dedicated to the “one who broke his heart.” He then sings about the Complainant. The
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refrain of the song was “We had a sweet, sweet love.” The very last refrain changed the word
“had” to “made:” “we made sweet, sweet love.” The video ends after the last refrain.

Text Messages

Complainant provided numerous text messages between Complainant and Respondent from
August, 2025 through November, 2025. Most of the text messages were just friendly chat, but
there are 4 text messages in which Respondent makes some reference to suicide, either implicitly
or explicitly. In one instance, on August 23, Respondent types: “If U dnt write back NOW, u
might never see me again.” Another time, on August 28, Respondent sent a text, following five
other text messages with no response from Complainant, of an avatar (a picture of himself,
presumably) with a noose around his neck. Another text on September 4, said, “i can’t live w/0
U—please write back or i won’t have the will 2 live.” And finally, on September 8, Respondent
wrote, “Ur silence is litrlly killin me.” Complainant reported that she’d deleted the text
messages that Respondent sent in October in which he called her sexually offensive names, so
there was no opportunity to review those. Respondent had also deleted those text messages from
his phone, but both parties admitted Respondent had sent text messages calling Complainant a
“whore” and a “slut.”

Respondent was able to find the text messages he sent to Complainant in which he told her she
looked good. There were five text messages, sent between September 1 and October 30. The
date and time stamp on the messages indicate that the messages were sent during a school day,
during school hours. Attendance records show Complainant and Respondent were both in school
the days those texts were sent.

SnapChat

Neither the Complainant nor the Respondent maintained a copy of the SnapChat. There is no
dispute as to its contents, which both parties agree includes a picture of Complainant and
Respondent with the caption “Best. Fuck. Ever.”

Instagram

The post submitted to the Investigator by the Complainant shows a picture of Complainant
giving someone oral sex (only the penis is visible in the captured image) with the caption, “I love
this shit.” Complainant insisted she did not post it and that the picture is manipulated and does
not actually exist. The Avenger High School IT expert that examined the Instagram post said
that it did not come from Complainant’s account, but couldn’t tell where it did originate.

Complainant’s srades and school schedule

A review of Complainant’s current transcript shows that her grades have fluctuated somewhat
from last spring through December of this year, but no consistent drop in grades. A review of
Complainant’s and Respondent’s school schedules shows that they did have some classes in
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common until October when Complainant switched her art and English classes. Both parties’
schedules show that their classes were located close to each other.

Security cameras

A review of security camera footage, which only goes back 30 days, showed roughly 10-12
times when Respondent seemed to be following Complainant or was walking with her. The
footage isn’t conclusive because it is not evident if Complainant is trying to avoid Respondent
and Respondent does not look secretive. Also, not all footage is clear.

UNDISPUTED AND DISPUTED FACTS

A. Undisputed Facts
The following are facts that neither party disputes.

1. Both students are 11th grade students at Avenger High School.

2. Complainant and Respondent had a short romantic relationship in the summer before
11th grade.

3. Complainant broke up with Respondent sometime in the summer before 11th grade.

4. While Complainant and Respondent were together in the summer before 11th grade, they

sent mutually friendly texts to each other.

5. After the parties broke up, Respondent sent text messages to Complainant, some of which
included statements suggesting Respondent would kill himself if Complainant did not
respond to his messages in a more timely manner. It is disputed whether Respondent was
serious or kidding in those messages.

6. At the beginning of 11th grade Complainant and Respondent had two classes together.

7. Around October, Complainant switched her classes so she no longer had any classes with
Respondent.

8. Respondent posted a TikTok video in mid-October where Respondent sang a song about
Complainant, including making a vague reference to having sexual intercourse with the
Complainant.

9. Both parties agree that Respondent posted a SnapChat with a picture of the two of them
and a caption stating, “Best. Fuck. Ever.”
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10.

11.

12.

Both parties agree that Respondent sent Complainant “one or two” text messages where
Respondent called Complainant sexually offensive names. Complainant remembered
more than two; Respondent remembered one for sure.

It is undisputed that a post appeared on Complainant’s Instagram account showing a
picture of Complainant having oral sex with the caption, “I love this shit.” Respondent’s
friend admitted to hacking into Complainant’s account and posting this picture. Neither
Respondent nor Complainant were aware of this confession prior to this investigation.

Both parties agree that Complainant was blocked in by Respondent’s car but it is disputed
as to whether Respondent intentionally tried to block Complainant in or whether
Respondent’s car stalled right behind Complainant’s car.

B. Disputed Facts

The following are disputed facts and will be determined by the Decision-Maker(s) based on
the information in this Report and any other relevant information provided by the parties
during the review period.

Respondent claims that the parties had sex. Complainant denies that parties had sex.

Complainant said that Respondent sent her texts obsessively after they broke up;
Respondent said that he sent Complainant texts because he wanted to be friends after the
break-up.

Complainant alleged Respondent posted untrue statements that they had sex online, both
through a TikTok video and a SnapChat post.

Complainant said that Respondent followed her often at school and would not leave her
alone. Respondent said that at the beginning of the school year he had two classes with
Complainant and even after Respondent checked out of those classes, they still had
classes that were near each other and he just happened to be in the same hallway with
Complainant.

Complainant stated that the stalking was so bad she decided not to try out for volleyball
to avoid Respondent. Respondent contended this was not the reason Complainant did not
try out for volleyball.

Complainant said that Respondent hacked her Instagram account and posted a
manipulated picture of her giving oral sex; Respondent said he did not do this and that he
did not know how to hack an Instagram account.

Complainant alleged that Respondent followed her and once blocked her car in the school
parking lot; Respondent said he did not intentionally block her car, but his car stalled
behind hers.
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CONCLUSION

The Investigator considered all the evidence provided by the parties to this point, and
interviewed all witnesses deemed relevant to the investigation. The above is an accurate
reflection of the Investigator’s investigation.

[sl

Investigator Date

FOR TITLE IX COORDINATOR USE ONLY

The Title IX Investigator/s submitted this Investigation Report to me on:

Both parties received a copy of this Investigative Report on:

The Decision-Maker(s) received a copy of this Report and all attached Documentary Evidence
on:
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