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Exhibit outlines how Mr. Ralph worked with Mr. Hatchett to get The Journal into Mr. Hatchett’s 

possession. Exhibit 4 is a note included with the notebook, written in the handwriting of Mr. Ralph’s 

wife, Amanda Lynn Morris-Ralph. 

ABUSE OF TALKING PARENTS APP 

 Respondent attempts to justify his own actions by citing actions that he finds unfavorable 

with me, and apparently my father. While most of the statements are inaccurate, it is largely 

irrelevant. Mr. Ralph has been ordered by the court to show cause as to why he should NOT be held 

in contempt of court. The court has made no such orders on me, and I am not the one who has to 

defend my actions. My father’s role in any of this is completely irrelevant, as he is not even named 

in this case, and gets no direction from me. He has his own agency, and his own reasons for 

whatever he publicizes about Mr. Ralph. His declaration is attached. 

 Respondent goes on to allege that “Mr. Ralph was upset because Ms. Vickers would not 

allow him to take any photos of the son – which was not prohibited by any court order…” Neither 

was it granted by court order. This matter is being addressed in this court for the same day and is 

largely irrelevant to the matter of contempt. Mr. Ralph’s anger does not somehow grant him 

permission to abuse me using the Talking Parents App. I am not simply the mother of his child, I am 

also the victim of his crime. Mr. Ralph is a convicted sex offender. I am his victim.  

 Finally, the respondent claims that I refuse “to engage with Mr. Ralph to co-

parent…[our]…son.” Petitioner fails to mention that in 67 pages of messages, I only ceased 

communication when Mr. Ralph’s language became aggressive and harassing. What respondent has 

labeled as “passive-aggressive” is merely passive.  Respondent claims that I refused to discuss the 

matter of Mr. Ralph taking pictures of our son during visitations, and I “just makes demands.” Mr. 

Ralph is not prohibited by a court order to take pictures. Neither am I required by an order to grant 

my consent, should consent be necessary. The visitation center requires the consent of both parents 

for photos to be taken during visitation. I declined to give consent based on Mr. Ralph’s long history 

of manipulating individuals using private information. This is not a demand I made of anyone, but an 

available option that I was well-within my right to exercise. The only person who is seeking 

modifications to the order is Mr. Ralph, making this matter an issue of his demand. 




































