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All 78 portal docket entries mapped to 78 native documents (Exhibit B).

CONTENTS: Docket Index & Chronological Guide (Pages 2-5)
Exhibit A: Portal Docket Sheet (Pages 6-10)
Exhibit B: Chronological Case Files (Pages 11-316)

SUMMARY OF COMPILATION:

This master document serves as the verified, complete record of the state court criminal proceedings in Case No. 23 CF 1146. It
compiles and chronologically structures every single minute record, court order, prosecution discovery motion, and pro se defense
filing in the case. Over a three-year span, the record tracks the inception of the case through the Grand Jury indictment, Defendant's
pretrial release conditions, the plea and intensive probation sentence of September 8, 2025, and the subsequent post-conviction and
revocation proceedings. All loca files have been audited against the official Circuit Court Portal docket sheet (Exhibit A) and are
attached in chronological order as Exhibit B. Typographical errors in filenames have been corrected and aligned with the official
portal filing dates, ensuring a pristine evidentiary record for appellate and federal review.

Master Docket Record — People v. Allababidi, No. 23 CF 1146 Prepared by: Ehab Allababidi, Pro Se



DOCKET INDEX & CASE FILE CHRONOLOGY

A Complete Guide Mapping the State Court Docket Sheet (Exhibit A) to the Verified Native Case Files (Exhibit B)

PAGE / BATES DATE PORTAL DOCKET ENTRY NATIVE FILE & DETAILS
RANGE

Pages 12-13 06/14/2023 Grand Jury Impaneling Certificate File: 06-14-23 - Grand Jury Impaneling Certificate.pdf

Bates 0012-0013 Clerk's Impaneling Certificate of the Grand Jury.

Pages 14-16 06/14/2023 Grand Jury Indictment File: 06-14-23 - Grand Jury Indictment.pdf

Bates 0014-0016 Grand Jury True Bill indictment charging Defendant with Aggravated
Reckless Driving and Speeding.

Page 17 09/05/2023 Indictment Warrant Service Return File: 09-05-23 - Indictment Warrant Service Return.pdf

Bates 0017 Sheriff's service return verifying execution of the indictment warrant.

Pages 18-19 03/30/2024 Arrest Warrant Returned File: 03-30-24 - Arrest Warrant Returned.pdf

Bates 0018-0019 Executed arrest warrant returned to court showing arrest of the
Defendant.

Page 20 03/30/2024 First Appearance Order File: 03-30-24 - First Appearance Order.pdf

Bates 0020 Court order from first appearance establishing pretrial release status.

Page 21 03/30/2024 Pretrial Release Conditions Form File: 03-30-24 - Pretrial Release Conditions Form.pdf

Bates 0021 Signed Conditions of Pretrial Release form outlining mandates.

Pages 22-23 03/30/2024 Pretrial Release Conditions Order File: 03-30-24 - Pretrial Release Conditions Order.pdf

Bates 0022-0023 Court minutes setting level 2 pretrial supervision with license
conditions.

Page 24 03/30/2024 Pretrial Release Original Order File: 03-30-24 - Pretrial Release Original Order.pdf

Bates 0024 Origina signed Pretrial Release Order entered at first appearance.

Page 25 05/02/2024 Court Minutes File: 05-02-24 - Court Minutes - Satus of Attorney.pdf

Bates 0025 Minutes appointing Public Defender and setting arraignment.

Page 26 05/14/2024 Court Minutes File: 05-14-24 - Court Minutes - Arraignment.pdf

Bates 0026 Arraignment court minutes entering Not Guilty pleaand discovery
order.

Pages 27-28 06/12/2024 State Discovery Disclosureto Accused  File: 06-12-24 - Sate Discovery Disclosure to Accused.pdf

Bates 0027-0028 Prosecution's pre-trial disclosure of witnesses, police reports, and
evidence.

Page 29 06/12/2024 State Motion for Discovery File: 06-12-24 - State Motion for Discovery.pdf

Bates 0029 State's motion to compel reciprocal discovery disclosures.

Page 30 06/20/2024 Court Order File: 06-20-24 - Court Order - Discovery.pdf

Bates 0030 Written order directing reciprocal discovery exchange.

Page 31 06/24/2024 Pretrial Supervision Status Report File: 06-24-24 - Pretrial Supervision Status Report.pdf

Bates 0031 Status report showing compliance and recommending reduction of
supervision.

Page 32 06/25/2024 Court Minutes File: 06-25-24 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf

Bates 0032 Pre-trial status minutes.

Page 33 07/24/2024 Court Minutes File: 07-24-24 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf

Bates 0033 Pre-trial status minutes (docketed July 24).

Page 34 08/12/2024 State Supplemental Discovery File: 08-12-24 - State Supplemental Discovery Disclosure.pdf

Bates 0034 Disclosure Supplemental discovery disclosure adding additional

police/evidentiary reports.

Page 35 08/22/2024 Court Minutes File: 08-22-24 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Bates 0035 Pre-trial status minutes (docketed August 22).
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Page 36
Bates 0036

Pages 37-38
Bates 0037-0038

Page 39
Bates 0039

Page 40
Bates 0040

Page 41
Bates 0041

Page 42
Bates 0042

Page 43
Bates 0043

Page 44
Bates 0044

Page 45
Bates 0045

Page 46
Bates 0046

Page 47
Bates 0047

Page 48
Bates 0048

Page 49
Bates 0049

Page 50
Bates 0050

Page 51
Bates 0051

Page 52
Bates 0052

Page 53
Bates 0053

Pages 54-57
Bates 0054-0057

Page 58
Bates 0058

Page 59
Bates 0059

Page 60
Bates 0060

Page 61
Bates 0061

Page 62
Bates 0062

09/19/2024

09/20/2024

09/24/2024

10/11/2024

10/29/2024

11/21/2024

11/26/2024

11/26/2024

01/03/2025

02/18/2025

02/18/2025

03/19/2025

03/25/2025

03/26/2025

04/30/2025

06/12/2025

06/23/2025

06/23/2025

06/27/2025

07/23/2025

08/07/2025

08/12/2025

08/26/2025

Pretrial Supervision Violation Memo

Petition to Revoke Pretrial Release

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Pretrial Supervision Violation Memo

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Defense Answer to Discovery

Court Order

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Subpoena Order

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Pretrial Supervision Status Report

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

File: 09-19-24 - Pretrial Supervision Violation Memo.pdf
Violation memorandum regarding Cook County arrest.

File: 09-20-24 - Petition to Revoke Pretrial Release.pdf
Verified petition by State to revoke pretrial release.

File: 09-24-24 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Pre-trial status minutes.

File: 10-11-24 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Pre-trial status minutes.

File: 10-29-24 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Pre-trial status minutes.

File: 11-21-24 - Pretrial Supervision Violation Memo.pdf
Memo reporting failure to check in by phone for October.

File: 11-26-24 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Pre-trial status minutes.

File: 11-26-24 - Court Minutes - Status.pdf
Status minutes regarding pretrial supervision.

File: 01-03-25 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Minutes setting case for trial on Feb 18, 2025.

File: 02-18-25 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Pre-trial status minutes.

File: 02-18-25 - Court Minutes - Status.pdf
Status minutes noting a positive alcohol/drug test result.

File: 03-19-25 - Court Minutes - Plea.pdf
Status minutes regarding plea negotiations.

File: 03-25-25 - Defense Answer to Discovery.pdf
Written answer to the State's motion for discovery.

File: 03-26-25 - Court Order - Discovery Disclosure.pdf
Written order directing discovery exchange.

File: 04-30-25 - Court Minutes - Plea.pdf
Minutes continuing plea status.

File: 06-12-25 - Court Minutes - Plea.pdf
Minutes continuing plea status.

File: 06-23-25 - Court Minutes - Order Entered.pdf
Minutes ordering HIPAA forms.

File: 06-23-25 - Subpoena Order .pdf
Subpoena order entered directing release of records.

File: 06-27-25 - Court Minutes - Status.pdf
Status minutes (docketed June 27).

File: 07-23-25 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Pre-trial status minutes.

File: 08-07-25 - Pretrial Supervision Status Report.pdf
Pretrial status report indicating compliance.

File: 08-12-25 - Court Minutes - Pre-Trial .pdf
Pre-trial status minutes.

File: 08-26-25 - Court Minutes - Plea.pdf
Minutes setting plea hearing date.
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Pages 63-64
Bates 0063-0064

Page 65
Bates 0065

Pages 66-67
Bates 0066-0067

Pages 68-73
Bates 0068-0073

Page 74
Bates 0074

Page 75
Bates 0075

Page 76
Bates 0076

Page 77
Bates 0077

Page 78
Bates 0078

Page 79
Bates 0079

Pages 80-84
Bates 0080-0084

Pages 85-88
Bates 0085-0088

Page 89
Bates 0089

Pages 90-91
Bates 0090-0091

Pages 92-93
Bates 0092-0093

Pages 94-95
Bates 0094-0095

Pages 96-100
Bates 0096-0100

Pages 101-104
Bates 0101-0104

Pages 105-106
Bates 0105-0106

Pages 107-131
Bates 0107-0131

Pages 132-137
Bates 0132-0137

09/08/2025

09/08/2025

09/08/2025

09/08/2025

09/08/2025

09/08/2025

09/08/2025

09/08/2025

09/09/2025

10/02/2025

10/02/2025

10/02/2025

10/06/2025

10/06/2025

10/31/2025

11/10/2025

11/12/2025

11/12/2025

11/17/2025

11/25/2025

11/25/2025

Court Minutes

Court Order

Financial Sentencing Order

Order and Certificate of Intensive
Felony Probation

Order for Restitution

Probation Referral Slip 1
Probation Referral Slip 2

Waiver of Trial

Report of Felony Conviction to
Secretary of State

Affidavit of Ehab Allababidi in
Support of Motion to Stay
Motion to Stay Driver License
Revocation

Notice of Court Date for Motion to
Stay DL Revocation

Court Minutes

Notice of Appeal

Appellate Court Docketing Order
Adult Probation Fee Change
Notification

Motion to Waive Transcript and

Circuit Clerk Fees

Notice of Court Date for Motion to
Waive Transcript Fees

Appellate Court Order

Mail Exhibit Packet

Petition for Relief

File: 09-08-25 - Court Minutes - Plea.pdf
Sentencing minutes: guilty plea, 30 months probation, 180 daysjail
stayed.

File: 09-08-25 - Court Order - Nolle Prosequi Count 2.pdf
Order dismissing Count 2 (Speeding 35+ MPH Over Limit).

File: 09-08-25 - Financial Sentencing Order.pdf
Order assessing fines, fees, and court costs.

File: 09-08-25 - Order and Certificate of Intensive Felony
Probation.pdf
Sentencing order and conditions of 30-month intensive probation.

File: 09-08-25 - Order for Restitution.pdf
Sentencing order directing restitution of $2,670.86.

File: 09-08-25 - Probation Referral Sip 1.pdf
Probation Services referra dlip.

File: 09-08-25 - Probation Referral Sip 2.pdf
Duplicate copy of thereferral dlip.

File: 09-08-25 - Waiver of Trial.pdf
Signed waiver of jury and bench trial by the Defendant.

File: 09-09-25 - Report of Felony Conviction to Secretary of Sate.pdf
Certification of felony conviction to Secretary of State.

File: 10-02-25 - Affidavit of Ehab Allababidi in Support of Motion to
Say.pdf
Affidavit in support of motion to stay DL revocation.

File: 10-02-25 - Motion to Stay Driver License Revocation.pdf
Pro se motion to stay license revocation.

File: 10-02-25 - Notice of Court Date for Motion to Stay DL
Revocation.pdf
Notice of motion and court date for the stay motion.

File: 10-06-25 - Court Minutes - Motion of Defendant.pdf
Minutes denying motion to stay DL revocation.

File: 10-06-25 - Notice of Appeal.pdf
Notice of Appeal appealing the denial of stay.

File: 10-31-25 - Appellate Court Docketing Order .pdf
Appellate Court order setting docketing schedule.

File: 11-10-25 - Adult Probation Fee Change Notification.pdf
Notification from probation modifying fee schedule.

File: 11-12-25 - Motion to Waive Transcript and Circuit Clerk
Fees.pdf
Pro se motion to waive fees for the appeal.

File: 11-12-25 - Notice of Court Date for Motion to Waive Transcript
Fees.pdf
Notice of court date for fee waiver motion.

File: 11-17-25 - Appellate Court Order - Dismissing Appeal .pdf
Appellate Court order dismissing appeal as premature.

File: 11-25-25 - Mail Exhibit Packet.pdf
Exhibit packet chronologies filed by mail.

File: 11-25-25 - Petition for Relief.pdf
Pro se petition for relief from judgment under Section 2-1401.
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Pages 138-147
Bates 0138-0147

Pages 148-213
Bates 0148-0213

Pages 214-219
Bates 0214-0219

Page 220
Bates 0220

Page 221
Bates 0221

Page 222
Bates 0222

Page 223
Bates 0223

Page 224
Bates 0224

Pages 225-226
Bates 0225-0226

Page 227
Bates 0227

Pages 228-229
Bates 0228-0229

Pages 230-312
Bates 0230-0312

Page 313
Bates 0313

Page 314
Bates 0314

Page 315
Bates 0315

Page 316
Bates 0316

12/08/2025

12/08/2025

12/08/2025

12/11/2025

01/26/2026

03/10/2026

04/08/2026

05/14/2026

05/14/2026

05/28/2026

05/28/2026

06/15/2026

06/15/2026

06/17/2026

06/18/2026

06/18/2026

Combined Motion for Post-Conviction
Discovery and Case M anagement

Petition for Post-Conviction Relief

Petition for Post-Conviction Relief

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Court Minutes

Probation Violation Memorandum

Notice of Mation

Petition for Revocation of Probation

Court Minutes

Warrant of Arrest

OmnibusFiling

Public Defender Correspondence

Court Order

Court Minutes

Court Order

File: 12-08-25 - Combined Motion for Post-Conviction Discovery and
Case Management.pdf
Combined motion seeking post-conviction discovery and scheduling.

File: 12-08-25 - Petition for Post-Conviction Relief - Exhibit
Packet.pdf
Supporting exhibits for the post-conviction petition.

File: 12-08-25 - Petition for Post-Conviction Relief.pdf
Petition seeking post-conviction relief.

File: 12-11-25 - Court Minutes - Motion of Defense.pdf
Minutes continuing post-conviction motions.

File: 01-26-26 - Court Minutes - Status.pdf
Minutes continuing post-conviction motions.

File: 03-10-26 - Court Minutes - Status.pdf
Minutes striking defense motion for non-appearance.

File: 04-08-26 - Probation Violation Memorandum.pdf
Violation memorandum alleging violation of probation terms.

File: 05-14-26 - Notice of Motion - Petition for Revocation of
Probation.pdf
Notice of motion and arraignment date for revocation.

File: 05-14-26 - Petition for Revocation of Probation.pdf
State's petition to revoke Defendant's probation.

File: 05-28-26 - Court Minutes - Arraignment on Petition to
Revoke.pdf
Minutes ordering a bench warrant to issue.

File: 05-28-26 - Warrant of Arrest - Violation.pdf
I ssued bench warrant for probation violation.

File: 06-15-26 - Omnibus Filing.pdf

Defendant's pro se Omnibus Filing comprising an Emergency Notice
of Motion, Special Appearance, Notice of Constructive Abandonment,
and Motion to Quash Warrant.

File: 06-15-26 - Public Defender Correspondence.pdf
Correspondence email from Bailey Russell confirming pro se status.

File: 06-17-26 - Court Order - Discharging Public Defender.pdf
Order signed by Judge Stride retroactively discharging PD.

File: 06-18-26 - Court Minutes - Public Defender Discharged.pdf
Minutes discharging counsel and denying motion to quash warrant.

File: 06-18-26 - Court Order - Staying Jail Sentence Lifted.pdf
Order signed by Judge Stride lifting stay on jail term.
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STATE COURT PORTAL DOCKET SHEET

Official 4-Page Case Action Page printed from the Lake County Portal on June 19, 2026

SIGNIFICANCE AND PURPOSE:

This docket sheet serves as the primary index and official court record of the case, docketing all 78 registered proceedings, orders,
and minute sheets from the case's inception on June 14, 2023, through the stays lifted on June 18, 2026.

KEY CONTENTS:

* Contains 78 formal docket entries with clerk dates and actions
* Serves as the master index to which all subsequent Exhibit B files correspond
» Documents the exact sequence of state court activity

Exhibit A— Master Docket Record — Case 23 CF 1146 Ehab Allababidi, Pro Se
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Parties

Documents-Invite

Charges/Dispositions/Sentences

Court Events

Documents Filed

Financial

Add Proposed Order

v~ Documents
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05/14/2026
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04/08/2026

03/10/2026
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12/11/2025

12/08/2025

12/08/2025

11/25/2025

11/25/2025

Document Type

Order

Minute Record

Order

Correspondence

Warrant WT

Minute Record

Petition to Revoke

Notice Of Motion

Memorandum Probation Violation

Minute Record

Minute Record

Minute Record

Petition RELIEF

Motion combined motion

Petition RELIEF

Mail EXHIBIT PACKET

Document Action

Filed View

Filed eMail View

<
)
<

Filed View
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CHRONOLOGICAL NATIVE CASE FILES

78 Verified court documents, certified minutes, and signed orders fromthe casefile

SIGNIFICANCE AND PURPOSE:

This exhibit compiles the actual, verbatim court records in exact chronological order. Every portal entry has been reconciled to
these documents, with filing dates corrected and draft documents matched to their official filing dates to establish a clean record.

KEY CONTENTS:

* Chronologically structured from June 14, 2023 to June 18, 2026
* Includes all available state court minutes, orders, subpoenas, and pro se motions
* Contains al post-conviction filings and the recent June 2026 orders

Exhibit B— Master Docket Record — Case 23 CF 1146 Ehab Allababidi, Pro Se
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IN THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT | JUN 1 4 2023

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

CERTIFICATE
o " IMPANELING
i OF THE GRAND JURY

e

I, Erin Cartwright Weins@in do hé’reby certify that | am the duly appointed, qualified and acting
Clerk of the Nineteenth Judicial Circuit-Court in and for the County of Lake, State of lllinois, that the
following i s true and correct as it appears from the records of my office now remaining.

That a GRAND JURY, each member of which was heretofore summoned, drawn and certified by
the Clerk of the Nineteenth Judicial Circuit Court according to law from an active jury list of qu alified
persons duly prepared by the Jury Commission of Lake County, reported into open Court andwas
impaneled, sworn and instructed as to its duties by a Judge of the Circuit Court and was adulyan d
lawfully constituted GRAND JURY of the County of Lake and State of lllinois.

That the said GRAND JURY returned into open Court an Indictment known as

People of the State of lllinois Case Number
Entitled as VS

EHAB ALLABABIDI 23CF1146

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and caused to be affixed the seal o f my office at
Waukegan, lllinois.

Erin Cartwright Weinstein
Clerk of the Nineteenth Judicial Circuit

De@au‘r"y Circuit Clerk

Date

171-404 Rev 10/11
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STATEOF ILLINOIS ) e EILE
No.:23CF

) SS Gen.
COUNTY OF LAKE ) DCN: JUN 1 4 2023

i

OF THE APRIL 2023 TERM OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COURT OF THE
COUNTY OF LAKE IN THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Count 1. That the Grand Jurors chosen, selected and sworn, in and for the County of Lake,

in the State of Illinois, having been duly recalled,Ain the name and by authority of the People of
the State of Illinois, upon their oaths present that EHAB ALLABABIDI; DOB, 9/24/1996
hereinafter called the defendant, on or about 5/23/22 in the County of Lake and State of Illinois,
corﬁmitted the offense of Aggravated Reckless Drivihg in that the defendant drove a motor
vehicle with willful and wanton disregard for persons or property, and caused a collision which
resulted in great bodily harm to Christopher King, in violation of 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1)(d)

contrary to the form of the Statutes in such case made and provided, and against the peace and

dignity of the People of the State of Illinois.
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Count 2. That the Grand Jurors chosen, selected and sworn, in and for the County of Lake,
in the State of Illinois, having been duly recalled, in the name and by authority of the People of
the State of Illinois, upon their oaths present that EHAB ALLABABIDI; DOB, 9/24/1996
hereinafter called the defendant, on or about 5/23/22 in the County of Lake and State of Illinois,
committed the offense of Aggravated Speeding in that the defendant drove a motor vehicle in 35
miles per hour or more in excess of the speed limit, in violation of 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5 contrary

to the form of the Statutes in such case made and provided, and against the peace and dignity of

A TRUE BILL \/’/H
/ \Q

FOREPERASDN

the People of the State of Illinois.
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Circuit Court of Lake County Gen.No.: 23CF //%

April 2023 Term Witness: Officer Ray, Lincolnshire Police Department

The People of the State of Illinois

\'S

Ehab Allababidi; DOB 9/24/1996

Wsksice

Indictment for:

Count 1: Aggravated Reckless Driving (Class 4)
Count 2: Aggravated Speeding (class A) ‘

N R

m@e Grand Jury

JUN 1 4 2023

s

Clerk of the Cou
Bail: $ (AR

ERIC RINEHART

LAKE COUNTY STATE'S ATTORNEY

SEX: M RACE: U HT: 6°0” WT: 200 HAIR: Brown EYES: Brown
DL#: A41120096272 ADDRESS: 8516 W. Winona St. Chicago, IL 60656

™
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REPORT : P31

LAKE COUNTY CIRCUIT CLERK DATE: 08/10/2023

COURT CALENDAR WORKSHEET FOR COURT CLERK PAGE: 35
08/14/2023
COURTROCM 611
CASE NUMBER TITLE FILED STATUS TOTAL DUE
-23CF00001146 PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI 06/14/2023 ACTIVE WITH WARRANT OUTSTANDING

ASSIGNED JUDGE STRIDE, CHRISTOPHER R.
CHARGE/DISP/SENTENCE COUNT 1

COUNT 2
PARTY/ATTY ALLABABIDI, EHAB
LAST CT APPRS 06/14/2023

ATTENDEES LEVITT, MARK L.
SCHELLER, STEPHEN J.
EVENTS RETURN INDICTMENT

ARRESTING AGENCY LINCOLNSHIRE DOB: 08/24/1996

AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM CLASS: 4 625 ILCS 5/11-503(A)(1)
SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT

CLASS: A 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(B)
DEF

PRESIDING JUDGE
STATE’S ATTORNEY
YES ABSENT

RETURNED BY THE APRIL 2023 GRAND JURY

ISSUE WARRANT

10% OF $50,000.00

CUR CT APPRS
EVENTS

08/14/2023
STATUS

07:30A

OF WARRANT

\WarAD.

YES ABSENT

SET
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STATE OF ILLINOIS
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 19TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

LAKE COUNTY

CASE NUMBER(S)

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS
23CF1146
vs -
—
E.‘.’J ﬁﬂ = r
EHAB ALLABABIDI / R~ fmﬁ
1 )
WARRANT OF ARREST '
MAR 50 209
TO ALL PEACE OFFICERS OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS :
W*U‘uam.
"‘f?tem

YOU ARE HEREBY COMMANDED TO ARREST

EHAB ALLABABIDI

8516 W. WINONA ST.
CHICAGO, IL 60656

AND BRING SAID PERSON WITHOUT UNNECESSARY DELAY BEFORE THE JUDGE SITTING IN
BOND COURT IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 19TH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY,
TO ANSWER A CHARGE MADE AGAINST SAID PERSON FOR THE OFFENSE(S) :

ILLINOIS,
SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT

AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM

THE AMOUNT OF THE BOND IS SET AT: $50,000.00
ILLINOIS ON JUNE 14, 2023

VDL //%

JUDGE MARK I, LEVITTF

ISSUED AT LAKE COUNTY,

ARRESTING AGENCY: G;‘)
LINCOLNSHIRE
o
S

-_—

SNy W

Q\ \\\\NETE "’7‘"'!

1
0!

sesa
et veq

Iy

A

"l

W
f}Zo

o ;

Ny
Ug

\:¢§$9H§
\T CO

——

N
éi@;

=G

k
T =
\y “L\lf\l\({}\\\#

DOB: 09/24/1996 RACE

DRIVER'S LICENSE:

VEHICLE REG: VEH MAKE:

SEX: M

A41120096272
YEAR:

HATIR: BRN

DL STATE: IL
LICENSE PLATE:

SSN:

EYES: BRN

PLATE STATE:

STATE ID:

HGT:

gt

WGT:

200
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STATE OFILLINOIS ) cs.

- : i me to and arresting the
= - duly executed the within writ by reading the same
I have duly €

A [
within named E#AB bL/lf_éﬂgi O s A— —
hi ! & day of AFCI 20 2%3[ / ‘
this |
I'am herin commanded

' Sheriff By ‘
Fee § 0
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH F I L E D
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT COUNTY OF LAKE
3/30/2024 10:05 AM
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

CASE NO: 23CF000atindGartwright Weinstein

Clerk of the Court
Lake County, lllinois

VS.

EHAB ALLABABIDI
Defendant

FIRST APPEARANCE ORDER

This matter coming before the Court for First Appearance hearing.
THE COURT FINDS that:

1. The defendant appears before the court:
due to an outstanding warrant
[ ] due to a new arrest and the court finds probable cause.
[ ] due to a new arrest and the court finds no probable cause.

2. The offense(s) charged:
by statute is not detainable and
the defendant is released from custody
and ordered to comply with pretrial conditions. (see Conditions of Pretrial Release
order).
[ ] without pretrial conditions.

[ ] by statute is detainable and
[ ] the State has elected to not file a Petition to Detain
[ ] the defendant is released from custody.
[ ] The defendant is ordered to comply with pretrial conditions (see Conditions of
Pretrial Release order).
[ ] The defendant is not ordered to comply with pretrial conditions

[ ] the State has filed a Petition to Detain on at and the defendant
[ ] does not object to detention and waives the detention hearing.
[ ] the[ ]state[ ] defense [ ]both parties agree to a continuance.
[ ] Pending the resolution of the Petition to Detain the defendant shall
[ ] be held in the custody of the Lake County Sheriff.
[ ] be released to Conditions of Pretrial Release (see Conditions of Pretrial Release
order).

3. The matter is set on 9/2/24 at 9am in 7611 for:

[ ] arraignment [ ] pretrial [ ] case management [ | petition to revoke hearing [ | detention hearing
other: Status of attorney

Entered: Date: March 30th, 2024 Signature: B

171-539 (08/23)
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH
JUDICIALCIRCUIT COUNTY OF LAKE

FILED

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) .
vs. ) CASE NO: 23CE00001146 3/30/2024 10:05 AM
)
E':AB ALLABABIDI ) Erin Cartwright Weinstein
Defendant ) Clerk of the Court

Lake County, lllinois
CONDITIONS OF PRETRIAL RELEASE

This matter coming before the Court, the COURT FINDS:

The defendant is not charged with a detention-eligible offense pursuant to 725 ILCS 5/110-6.1(a)(1) through (8).
|:| The defendant is charged with a detention-eligible offense, but the State has not filed a petition to detain.

[ ] Following the detention hearing, the Court denied the State’s Petition to Detain.

|:| Following a revocation or sanctions hearing, the Court ordered a modification of the defendant’s release conditions.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that:

1. The defendant shall be released with the following statutorily mandated conditions pursuant to 725 ILCS 5/110 (a):
1. Appear in court for every court date.
2. Not violate any criminal statute of any jurisdiction.
3. File written notice with the clerk of the court within 24 hours after a change of address.
4. The defendant shall also be subject to other relevant mandatory conditions pursuant to 725 ILCS
5/110-10(a), (c), or (d). (See Supplemental Conditions of Pretrial Release Order entered on today’s date.)

2. Further, having reviewed all relevant factors and standards pursuant to 725 ILCS 5/110-2 and 110-5, and making an
individualized decision, the Court finds that the following additional conditions are necessary to reasonably assure: the
defendant’s appearance in court, the defendant does not commit any criminal offense while on pretrial release, and/or the
defendant’s compliance with all conditions of pretrial release: (Check those that apply)

Report to Pretrial Services and comply with their reporting requirements of Level |:| 1 2|:| 3 |:| 4
|:| Not leave the State of Illinois without permission of the Court
|:| Refrain from possessing a firearm or other dangerous weapon

|:| Curfew of to or as directed by Pretrial Services
|:| Have no contact directly or indirectly with the following individuals and/or places until further order of court:

|:| Electronic Monitoring. The Court orders: I:l Scram Device I:l GPS|:| other:

other conditions: o ) o )
No driving without valid driver's license

3. The court finds the following conditions are necessary pursuant to 725 ILCS 5/110-10(b)(9):
|:| no consumption of |:| alcohol |:| illegal substances

[ ] other:

4. Pursuant to 725ILCS 5/110-5(g), the Court finds that no less restrictive condition of release or combination of less restrictive
conditions of release would reasonably ensure the appearance of the defendant for later hearings or protect an identifiable
person or persons from imminent threat of serious physical harm.

5. The case is continued to 5/2/24 , at 9am-——""+n Couptro ; 1611,
Entered: Date: March 30th, 2024 Signature™-._ ___—~ ; Z’gm "'f
——t=TJudge

I acknowledge these conditions of release and affirm that I will comply with each condition. I understand that failure to comply
Wi onditions of relegse.coutd-result in sanctions,and/or revocation of my pretrial release. I further understand that I am
requiredio nod lerk of1€ co ny @f address within 24 hours.

ke March 30th, 2024 Page 21 of 316
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2.3\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

—
-J|+

)
)
People )
Plaintiff ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 020
) Event Date:  March 30, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  First Appearance
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Sarah P
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Emma Smoler, States Attorney

Patricia L Cornell, Judge

Gregory R Ticsay, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 03/30/2024.

Defendant present in custody.

of Lake County Sheriff's Office

Appoint Public Defender

Set Conditions of Pretrial Release

Pretrial Release is ordered.

Report to Pretrial-Level 2

Other Conditions of Release No driving without a valid license
Order for Conditions of Pretrial Release Entered

Public Defender Discharged

The matter is set for Status Of Attorney on 05/02/2024 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611.

Defendant Advised of Right to Appeal
Released to Pretrial
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"': ; \\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
t\/i s/ LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
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CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

RELEASE
ORIGINAL i MODIFIED

DATE: : X P.M.

Name: (last, first)

JUDGE:

CASE NO. \Z CHARGE:

CASE NO. CHARGE:

CASE NO. CHARGE:

CASE NO. CHARGE:

CASE NO. CHARGE:

CASE NO. CHARGE:

BOND AMOUNT: $ Recognizance
-1 ~.
Next Court Date: Time: 1.0C¢  aAM. X P.M.

CONDITIONS OF RELEASE
[0 Release to Pretrial Bond Supervision

[0  Release to:

Courtroom: _TLL

Curfew:

No Drugs
No Alcohol
Random Testing

No Contact With:

B 0 B O 2 O

Must Reside at:

n

Nolle Prossed

O

Other Information:

Deputy Clerk - Courtroom

171-215  (Rev. 06/13)
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23 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

)
)
People )
Plaintiff ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date: May 2, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Status Of Attorney
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge
Francis P Derosa, States Attorney
ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 05/02/2024.

Appoint Public Defender

The Court orders this matter set as follows: Arraignment on 05/14/2024 at 09:00 AM in T611
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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23\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

)
)
People )
Plaintiff. ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date: May 14, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: ~ Arraignment
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Francis P Derosa, States Attorney
Christopher R Stride, Judge

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Justin Malec, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 05/14/2024.

Advised of Mandatory Supervised Release
Not Guilty Plea

Motion for Discovery.

14 DAYS

Reciprocal discovery ordered.

14 DAYS

Motion of Defense

The Court orders this matter set as follows: Pre-Trial on 06/25/2024 at 09:00 AM in T611
By Agreement

Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )) FI LED
SS

COUNTY OF LAKE ) 6/12/2024 1:31 PM

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS ) )
Erin Cartwright Weinstein

Clerk of the Court

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS our
Lake County, lllinois

)
)
VS. ) GENERAL NO. 23CF1146
)
EHAB ALLABABIDI

DISCLOSURE TO THE ACCUSED

Now come the People of the State of Illinois by ERIC F. RINEHART, State's Attorney, in and for the
County of Lake, State of Illinois, by Assistant State's Attorney, pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 412 disclose the
following response to Defendant's motion for pre-trial disclosure:

1. The names of persons whom the State intends, at this time, to call at the time of hearing or trial appear
on the attached list of withesses.

To the extent that said witnesses prepared relevant written or recorded statements or memoranda
containing substantially verbatim reports of oral statements by them exist, the same are contained in the attached
reports labeled 23CF1146-FPD00001-00003-23CF1146-FPD00122-00125, 2 discs containing squad video, and
photos.

2. Written statements of the accused, or co-defendant, if any, recorded statements of the accused, or co-
defendant, if any, and the substance or oral statements of the accused or the co-defendant, if any, are contained in
the attachments hereto. The witnesses to the making of written or oral statements of the accused are included in
the attached list of witnesses.

3. Grand Jury minutes, if any, will be furnished through Supplemental Discovery.

4. The reports of experts, if any, are contained in the attachments hereto.

5. Books, papers, documents, photographs or tangible objects which the State intends to use at hearing or
trial or which were obtained from or belong to the accused, may be examined at the State's Attorney's Office upon
reasonable notice during business hours.

6. The People are not aware of any record of prior criminal convictions which may be use for
impeachment of persons whom the People intend to call as witnesses at hearing or trial other than may be
contained herein.

7. Electronic surveillance, if any, is contained in the attached reports.

8. Material or information within the possession or control of the People tending to negate the guilt of
defendant as to the offenses charged or tending to reduce his punishment, therefore, if any, is contained within the

attached reports.

ERIC F. RINEHART
State's Attorney of Lake County

e

Assistant State's Attorney
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) SS:
COUNTY OF LAKE )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

VS.

EHAB ALLABABIDI

LIST OF WITNESS

)
)
) GENERAL NO. 23CF1146
)

The People disclose the following as a list of witnesses to be called at trial. Additionally, the
people reserve the right to call as witness any persons referenced in any disclosure of materials to the

defendant.

WITNESSES

Gurnee Officer Murray

Lincolnshire Detective Forkes

Lincolnshire Officer Plotke

Lincolnshire Officer Temple

Lincolnshire Community Service Officer Kanter
Lincolnshire Officer Skrobot

Lincolnshire Detective Petrick

Lincolnshire Officer Beale

Lincolnshire Sergeant Zange

Illinois State Police Trooper Nebelski
Riverwoods Officer Durkin

Christopher King

Manuel Rojo

Asad Khan

Adam Heald

Gary Gulttierez

James Howard

Condell Phlebotomist Stacy Rietschel

Any Other Person Mentioned in the Reports
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )) ss FI LED

COUNTY OF LAKE )
6/12/2024 1:31 PM
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT,

LAKE COUNTY ILLINOIS _ _ _
Erin Cartwright Weinstein

Clerk of the Court

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS Lake County, lllinois

VS. GENERAL NO: 23CF1146

— N N

EHAB ALLABABIDI

PEOPLE’S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY

NOW COME the People of the State of Illinois, by ERIC F. RINEHART, State's Attorney, in and
for the County of Lake, State of Illinois, by and through, Assistant State's Attorney, and request the following
as discovery from the defendant, pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 413 and under the Local Rules of the
Nineteenth Judicial Circuit, Part 9.00, Sub-Part C, 9.16:

1. The names and last known addresses of persons whom the defendant intends to call as
witnesses, together with their relevant written or recorded statements, including
memoranda reporting or summarizing their oral statements, and any record of prior
criminal convictions of said witnesses known to the defendant or counsel;

2. Any written or recorded statements, including memoranda reporting or summarizing the
oral statements of any person listed by the State as potential witnesses;

3. Any books, papers, documents, photographs or tangible objects which the defendant
intends to use as evidence or for impeachment at a hearing or at trial;

4, If the defendant intends to establish an alibi, specific information as to the place where
the defendant maintains he/she was at the time of the alleged offense;

5. The title of any and all Affirmative Defenses that he intends to assert at a hearing or at
trial.
6. Any reports or results of physical or mental examinations or of scientific tests,

experiments or comparisons, or any other reports or statements of experts which defense
counsel has in his possession or control, including a statement of the qualifications of
such experts, except that those portions of the reports containing statements made by the
defendant may be withheld if defense does not intend to use any of the material contained
in the report at a hearing or trial.

WHEREFORE, the People request that the above discovery materials be tendered to the People
within 14 days of this Motion.

ERIC F. RINEHART
State's Attorney of Lake County

yfm P b:adfaufm/

Assistant State's Attorney
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STATE OF ILLINOIS g ss FI LED

COUNTY OF LAKE
) 6/20/2024 2:01 PM
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT,

LAKE COUNTY ILLINOIS _ _ _
Erin Cartwright Weinstein

Clerk of the Court

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS Lake County, lllinois

|
VS. ) GENERAL NO: 23CF1146
)

EHAB ALLABABIDI
ORDER

Upon Motion of the People of the State of Illinois, by ERIC F. RINEHART, State’s Attorney, for County of
Lake, by and through, Assistant State’s Attorney,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that counsel for the defendant in the above-captioned cause shall inform the
State of any defenses which the defendant intends to make at a hearing or trial, including affirmative defenses, non-
affirmative defenses, alternate and inconsistent defenses;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that counsel for the defendant shall furnish the State with the following
materials and information within counsel’s possession or control or within the possession or control of the defendant:

1. The names and last known addresses of persons the defendant intends to call as witnesses, together
with their relevant written or recorded statements, including memoranda reporting or summarizing
their oral statements and any record of prior criminal convictions of said witnesses known to the
defendant or counsel;

2. Any written or recorded statements, including memoranda reporting or summarizing the oral
statements of any person listed by the State as potential witnesses;

3. Any books, documents, photographs or tangible objects said defendant intends to use as evidence
or for impeachment;

4. Any reports or statements of experts, made in connection with this case, including results of physical
or mental examinations, and of scientific tests, experiments or comparisons, except that those
portions of reports containing statements made by the defendant may be withheld if defense counsel
does not intend to use any of the material contained in the report at a hearing or trial; oral reports or
statements of experts shall be reduced to writing by said experts;

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if said defendant intends to establish an alibi, said defendant shall disclose
to the State specific information as to the place where the defendant maintains he was located at the time of the alleged
offense;

IT ISFURTHER ORDERED that counsel for the defendant shall comply with the aforesaid order within 14
days hereof at a time and place and in a manner mutually agreeable to said counsel and the Office of the State’s
Attorney whereby said material and information may be inspected, obtained, tested, copied or photographed. If the
parties cannot agree on a time, place, and manner of compliance with this order, defense counsel shall notify the State
that the aforesaid material and information may be inspected, obtained, tested, copied or photographed during
specified reasonable times and at places reasonably accessible to the State’s Attorney or his designated Assistant.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that, if subsequent to compliance with this Order, the defendant or counsel

discover additional material or information which is subject to disclosure under the above terms, such information or
material shall be promptly disclosed to the State and this Court

Dated at Waukegan, Illinois, on 06/20/2024. a/
ENTERED: f[ﬂ.rr".[".l'n’Li 7 i..!{ [
J
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE

NINETEENTH JubpiciaL CIRcCUIT ‘
Clerk of the'€e

Lake County, lllinois
Division of Adult Probation Services Lake County, Illinois

=

Pretrial Services Unit

301 Washington Street
Waukegan, IL 60085-5533
TDD: 847.625-2783

Fax:  847.782-6024
Phone: 847.377-4506 STATUS REPORT

PRETRIAL SUPERVISION

DATE: June 18, 2024

TO: Honorable CHRISTOPHER R. STRIDE

FROM: XOCHILT TAPIA, PROBATION OFFICER

RE: ALLABABIDI, EHAB

COURT DATE: 06/25/2024

TIME:9:00 AM

ROOM: T-611

CHARGE :

AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM (cl 4)

SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT (cl A)

CASE#: 2023CF00001146

The defendant was released to Pretrial Supervision on 3/30/2024, with the following conditions:
Level 2 - Conditions Include: Mandated and Statutory Conditions; Court reminder calls/text before each court date; Check
in by phone one time per month.

Additional Conditions include: No driving without a valid driver’s license.

To date, the defendant has been in full compliance with his Pretrial release conditions. At this time, the Court may wish to
consider reducing the level of supervision or removal from Pretrial Services.

XOCHILT TAPIA, PROBATION OFFICER
Pretrial Services Officer
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23 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

)
)
People )
Plaintiff ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  June 25, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Pre-Trial
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Justin Malec, Public Defender

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard and Continued 06/25/2024.

The Court orders this matter set as follows: Pre-Trial on 07/23/2024 at 09:00 AM in T611
By Agreement

Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
Peopl
e Plaintiff, ; Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  July 23, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Pre-Trial
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Christopher R Stride, Judge

Justin Malec, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard and Continued 07/23/2024.
Motion of Defense

The matter is set for Pre-Trial on 08/20/2024 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. .
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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FILED

8/12/2024 11:16 AM

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) SS Erin Cartwright Weinstein
COUNTY OF LAKE ) Clerk of the Court

Lake County, lllinois
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

Vs. GENERAL NO: 23CF1146

N N N N N N

EHAB ALLABABIDI

SUPPLEMENTAL DISCLOSURE OF DISCOVERY

Now comes, Eric F. Rinehart, State’s Attorney for Lake County, Illinois, by and through
Assistant State’s Attorney, Francis P. DeRosa, and supplement the Answer to the Defendant’s Motion for
Discovery as follows:

The attached records labeled 23CF146-FPD00126-00137 through 23CF146-FPD00931-00934.

Witnesses:

Scott Miller, MD

Mark Oquist-Cardenas, MD
David Foosaner, MD
Kristin Vercillo, MD
Stephen Amesbury, MD
Megan Stock, MD

John Brunetti, DMD

Beth Ginsburg, MD

Rami Taha, MD

Marcus Talerico, MD
Stephen Clark, MD

Holly Loud, DO
Christopher Coury, MD
David Zartaisky, MD
Shayle Patzik, MD
Shabirusain Abadin, MD
Maher Nahlawi, MD

Any other person mentioned in the reports.

ERIC F. RINEHART
STATE’S ATTORNEY FOR LAKE COUNTY

%A&WLO P D}_{aﬂ%«/

FRANCIS P. DEROSA
ASSISTANT STATE’S ATTORNEY
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

=
-J|+

)
)
People )
Plaintiff ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  August 20, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Pre-Trial
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney
Christopher R Stride, Judge

Justin Malec, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present via video

Nature of Proceedings:
Event Result: Heard and Continued 08/20/2024.

The matter is set for Pre-Trial on 09/24/2024 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. MUST APPEAR IN PERSON.
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE 9/19/2083 =
NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Erin Cartwright
Clerk of the
I L] L%

Division of Adult Probation Services

Pretrial Services Unit

301 S Washington Street
Waukegan, IL 60085-5534
Phone: 847.377.4506
TDD: 847.625.2783
Fax: 847.984.5798

Courtroom: T-611
Time: 9:00 AM
Court Date: September 24, 2024
MEMORANDUM

To:  Assistant State’s Attorney
From: XOCHILT TAPIA, PROBATION OFFICER
Date: 9/19/2024 Charge: AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM
(cl 4)

SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT (cl A)
Re:  ALLABABIDI, EHAB Case#: 23CF00001146

This memo will serve to inform the court of the following violation(s):
[ ] Curfew [] Positive Drug/Alcohol Screen [X] Police Contact [ ] Absconded [ ]SCRAM [ ] Other
The defendant was released to Pretrial Supervision on 4/10/2024, with the following conditions: Level 2 -

Conditions Include: Mandated and Statutory Conditions; Court reminder calls/text before each court date;
Check in by phone one time per month.

Additional conditions include: No driving without a valid driver's license.

Per Leads, on 8/30/24 the defendant was arrested by the Chicago Police Department for Possession, Poss
Amt Con (cl 4), Drive w/o Headlight/Cyc (cl P) and Fail to Signal (cl P, 24111164501). The next court date is
scheduled for 10/11/2024.

cc: Judge Approved by: /s/Philip Ksiezak
Defense Attorney Philip Ksiezak, Unit Manager
File Pretrial Services
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FILED

9/20/2024 5:23 PM

Erin Cartwright Weinstein
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH Clerk of the Court
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS Lake County, lllinois
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS
VS.
EHAB ALLABABIDI GEN. NO. 23CF00001146

PEOPLE’S VERIFIED PETITION TO REVOKE PRE-TRIAL RELEASE

The People of the State of Illinois, through State’ Attorney Eric Rinehart, bring this
Petition to Revoke Pre-Trial Release pursuant to 725 ILCS 5/110-6(a) and respectfully requests
that this Honorable Court, order the detention of the Defendant named in the above caption until
disposition of this matter or other order of Court.

1. Defendant was arrested for the offense(s):

AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM (Class 4 Felony) in violation of
625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1)(d) and SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT (Class A
Misdemeanor) in violation of 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5. The Defendant was released after
his or her original arrest pending the outcome of that case.

2. Since that release on March 20, 2024, the Defendant committed:
A Class 4 Felony, being the offense of Unlawful Possession of a Controlled
Substance. Said case being People v. Ehab Allababidi, pending in the Circuit Court
of Cook County.

3. There is clear and convincing evidence that detention is needed because there are no
conditions or combination of conditions that will:
reasonably ensure the Defendant does not commit another Class A misdemeanor
or felony.

4. In further support of this Petition, the State alleges on information and belief:

Per Leads, on 8/30/24, the defendant was arrested by the Chicago Police Department
for Unlawful Possession of a Controlled Substance (Class 4), Drive without
Headlight/Cyc (Class P) and Fail to Signal (Class P, 24111164501). The next court
date 1s scheduled for 10/11/2024.

WHEREFORE, the State requests that this Honorable Court revoke the Defendant’s pre-trial
release and detain the Defendant pending the outcome of this case.
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Respectfully submitted,

Francis P DeRosa
Assistant State’s Attorney

Under penalties provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, the
undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this Petition to Detain are true and correct,
except as to matters herein stated to be upon information and belief and as to such matters, the
undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he/she verily believes the same to be true.

Respectfully submitted,

Francis P DeRosa
Assistant State’s Attorney
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
People
b Plaintiff. g Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  September 24, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Pre-Trial
Defendant. ) MUST APPEAR IN PERSON
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Francis P Derosa, States Attorney

Justin Malec, Public Defender

Christopher R Stride, Judge

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard and Continued 09/24/2024.

DEF SENT TO TEST FOR PRETRIAL - MUST COME BACK IF POSITIVE

The Court orders this matter set as follows: Pre-Trial on 10/11/2024 at 09:00 AM in T611
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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23\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

)
)
People )
Plaintiff. ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  October 11, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Pre-Trial
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Sarah P
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Justin Malec, Public Defender

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Francis P Derosa, States Attorney

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard and Continued 10/11/2024.

Admonish

Def not to consume or possess any alcohol or drugs - comply with pretrial conditions
The Court orders this matter set as follows: Pre-Trial on 10/29/2024 at 09:00 AM in T611
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
People )
Plaintiff ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  October 29, 2024 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Pre-Trial
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Justin Malec, Public Defender

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard and Continued 10/29/2024.

Motion of State

Petition Withdrawn

- STATE'S MOTION TO WITHDRAW PETITION TO REVOKE PRETRIAL RELEASE IS GRANTED AND
PETITION IS WITHDRAWN

Motion of Defense

No Objection by the State

The matter is set for Pre-Trial on 11/26/2024 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. - MUST APPEAR IN PERSON.
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE
NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

Erin Cartwright Vit
Clerk of the
! LIS

Division of Adult Probation Services

Pretrial Services Unit

301 S Washington Street
Waukegan, IL 60085-5534
Phone: 847.377.4506
TDD: 847.625.2783
Fax: 847.984.5798

Courtroom: T-611
Time: 9:00 AM
Court Date: November 26, 2024
MEMORANDUM

To:  Assistant State’s Attorney
From: XOCHILT TAPIA, PROBATION OFFICER
Date: 11/21/2024 Charge: AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM

(cl 4)
SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT (cl A)

Re: ALLABABIDI, EHAB Case#: 23CF00001146
This memo will serve to inform the court of the following violation(s):
[ ] Curfew [] Positive Drug/Alcohol Screen [ ] Police Contact [ ] Absconded [ ]SCRAM [X] Other

The defendant was released to Pretrial Supervision on 4/10/2024, with the following conditions: Level 2 -
Conditions Include: Mandated and Statutory Conditions; Court reminder calls/text before each court date;
Check in by phone one time per month.

Additional conditions include: No driving without a valid driver’s license; Not to consume or possess any
alcohol or drugs.

A standard condition of Level 2 Supervision is to check in with Pretrial Services by phone once a month. The
defendant failed to check in for the month of October.

cc: Judge Approved by: /s/Philip Ksiezak
Defense Attorney Philip Ksiezak, Unit Manager
File Pretrial Services
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

=
-J|+

)
)

People )

v, ) Location: Courtroom 611

) Event Date: November 26, 2024 9:00 AM

PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Pre-Trial

Defendant. ) - MUST APPEAR IN PERSON

) Clerk: Amy B

Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Justin Malec, Public Defender

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 11/26/2024.

Defendant Sent to Pre-Trial Services or Probation for Testing.
Advised of Failure to Appear

- THIS CASE WILL BE HEARD LATER TODAY
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)

People )

v, ) Location: Courtroom 611

) Event Date:  November 26, 2024 9:32 AM

PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Status

Defendant. )

) Clerk: Amy B

Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Justin Malec, Public Defender

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 11/26/2024.

Defendant Tested Negative.

Admonish

- DEFENDANT MUST FOLLOW ALL CONDITIONS OF PRETRIAL SUPERVISION - MUST CHECK IN
AND REPORT AS DIRECTED BY PRETRIAL

Motion of Defense

The matter is set for Pre-Trial on 01/03/2025 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. .
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

=
-J|+

)
)
People )
Plaintiff ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  January 3, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Pre-Trial
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Christopher R Stride, Judge

Francis P Derosa, States Attorney

Justin Malec, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard and Continued 01/03/2025.
Motion of State

The matter is set for Pre-Trial on 02/18/2025 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611./ STAT. OF DISCOVERY OF

MEDICAL RECORDS.
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)

People )

v, ) Location: Courtroom 611

) Event Date:  February 18, 2025 9:00 AM

PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Pre-Trial

Defendant. ) / STAT. OF DISCOVERY OF MEDICAL
) RECORDS
Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Emma Smoler, States Attorney

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 02/18/2025.
Motion of Defense

The matter is set for Plea on 03/19/2025 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. - ON ZOOM.

Admonish

- DEFENDANT ORDERED TO REPORT AND TEST AT PRETRIAL DIRECTLY AFTER COURT
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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23 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

)
)
Peopl
P Plaintiff g Case No. 23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
. ) Event Date:  February 18, 2025 10:53 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Status
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Emma Smoler, States Attorney

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 02/18/2025.

Defendant Tested Positive.

- FOR ALCOHOL - SIGNED ADMISSION OF USE (ON 2/16/25)
Continue to previously set date on 03/19/25

Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
Peopl
P Plaintiff 3 Case No. 23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
. ) Event Date:  March 19, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Plea
Defendant. ) - ON ZOOM
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Christopher R Stride, Judge

Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present via video

Nature of Proceedings:
Event Result: Heard and Continued 03/19/2025.

The matter is set for Plea on 04/30/2025 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. - IN PERSON.
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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FILED

3/25/2025 3:51 PM

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS Erin Cartwright Weinstein

Clerk of the Court
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS ) Lake County, lllinois
)
vs. ) CASE NO: 23CF1146
)
EHAB ALLABABIDI )

ANSWER TO STATE'S MOTION FOR DISCOVERY

The Defendant, by his attorney, Bailey C. Russell, Assistant Public Defender, answers the State’s
Motion for Discovery as follows:

1.

The defense will rely upon the presumption of innocence and the State’s inability
to prove guilt beyond a reasonable doubt.

The defense may call as witnesses any of those persons named in the police reports,
transcripts and other documents tendered by the State to the defendant.

The defense has no knowledge of any reports, test results or testimony of physical
or mental examinations or of scientific tests or of any other comparisons of reports
of experts.

The only documents the defense may or may not use for impeachment purposes at
hearing or trial are documents previously tendered to the defense by the State.

Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 415(b), additional discovery shall be
provided to the State as it becomes available; investigation continues.

Respectfully submitted,

Assistant Public Defender
Attorney for the Defendant

Office of the Lake County Public Defender
15 South County Street

Waukegan, Illinois 60085

(847) 377-3360 telephone

(847) 984-5753 facsimile
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH F I L E D

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 3/26/2025 9:48 AM
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) . . .
) fﬁzrk of the Court
) Lake County, lllinois
EHAB ALLABABIDI
ORDER

Upon motion of Bailey C. Russell, Assistant Public Defender, attorney for the above named Defendant,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT the State shall, pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 412, disclose to the attorney for the Defendant
the following material and information within its possession or control:

1. the names and last known addresses of persons whom the State intends to call as witnesses, together with their relevant written
or recorded statements, memoranda containing substantially verbatim reports of their oral statements, and a list of memoranda reporting
or summarizing their oral statements. Upon written motion of defense counsel memoranda reporting or summarizing oral statements
shall be examined by the court in camera and if found to be substantially verbatim reports of oral statements shall be disclosed to defense
counsel;

2. any written or recorded statements and the substance of any oral statements made by the accused or by a co-defendant, and a
list of witnesses to the making and acknowledgment of such statements;

3. a transcript of those portions of grand jury minutes containing testimony of the accused and relevant testimony of persons
whom the prosecuting attorney intends to call as witnesses at the hearing or trial;

4. any reports or statements of experts, made in connection with the particular case, including results of physical or mental
examinations and of scientific tests, experiments, or comparisons, and a statement of qualifications of the expert;

5. any books, papers, documents, photographs or tangible objects which the prosecuting attorney intends to use in the hearing or
trial or which were obtained from or belong to the accused; and

6. any record of prior criminal convictions, which may be used for impeachment, of persons whom the State intends to call as
witnesses at the hearing or trial.

If the State has obtained from the Defendant pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 413(d) information regarding defenses the
Defendant intends to make, it shall provide to Defendant not less than seven (7) days before the date set for the hearing or trial, or at
such other time as the court may direct, the names and addresses of witnesses the state intends to call in rebuttal, together with the
information required to be disclosed in connection with other witnesses by paragraphs 1, 3 and 6, above, and a specific statement as to
the substance of the testimony such witnesses will give at the trial of the cause.

The State shall inform defense counsel if there has been any electronic surveillance (including wiretapping) of conversations
to which the accused was a party, or of his premises.

Except as is otherwise provided in the Supreme Court Rules as to protective orders, the State shall disclose to defense counsel
any material or information within its possession or control which tends to negate the guilt of the accused as to the offense charged or
would tend to reduce his punishment therefor.

The State shall perform its obligations within seven (7) days.

The State may perform these obligations in any manner mutually agreeable to itself and defense counsel or by:

(1) notifying defense counsel that material and information, described in general terms, may be inspected, obtained, tested,
copied, or photographed, during specified reasonable times; and

(i1) making available to defense counsel at the time specified such materials and information, and suitable facilities or other
arrangements for inspection, testing, copying and photographing of such material and information.

The State should ensure that a flow of information is maintained between the various investigative personnel and its office
sufficient to place within its possession or control all material and information relevant to the accused and the offense charged.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT, pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 415(b), if subsequent to compliance with the above order,
the State discovers additional material or information which is subject to disclosure under the terms of this order, the State shall promptly
disclose such material or information and also notify the court of its existence.

N

[
Sl 7 A
L J JUDGE
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
Peopl
P Plaintiff ; Case No. 23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
' ) Event Date:  April 30, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Plea
Defendant. ) - IN PERSON
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Francis P Derosa, States Attorney

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Christopher R Stride, Judge

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present via video

Nature of Proceedings:
Event Result: Heard and Continued 04/30/2025.

The matter is set for Plea on 06/12/2025 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. MUST APPEAR - IN PERSON.
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
Peopl
P Plaintiff. ; Case No. 23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
' ) Event Date:  June 12, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Plea
Defendant. ) MUST APPEAR - IN PERSON
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Case Called 06/12/2025.
Motion of Defense

The matter is set for Pre-Trial on 07/23/2025 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. .
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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I,“‘i:l IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
3L LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

LT

)
)
People )
Plaintiff. ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  June 23, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Order Entered
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge
Francis P Derosa, States Attorney

Present in Court

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 06/23/2025.
HIPPA FORMS
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STATE OF ILLINOIS ) Uy 2,
) 55 G U
COUNTY OF LAKE ) S
7/ (%
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH “Tea,
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)
VS. ) General No. 23CF1146
)
EHAB ALLABABIDI )

CERTIFIED MEDICAEL RECORDS RELEASE AND QUALIFIED PROTECTIVE
ORDER PURSUANT TO HIPPA

This matter coming to be heard on Motion of the People of the State of Illinois, the court
having jurisdiction and being fully advised in the premises:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

CONDELL MEDICAL CENTER is ordered to submit any and all health information and
medical records, including sensitive information, pertaining to the patient of CHRISTOPHER R.
KING, DOB: 03/21/1977, treated on or about: JUNE 23, 2022 THROUGH DATE OF
DISCHARGE; FEBRUARY 23, 2023 THROUGH DATE OF DISCHARGE; JULY 25, 2023
THROUGH DATE OF DISCHARGE; NOVEMBER 21, 2023 THROUGH DATE OF
DISCHARGE; AND DECEMBER 29, 2023 THROUGH DATE OF DISCHARGE. Said records
shall be accompanied by a CERTIFICATION from the Keeper of Records, signed under the
penalty of perjury.

CONDELL MEDICAL CENTER must comply with this Qualified Protection Order Pursuant to

HIPPA by mailing legible copies within two weeks to the Honorable Judge Stride, Courtroom
T611, 18 North County Street, Waukegan, [llinois.

1. The current parties (and their attorneys) and any future parties (and their attorneys) to the
above captioned matter are hereby authorized to receive, subpoena, and transmit
"protected health information” (also referred to herein as "PHI”) pertaining
CHRISTOPHER R. KING, DOB: 03/21/1977, treated on or about: JUNE 23, 2022
THROUGH DATE OF DISCHARGE; FEBRUARY 23, 2023 THROUGH DATE OF
DISCHARGE; JULY 25, 2023 THROUGH DATE OF DISCHARGE; NOVEMBER 21,
2023 THROUGH DATE OF DISCHARGE; AND DECEMBER 29, 2023 THROUGH
DATE OF DISCHARGE, to the extent and subject to the conditions outlined herein.

2. For the purposes of this Qualified Protective Order, "PHI" or "protected health

information" shall have the same scope and definition as set forth in 45 CFR 160.103 and
160.501. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, "PHI" includes, but is not
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limited to, health information, including sensitive material, including demographic
information, relating to either, (a) the past, present, or future physical or mental condition
of an individual, (b) the provision of care to an individual, or (c) the payment for care
provided to an individual, which identifies the individual or which reasonably could be
expected to identify the individual.

3. All "covered entities” (as defined by 45 CFR 160.103) are hereby authorized to disclose
PHI pertaining to CHRISTOPHER R. KING, DOB: 03/21/1977, to all attorneys now of
record in this matter or who may become of records in the future of this litigation.

4. The parties and their attorneys shall be permitted to use the PHI pertaining
CHRISTOPHER R. KING, DOB: 03/21/1977, in any manner that is reasonably
connected with the above captioned litigation. This includes, but is not limited to,
disclose to the parties, their attorneys of records, the attorneys' firms (i.e. attorneys,
support staff, agents, and consultants), the parties’ insurers, experts, consultants, court
personnel, court reporters, copy services, trial consultants, jurors, venire members, and
other entities involved in the litigation process.

5. At the conclusion of the litigation which shall be defined as the point at which final
orders disposing of the entire case have been entered, or the time at which all trial and
appellate proceedings have been exhausted any person or entity in possession of PHI
received pursuant to this order shall destroy any and all copies of PHI pertaining to
CHRISTOPHER R. KING, DOB: 03/21/1977.

6. This order shall not control or [imit the use of protected health information pertaining to
CHRISTOPHER R. KING, DOB: 03/21/1977, that comes in possession of any party or
any party's attorney from a source other than a "covered entity", (as that term is defined
in 45 CFR 160.103).

7. Nothing in this order relieves any party from complying with the requirement of the
[llinois Mental Health and Development Disabilities Confidentiality Act (740 ILCS 110/1
et seq.), the Aids Confidentiality Act (410 ILCS 35/1, et seq) or state and federal law that
protects certain drug and alcohol records (20 ILCS 301/30-5, 42 USC 290dd-3 and
290ee-3, and 42 CFR Part 2).

Questions regarding this Court order should be directed to Lake County State's Attorney's Office,
Assistant State's Attorney Francis DeRosa, at (847) 377-3525.
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DATE: 6/23/2025

Order Prepared by:

Francis P. DeRosa

Asst. State’s Attorney

Office of the Lake County State’s Attorney
18 N. County St.

Waukegan, IL 60085

./

JUDGE U
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I,“‘i:l IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
3L LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

LT

)
)
People )
Plaintiff. ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  June 23, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Order Entered
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge
Francis P Derosa, States Attorney

Present in Court

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 06/23/2025.
HIPPA FORMS
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LT

23\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

)
)
People )
Plaintiff ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  July 23, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Pre-Trial
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Francis P Derosa, States Attorney

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Christopher R Stride, Judge

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard and Continued 07/23/2025.

Admonish

ADVISAL AND RIGHT TO A 402 CONFERENCE CONSET TO A 402 CONFERENCE
402 conference.

The Court orders this matter set as follows: Pre-Trial on 08/12/2025 at 09:00 AM in T611
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE

NINETEENTH JubpiciaL CIRcCUIT !
Clerk of the'€e

Lake County, lllinois
Division of Adult Probation Services Lake County, Illinois

=

Pretrial Services Unit

301 Washington Street
Waukegan, IL 60085-5533
TDD: 847.625-2783

Fax:  847.782-6024
Phone: 847.377-4506 STATUS REPORT

PRETRIAL SUPERVISION

DATE: August 7, 2025

TO: Honorable Christopher R Stride

FROM: XOCHILT TAPIA, PROBATION OFFICER
RE: ALLABABIDI, EHAB

COURT DATE: 08/12/2025

TIME:9:00 AM

ROOM: T-611

CHARGE: AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM (cl 4)
SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT (cl 4)

CASE#: 23CF00001146

The defendant was released to Pretrial Supervision on 3/30/2024, with the following conditions:
Level 2 - Conditions Include: Mandated and Statutory Conditions; Court reminder calls/text before
each court date; Check in by phone one time per month.

Additional Conditions include: No driving without a valid driver’s license; Not to consume or possess any alcohol or

drugs.

To date, the defendant has been in full compliance with his Pretrial release conditions. At this time, the Court may wish to
consider reducing the level of supervision or removal from Pretrial Services.

XOCHILT TAPIA, PROBATION OFFICER
Pretrial Services Officer
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23 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

)
)
Peopl
P Plaintiff. ; Case No. 23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
. ) Event Date:  August 12, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Pre-Trial
Defendant. ) FINAL
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Francis P Derosa, States Attorney
Christopher R Stride, Judge

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 08/12/2025.
The Court orders this matter set as follows: Plea on 08/26/2025 at 09:00 AM in T611
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
Peopl
P Plaintiff. ; Case No. 23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
' ) Event Date:  August 26, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Plea
Defendant. ) FINAL
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Outstanding
Warrant/60+ Days 08/14/2023

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney
Christopher R Stride, Judge

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard and Continued 08/26/2025.
The Court orders this matter set as follows: Plea on 09/08/2025 at 09:00 AM in T611
Pretrial Release Shall Continue
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23\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

)
)
People )
Plaintiff, ) Case No. 23CF00001146
V. ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  September 8, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Plea
Defendant. ) FINAL
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Guilty
09/08/2025
Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Nolle Prosequi
09/08/2025

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 09/08/2025.
Withdraw Not Guilty Plea

Arraignment

Advised of Mandatory Supervised Release
Advised Of Nature Of Charge Sentence
Advised of Right to Trial by Jury or Court
Trial Waived

Enter Negotiated Plea Of Guilty

Nolle Prosequi

- COUNT 2 ONLY

Effects, Consequences Explained, Persisted.
Unconditionally Accepted by Court
Waive Pre-Sentence Investigation
Judgment on Plea

Sentencing

Election of Financial Sentencing

Order Entered
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-% IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

|'
@; LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

- RESTITUTION ORDER ENTERED: $2,670.86 TO O'BREIN LANDSCAPE - ALL MONEY PAID SHALL
APPLY TO RESTITUTION FIRST.
Defendant Advised of Right to Appeal
It is hereby ordered:
Charge(s):
1-Count 1625ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1): AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM (Original) - Guilty
09/08/2025 Costs and Fees - $549.00 - Imposed
09/08/2025 Fine - $75.00 - Ordered
09/08/2025 Probation Special Conditions - 30.0 Month - Ordered
Additional Sentence Information
09/08/2025 Conditional Assessment - State's Attorney-CV or TR - $2.00 - Ordered
09/08/2025 Probation Service Fee - $1,500.00 - Ordered
Additional Sentence Information
09/08/2025 Public Defender Fee Felony - $100.00 - Ordered
09/08/2025 Testing (Service Provider Cost) - $125.00 - Ordered
Alcohol & Drug
09/08/2025 Employment - Ordered
09/08/2025 Not Possess Illegal Drug - Ordered
Additional Sentence Information
09/08/2025 No Cannabis - Ordered
09/08/2025 No Alcohol Consumed - Ordered
09/08/2025 Nowhere Alcohol Sold - Ordered
09/08/2025 No Driving - Ordered
Do Not Drive Without Valid Driver’s License
09/08/2025 No Possess Firearm/Weapon - Ordered
09/08/2025 Abide by Order of Protection - Ordered
09/08/2025 Administrative Sanctions Program - Ordered
09/08/2025 Jail - 180.0 Day - Stayed
Additional Sentence Information
09/08/2025 Public Service - 240.0 Hour - Ordered
Additional Sentence Information
09/08/2025 No Contact - Ordered
Additional Sentence Information
09/08/2025 Attend Program - Ordered
03/07/2028 Victim Impact-Live
09/08/2025 Attend Program - Ordered
03/07/2028 8 Hour Defensive Driving
09/08/2025 Evaluation - Ordered
Rehab Assessment & Serv
2 - Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b): SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT (Original) - Nolle Prosequi

The matter is set for Terminate on 03/07/2028 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. * SEE SENTENCING ORDER
FOR TERM CONDITIONS.
Release
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FILED

9/8/2025 9:08 AM

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)SS Erin Cartwright Weinstein
COUNTY OF LAKE ) Clerk of the Court

Lake County, lllinois

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)
Vs. ) General No. 23CF00001146c0unt2
) only
EHAB ALLABABIDI )

ORDER

ON MOTION OF THE STATE'S ATTORNEY, Attomey for the People of the State of Illinois;
leave given the State's Attommey to Nolle Prosequi the above entitled cause;

Cause Nolle Prossed, defendant discharged,;

Surety on the bond released.

Dated at Waukegan, Illinois, this 8th _day of September ﬂD. 2025
[ W(Q

ENTERED: |
\ u‘l Judge °

[} Pursuant to a hearing held in this matter, a Public Defender Fee in the amount of $§ s
hereby ordered.

D Pursuant to a hearing held in this matter, it has been determined that no Public Defender Fee
shall be assessed. 171-335 Rev 2/06
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THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS,

City or Village of

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

VS.

Ehab Allababidi

(Defendant)

—— — — — — — —

FINANCIAL SENTENCING ORDER

r
General Number 23CF1146E

FILED

9/8/2025 9:09 AM

in Cartwright Weinstein

Lake County, lllinois

The Defendant has appeared before this court and@plead guiltyDNas found guilty of the offenses listed in paragraph 1 below.
[] Defendant has been admonished of his/her right to be sentenced under the law in effect at the time of the offense or the time of

sentencing:

In addition to any other sentences imposed in the case, the Defendant is ordered to pay the following fines and assessments:

1. Fine(s) (705 ILCS 105/27.3b-1 and 730 ILCS 5/4-4.5-5 sets forth the minimum fine):

a. Offense: Aggravated Reckless Driving/Great Bodily Harm

b. Offense:
c. Offense:

2. Fine Credits:
[J Credit for time served:

days x $30.00 per day credit

Balance of fines less fine credit(s):

3. Criminal Assessments (One per case. Check the highest-class offense only.)

Offense:
a. ]
b. ||
¢ |
d. [
e [
f.
g ||
h. [
i
i E
k.
l.
m. [

Schedule 1:
Schedule 2:
Schedule 3:
Schedule 4:
Schedule 5:
Schedule 6:
Schedule 7:
Schedule 8:
Schedule 9:

Generic Felony (705 ILCS 135/15-5)

Felony DUI/OUI (705 ILCS 135/15-10)

Felony Drug Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-15)

Felony Sex Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-20)

Generic Misdemeanor Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-25)
Misdemeanor DUI/OUI (705 ILCS 135/15-30)
Misdemeanor Drug Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-35)
Misdemeanor Sex Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-40)
Major Traffic Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-45)

Schedule 10: Minor Traffic Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-50)
Schedule 10.5: Truck Weight/Load Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-52)
Schedule 11: Conservation Offense (705 ILCS 135/15-55)
Schedule 13: Non-Traffic Violation (705 ILCS 135/15-65)
Subtotal-Criminal Assessment:

4. Offsets of Assessments
Public/Community Service (1 hour x current lllinois minimum wage subtracted from
Criminal Assessment - Section 3 — only) (705 ILCS 135/5-20(b))

a []
b. []

Number of Hours xS

per hour

Total fine(s):

$ 549
$1,709
$2,215
$1,314
$ 439
$1,381
$ 905
$1,184
325
226
260
195
$ 100

v n nn

Substance Abuse Treatment Program Credit (subtracted from Criminal
Assessment — Section 3 — only) (705 ILCS 135/5-10(c-5))

Total Additional Offsets:
Total Balance of Criminal Assessments:

5. Conditional Assessment(s) (Check all that apply)

Offense:

Arson/Residential/Aggravated Arson (705 ILCS 135/15-70(1))
Child Pornography (705 ILCS 135-15-70(2))

|:|State Police

|:|0ther Arresting Agency

Crime lab drug analysis (705 ILCS 135/15-70(3))
DNA analysis (705 ILCS 135/15-70(4))
DUI analysis (705 ILCS 135/15-70(5))

1

$500 per conviction

$500 per conviction
S 100
S 250
S 150

S75

S
S

$75
S( )

$75

$549

549

wvwrrnunmvnmnnnmy:nnn;; ;A n

S( )
S( )

W N nn
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Street Value — Drug-related offense, possession/delivery (705 ILCS 135/15-70(6))
Street Value — Methamphetamine, possession/manufacture (705 ILCS 135/15-70(7))
Order of protection violation (705 ILCS 135/15-70(8)) $200 per conviction
Order of protection violation (705 ILCs 135/15-70(9)) S 25 per violation
State’s Attorney petty or business offense (705 ILCS 135/15-70(10)(A)) S 4
State’s Attorney conservation or traffic offense (705 ILCS 135/15-70(10)(B)) S 2

Speeding in a construction zone (705 ILCS 135/15-70(11))

Dlnterstate Highway |:|County S 250
Supervision disposition under Vehicle Code (705 ILCS 135/15-70(12)) S 0.50
Guilty plea or no contest, specified offense against family member

|:|Sentencing offense is Sexual Assault (705 ILCS 135/15-70(13)) S 200
EMS response reimbursement, vehicle/snowmobile/boat violation
(DUI/OUI) (705 ILCS 135/15-70(14)) Max. Amt.is  $1,000
EMS response reimbursement, controlled substances violation
(705 ILCS 135/15-70(15)) $1,000

EMS response reimbursement, reckless driving/aggravated reckless

driving/speed in excess 26 mph violation (705 ILCS 135/15-70(16)) Max. Amt. is $1,000
Human Trafficking, Sex Offender Registration, or Soliciting a Sexual Act

Violation (705 ILCS 135/15-70(17)); Not less than $350 for each offense sentenced

w N

S
S

This amount shall be the minimum amount of the fine, which shall be distributed pursuant to this act
Weapons Violation, Trauma Center Fund (705 ILCS 135/15-70(18)) $100 per conviction $

Scott’s Law (705 ILCS 135/15-70(19)) |:|State Police |:|County S 250
Subtotal — Conditional Assessment Amount:

TOTAL CRIMINAL AND CONDITIONAL ASSESSMENTS:

6. Assessment waiver (only applies to financial obligations under sections 3 and 5):

a.

[

Waiver of Criminal Court Assessment granted

7. Other Asgssments:

a.

8. Bond posted:

|:| SEE EXHIBIT A

S o a0 o

=] =1 =] |

-

[]

S

$
$551. 00

(does not apply to fines or IVC)

(Date)

[] 100% [] 75% [] 50% [] 25% Waiver amount:  $( )

Balance of assessments and conditional assessments after credits are applied: S
Restitution (See separate Restitution Order for details) S
Probation/Supervision/Conditional Discharge Fee $50 /month x 30 months  $1500
Public Defender assessment $100
Service Provider cost |:|Urina|ysis Testing $125|E| $125
Therapeutic Intensive Monitoring Fee $
Other: S
Pretrial Bond Services Fee S
Court Ordered Contribution: Agency & Address: S
Roadside Memorial Fund S 50 S

minus 10% bond fee = Bond Available: S
BALANCE OF ALL FINES AND ASSESSMENTS MINUS BOND: $2.251.00

I am the Defendant in the above case and | have read and understand this Financial Sentencing Order.

Dated: O€Ptember 8 2025 N -

Entered this date:

rd Lo -
| Defendant’ 5[4/70“1/‘6

e :
00/08/2025 ,20 W/ !ﬂ*/)l\.w JU1

| Judge Signbture
V.
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FILED

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 9/8/2025 9:08 AM
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) Erin Cartwright Weinstein
vs ) Case No, ZoH Lleric-eof the Court
_— ; Lake County, [llincis

ORDER AND CERTIFICATE OF
. [XJFELONY PROBATION /[_]INTENSIVE PROBATION /[_JCONDITIONAL DISCHARGE /
[[]PROBATION PURSUANT TO SECTIGN 550/10 AND 570/410 OF CHAPTER 720 OF THE ILLINOIS COMPILED

STATUTES
This cause coming on for sentencing, pursuant to a:[_Ifinding of guilty [X]negotiated plea of guilty[:Iopen plea of
guilty, Defendant having been adjudged guilty of Asa Reckiess Driving/Great Boily Harm . being a Class 4
Felony.

The Court after conducting a hearing or having accepted a negotiated plea, and after considering the factors and the
nature and circumstances of the offense, and the history, character, and condition of the offender, and after considering
Defendant’s financial ability to pay the amount hereinafter assessed,

ORDERS:

Defendant is hereby sentenced to a term of 30 months probation/conditional discharge, the conditions of which
are that Defendant shail:

1. Not violate any laws or ordinances of any jurisdiction, including traffic regulations;

2. Pay allfines, fees, court costs, assessments and restitution set forth on Exhibit A through the Office of the Clerk
of the Circuit Court in equal monthly installménts by the first of each month to be paid in full not later than 90 days
before the termination date uniless the Court orders otherwise;

3. Obtain/continue employment and/or attend educational programs unless otherwise ordered by the Court;

4. Not use or be in possession of any illegal substance or prescription medication of another, or use any substance
designed to have the effects of an illegal substance, or be in the presence of anyone using or in possession of
such substances;

5. Appear in Court on the oral or written notice of the Circuit Clerk, Compliance Officer, Probation Officer, State’s
Attorney, or the Court;

6. Unless otherwise ordered by this Court, not less than 90 days prior to the termination of this case, provide proof of
completion of all terms and conditions of sentence to the Compliance Unit if sentenced to conditional discharge or
the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division: if sentenced to probation;

B

Strictly comply with the terms and provisions of any and all Orders of Protection;

B

Not operate a motorized vehicle without a valid driver’s license;

B

Upon a violation of any term or condition of this Order, the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division may
invoke any sanctions from the list of intermediate sanctions adopted by the Chief Judge;

10. Submit a sample for DNA indexing as required by law;

11. Not possess any firearm or other dangerous weapon. Defendant is to surrender his or her Firearm Owner's
Identification (FOID) Card to the Lake County Sheriff, Babcox Justice Center, 25-S Martin Luther King Jr. Ave.,
Waukegan, lllinois 60085, within 24 hours of the entry of this Order;

12. The following conditions apply to all Defendants sentenced to feleny probation.

s Defendant shall appear immediately in person before the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division at
215 W, Water Street, Waukegan, lilinois 60085, or if in custody immediately upon release from custody, to
have an intake interview and thereafter report as often as directed by the Probation Officer;

» Comply with a curfew of 6:00 P.M. to 6:00 A.M. daily requiring Defendant to be in his/her residence except
when performing probation obligations, attending treatment, working at employment approved by Probation
Officer, attending court, or attending to other specific acfivities which have been approved in advance by

White-QOriginal Green-Client Canary — Probation/Compliance Pink — State’s Attorney Goldenrod — Defense
Page 1 of 5 174124 (Raw 11/94)
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13.

his/her Probation Officer. The Defendant’s Probation Officer may lessen or reinstate this curfew based upon
Defendant's compliance and performance,

Defendant shall not leave the State without the consent of the Court; however, upon verification and approval
of the Probation Officer, the Defendant may leave the State for work, school, vacation, treatment, family
emergencies and

Defendant shall notify the Probation Officer of home address and telephone contact information and notify
Probation Officer immediately of any changes of home address or telephone contact information;

Defendant shall notify the Probation Officer within 24 hours of any new arrests and/or the issuance of a
citation for any violation of law including traffic tickets;

Defendant shall permit the Probation Officer to visit Defendant at home or elsewhere to the extent necessary
to discharge probation duties;

Defendant shall consent to and submit to searches of his/her person, residence, papers, automobiles,
computers, any device capable of accessing the internet or storing electronic data, and/or other personal or
real property accessible to Defendant at any time such requests are made by a Probation Officer. Defendant
consents to the use of anything located, found or seized as evidence in any court proceeding and consents to
the destruction of any contraband seized;

Defendant shall provide executed releases and execute such releases as requested by the Probation Officer
including but not limited to all medical treatment, psychological, substance abuse, employment, financial,
military, governmental, disabllity, phone records, internet provider, media, social network or other probation
and criminal justice system records;

Defendant shall provide such proof of Defendant's details of employment, income, job search and/or
attendance at educational programs as directed by the Probation Officer;

Defendant shall submit to random testing of urine andfor breathalyzer andfor blood testing, submitting a
sample at such time and place as directed by a Probation Officer and pay the assessed fees;

Defendant shall not change present place of residence or move outside the County or the State without prior
permission of the Court or Probation Officer;

Defendant shall upon request, provide the Probation Officer with immediate access to any e-mail, text or
messaging services, internet chat rooms, blogs, and social media websites Defendant uses to communicate
with anyone, as well as any electronic devices including but not limited to telephones, cellphones,
smartphones, computer tablets and computers with internet capability.

The following conditions apply to all Defendants sentenced to Conditional Discharge.

Defendant shall report immediately to the Compliance Unit located on the 1%t floor of the Tower, or if in
custody within 24 hours of the first workday following release from custody.

Defendant shall not leave the State without the consent of the court; however, the Defendant may leave the
State for the following purposes

Defendant shall notify the Compliance Officer of home address and telephone contact information and notify
Compliance Unit within 72 hours of any changes of home address or telephone contact information.

Defendant shall not move outside the State without prior permission of the Court,

Defendant shall notify the Compliance Officer within 24 hours of any new arrests and/or the issuance of a
citaticn for any violation of law including traffic tickets.

No less than 90 days prior to the completion of the termination of this case, Defendant shall serve upon the
Clerk of the Circuit Court written evidence of completion of all primary freatment.

Any Defendant residing outside the State must immediately report to the Compliance Unit prior to returning to
their home state,

White-Original Green-Client Canary — Probation/Compliance Pink — State's Attorney Goldenrod — Defense
Page 2 of 5 171-134  {Rav 11/24)

Page 69 of 316



15.
|:|16.

D'l?

D18.
19.

T

D21.

22.

23.

IF CHECKED, THE FOLLOWING PROVISIONS APPLY
Defendant shall register as required by law as a[_Jsex offender[Jarsonist[_Jchild murderer[_Jother

Defendant shall submit to such testing as required by law or specifically required by separate order.

Defendant is sentenced to a determinate term of 180 days in the custody of the County Sheriff.
I:] No good time shall be awarded as injury resulted from offense. Stayéd pending compliance

Defendant shall serve a term of periodic imprisonment to be confined for twenty-four (24) hours, seven (7) days
each week for a period of monthsDin the Sheriff's Community Based Corrections Center (CBCC) and
shall follow all rules of the CBCC program, or|:]if eligible, through the Adult Probation Electronic Home
Monitoring program (EHM) and shall foliow all rules of the EHM program as outlined in Exhibit B.

Defendant shall serve a term in the County Work Release Program for a period of months, which does

. not exceed the statutory term of 12 months, as required by 730 ILCS 5/5-7-1(d).

Defendant shall pay a fee for[_Jroom and board [_Jelectronic home monitoring at the rate established by Lake
County Board Ordinance with the concurrence of the Chief Judge pursuant to statute.

Defendant shall perform 240 hours of public service at a minimum rate of 12 hours per month and
report immediately to and register with the Public Service Unit of the Lake County Adult Probation Services
Division. Defendant shall perform this service at the time and places directed and shall comply with all Public
Service Unit protocols and shall serve upon the Public Service Unit written evidence of completion of the public
service hours at least 90 days prior to the termination of this sentence.

Good cause having been shown, Defendant shall perfarm hours of community service at a minimum
rate of hours per month and report immediately to and register with the Compliance Unit (if sentenced
to conditional discharge) or the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division (if sentenced to probation).
Defendant shall perform this service at a self-selected not—for-profit organization, public body, religious institution,
charitable organization, or individual agreeing to accept community service from offenders as verified by the
Compliance Unit or the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division and shall serve upon the Compliance Unit
or the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division written evidence of completion of the community service
hours at least 90 days prior to the termination of this sentence.

Defendant shall complete all requirements for[]high school graduationDGED Dother

Defendant shall:
[] reside at
[] not reside at
|:| not engage in any abusive, violent, or harassing conduct of any kind with

1 not be present at

[1 not have any contact of any kind directly or indirectly with members of street gangs and drug users or dealers
and not wear clothing associated with any street gang, communicate or exhibit gang signs

not have any contact of any kind directly or indirectly with

Christopher King, Manuel Rojo, O'Brien Landscape or Smith Printing

Defendant shall comply with the following evaluations, treatment recommendations, educational or vocational
requirements by approved providers including the payment of fees:

O The Cognitive Program, “Thinking for a Change” Live victim impact panel
|:| Mental health/psychiatric treatment |:] Substance abuse evaluation and treatment
[:] Parenting classes [[] Sex offender evaluation and treatment

White-Original Green-Client Canary — Probation/Compliance Pink — State's Attorney Goldenrod — Defense
Page 3 Ofs 4174_124 {Raw 11124\
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Repatriate Project H Domestic violence evaluation and treatment
Physician/psychiatrist/psychologist treatment plans DCFS Service/Safely Plan
Victim impact panel I:I TASC
Comply with medication pian as directed by physician, taking medications only as prescribed
DUI Project: [:]Level 1 h Level 2 Moderate D Level 2 Significant DLevel 3
Other: Defendant to take 8hr DDC course

A LA + n

Dollondumt muty dale alf protibecd fredicutiont ap AML_&:I::&Q,
MM%—FMM%—MMM&"

Defendant shall obtain all required evaluations or be actively engaged or enrolled in treatment, educational or
vocational programs as ordered above within 45 days of today's date or, if in custody, within 45 days of release
date, providing proof of same to the Compliance Unit {if sentenced to conditional discharge) or the Lake County
Adult Prebation Services Division (if sentenced to probation). Defendant shall meet all program and treatment
schedules as set by the Compliance Unit or the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division and provide proof
as required in Paragraph 6 of this order. Defendant must follow all programs/treatment/class rules, participate in a
respectful, cooperative and constructive manner and complete all requirements.

E‘Z4. Pursuant to 730 ILCS 5/5-6-3(n), the Court finds that the Defendant shall not consume alcohol or cannabis during
the time hetween sentencing and the completion of a validated clinical assessment, provided that such order shall
not exceed 30 days and shall be terminated if the clinical treatment plan does not recommend abstinence or
testing, or both.

I:l The testing fee shall be waived pursuant to 730 ILCS 5/5-6-3(q).

25. Defendant shall be assessed for all risk factors and criminogenic needs by the Lake County Adult Probation
Services Division at the time of his / her initial in-take interview as well as periodically throughout the term of
prabation, and based upon these assessments (which must include consideration of Defendant’s criminal,
psychological, intellectual, behavioral and social history), Defendant shall undergo all further assessments and
evaluations including but not limited to, medical, psychological, psychiatric, substance abuse, anger management,
domestic violence, sexual offender, educational and vocational, and successfully complete all necessary classes,
programs, and treatment relating to the nature of the offense, or the rehabilitation of Defendant, or the protection
of the public, or that may be beneficial to Defendant (“Rehabilitative Assessment and Services”) as directed by
the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division. This procesé requires Defendant to comply with all program
and treatment schedules as set by the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division and provide proof of
successful completion as set forth in Paragraph 6. Defendant must follow all programs/treatment/class rules,
participate in a respectful, cooperative and constructive manner and comglete all requirements including the
payment of all fees, )

DZG. Upon the approval of the receiving State, pursuant to the Interstate Compact Rules, Defendant may reside in

. Defendant is required to pay a $125.00 processing fee prior to
submission of a transfer request. The Lake County Adult Probation Service Division fees will be assessed up to
the date a transfer is accepted by the receiving State, and waived thereafter. Defendant will be required to pay
supervision fees imposed by the receiving State. Any subsequent out-of-state transfers must obtain the approval
from the 19th Judicial Circuit Court, prior to the relocation. Defendant will continue to remain under the jurisdiction
of this Court and must continue to comply with all the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division requests and

directives. .
27. Upon the app.roval of the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division and acceptance of the probation
supervision by another circuit of lllinois, Defendant may reside in & county (Cook : ) within that

circuit. Defendant is responsible for all the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division fees incurred up to the
date a transfer is accepted by the receiving circuit and waived thereafter. Defendant will be required to pay
probation fees imposed by the receiving circuit. Defendant will continue to remain under the jurisdiction of this
Court and must continue to comply with all the Lake County Adult Probation Services Division requests and
directives.

White-Original Green-Client Canary — Probation/Compliance Pink — State's Attorney Goldenrod — Defense
Page 4 of 5 171134 (Rev. 11/24)
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28. Defendant shall follow and comply with all of the additional terms and conditions of the following specialized
probation supervision units as set forth in Exhibit B which is attached hereto and incorporated by reference:

I:I Intensive Probation Supervision {IPS)
[[] pomestic Violence Unit
Sex Offender Unit
E DUI Unit
D29. Defendant shall follow and comply with all of the additional terms and conditions of the following Therapeutic
Intensive Monitoring {TIM) Court specialized probation set forth in Exhibit B which is attached hereto and
incorporated by reference:
CJTIM Drug Court
CJTIM Mental Health Court
[CJTIM Veterans Treatment and Assistance Court
Additionally, Defendant must follow, comply and complete all of the obligations undertaken by him/her in the
Specialty Court Contract which is attached to and incorporated into both Exhibit B and this Probation Order by
reference.
30. Defendant shall also comply with OTHER requirements as follows:
No drugs, alcohol, bars, cannabis or weapons; No driving w/c a valid license or permit

n/p: (Count 2} Agg Speeding (Class A); Resitution to be paid to CW in the amount of $2,670.86

Should the Defendant have no violations during his probation, then the plea of guiity to Count 1 in the indictment,

Agg Reckless Driving/Bodily Harm (Class 4), shall be amended to a Reckless Driving (Class A ) misdemeanor.

I:'31. Upon the successful completion of Defendant's probation pursuant to 720 ILCS 570/410 or 720 ILCS 550/10,
Defendant shall be discharged and the charges dismissed without further order of the Court.

32. Probation/conditional discharge will terminate and the Circuit Clerk shall transfer the case to closed status on

March 7, 2028 unless there is pending an unresolved petition to revoke probation or this order has
been otherwise modified or extended,
33. The Clerk of this Court is directed to make all notifications and ta I actlons as ired by law.
" g
JUDGE
Dated this 4 day of September ,2025

Order prepared by Bailey C. Russell

, the above-named Defendant, acknowledge reading and receipt of this document,

| understand and have been advised in open court that if | am not a citizen of the United States, that a conviction
or a sentence of supervision or probation for the offense for which | have been charged may have the consequences of
deportation, exclusion from admission to the United States, or denial of naturalization under the laws of the United States.

I understand that any individual convicted of domestic battery may be subject to federal criminal penalties for
possessing, transporting, shipping, or receiving any firearm or ammunition in violation of the federal Gun Control Act of
1968 [18 U.5.C. 922(g)(8) and (9)].

 understand that upon a finding of any violation of a condition contained in this Order or accompanying Exhibits,
and after due notice and hearing, the Court may revoke this sentence, enter judgment of conviction and impose any
penalty originally provided for by applicable statute or ordinance including a jail sentence.

I UNDERSTAND THAT FAILURE TO APPEAR [N COURT WHEN REQUIRED CONSTITUTES A WAIVER OF

MY RIGHT TO CONFRONT WITNESSES AGAINST ME, AND A HEARING TO REVOKE MY SENTENCE CAN
PROCEED IN MY ABSENCE AND RESULT IN RE-SENTENCING WITHOUT MY BEING PRESENT.

Street Address: 8916 West Winona St. Date of Birth: September 24, 1996
City/State/Zip: Chicago, IL 60656 ‘ % Q
Defendant It

Telephone No.: (773)-920-0030

White-Criginal Green-Client Canary — Probation/Compliance Pink — State's Attorney Goldenrod — Defense

Page 5of 5 474 494 (Dau A41940
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FILED

9/8/2025 9:10 AM
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT,

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS Erin Cartwright Weinstein

Clerk of the Court
Lake County, lllinois

State of lllinois

23CF1146

VS. General No.

)

)

)

Plaintiff(s) )

)

Ehab Allababidi ;
)

Defendant(s)
ORDER FOR RESTITUTION

This cause coming to be heard before this Honorable Court, the parties being duly represented, and
the Court being fully apprised, it is hereby ordered that Restitution be paid as follows:

Restitution shall be paid to:

Name O'Brien Landscape
Address 5700 Howard St.
City , Skokie State, | Zip 60077

In the total amount of $2,670.86  to be paid through the Circuit Clerk's office.
LI | All money paid shall apply to restitution first.
Joint and several with case number

ENTER:

/]
:-J'W‘P.h"ﬁ 7H N/&?

'JUDGE

Dated this 8  day of September ,2025

Prepared by:

Name: Bajley C. Russell
Address:15 S. County St.

City: Waukegan State:|L
Phone: Zip Code:
Fax

ARDC: 6340962
Page 1of 1

#171-352 (Rev. 04/11)

Page 74 of 316



ADULT PROBATION SERVICES REFERRAL SLIP

ATTENTION: IMMEDIATELY AFTER THIS COURT APPEARANCE
You are REQUIRED to take this slip to
ADULT PROBATION SERVICES
215 WEST WATER STREET
WAUKEGAN, ILLINOIS

Name: EHAB ALLABABIDI Case Number: 23CF00001146

Address: 8516 W. WINONA ST. Phone: (773) 920-0030

City: CHICAGO Email:

State: IL Zip: 60656 0 Approve text messaging
correspondence

DOB: 09/24/1996 Charge: AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM

In Custody: No
Interpreter Required: [] Yes [X] No Language:

DEFENDANT SENTENCED TO:

[X] Probation Special Conditions 30 Month Amount
[X] Lake County Jail 180 Day Amount

[X] Public Service 240 Hour Amount

DEFENDANT IS REFERRED BY COURT FOR THE FOLLOWING:

Next Court Date: 03/07/2028 Time: 9:00 a.m.
Courtroom: Courtroom 611 Judge:
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ADULT PROBATION SERVICES REFERRAL SLIP

ATTENTION: IMMEDIATELY AFTER THIS COURT APPEARANCE
You are REQUIRED to take this slip to
ADULT PROBATION SERVICES
215 WEST WATER STREET
WAUKEGAN, ILLINOIS

Name: EHAB ALLABABIDI Case Number: 23CF00001146

Address: 8516 W. WINONA ST. Phone: (773) 920-0030

City: CHICAGO Email:

State: IL Zip: 60656 0 Approve text messaging
correspondence

DOB: 09/24/1996 Charge: AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM

In Custody: No
Interpreter Required: [] Yes [X] No Language:

DEFENDANT SENTENCED TO:

[X] Probation Special Conditions 30 Month Amount
[X] Lake County Jail 180 Day Amount

[X] Public Service 240 Hour Amount

DEFENDANT IS REFERRED BY COURT FOR THE FOLLOWING:

Next Court Date: 03/07/2028 Time: 9:00 a.m.
Courtroom: Courtroom 611 Judge:
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FILED

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUI

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS 9/8/2025 9:09 AM
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) 23CF1146
Vs. ) Case No. Erin Cartwright Weinstein
) Clerk of the Court
Ehab Allababidi ) Lake County, lllinois
)
DEFENDANT
WAIVER OF TRIAL
I, Ehab Allababidi , the Defendant, acknowledge that | have been advised and

understand | have a constitutional right to a trial to determine the facts and whether | am guilty of the charge(s) against
me. | further acknowledge that | have been advised and understand that | have a constitutional right to decide whether
the trial would be either by a jury, which would consist of twelve (12) people chosen from the community where the
verdict must be unanimous, or a bench trial heard by a judge only, and that if | waive my right to trial there will not be a
trial by jury or a judge at any time.

| further acknowledge that | have been advised and understand that when | waive my constitutional rights, | also
waive my rights during trial, which include:

1. The right to plead not guilty or persist in a previous plea of not guilty;
2. The right to be presumed innocent of the charge(s) against me;
3. The right to require the prosecution to prove my guilt beyond a reasonable doubt;

4. The right not to be compelled to incriminate myself including the right to choose whether to testify on my own
behalf;

5. The right to see and hear the witnesses and evidence of the prosecution in open court and to question or
cross-examine those witnesses; and

6. The right to present evidence and witnesses of my own and have the court require such witnesses to be in
court.

| also acknowledge that | have been advised and understand the nature of the charge(s); the minimum and
maximum sentence prescribed by law, including any possible extended or consecutive sentences; and that | have a
right to counsel and, if indigent, to have counsel appointed for me by the court.

| further acknowledge that | have been advised and understand that if | am not a citizen of the United States,
conviction of the offense(s) to which | am pleading guilty may have the consequences of deportation, exclusion from
admission to the United States, or denial of naturalization under the laws of the United States.

I HAVE READ THE ABOVE AND KNOWINGLY, VOLUNTARILY, AND UNDERSTANDINGLY WAIVE MY RIGHT TO
TRIAL, AND STATE THAT, OTHER THAN IN A PLEA AGREEMENT MADE KNOWN TO THE COURT, NO
PROMISES, THREATS, OR FORCE WERE USED TO OBTAIN THIS WAIVER.

September 8, 2025 @/\

= N\
DATE DEFENDANT

The Court has conveyed to the Defendant personally in open court the ififarmation set f above and finds that the
Defendant knowingly, voluntarily, and understandingly waives these constitu ion{al rightal/

A '
09/08/2025 W/ WW‘MI 71
DATE .Ul JUDGE *

Page 1 of 2 171-4R (Rav NR/M14\
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Report of Felony Conviction
Circuit Court, Lake County, Nineteenth Judicial District

[X] Involving a motor vehicle as referenced in section 6-205(a)3 of the lllinois Vehicle Code
[ ] Mandatory Insurance as referenced in section 7-603 of the lllinois Vehicle Code

Driver’'s License Number: A41120096272 Licensing State: IL
License Licensing State:
Plates:

Name: EHAB ALLABABIDI

Address: 8516 W. WINONA ST. County:

CHICAGO, IL 60656

CDL: Classification: 4 Sex: Male Date of Birth: 09/24/1996
Case Number/Docket Number: 23CF00001146 Ticket Number: 001146
Offense Date: 05/23/2022 Conviction Date: 09/08/2025

Description of Offense: AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM

Violation of: 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1)

Operating a Commercial Motor Vehicle Operating a Placarded Hazmat Vehicle Operating a 16 or More Passengers
Vehicle

Charge or Disposition Amended to:
Violation of:

| certify that a motor vehicle was used in the commission of the above identified felony.

'\._""' E""i'_.- 5,

- =i Signature of Judge or State’s Attorney

| hereby certify that the information on this report of felony conviction is a true abstract of this court, as required

by the lllinois Vehicle Code. . . .
Y Ertor meuaéq‘ (Wexn IO

Signature of Circuit Clerk

Date mailed to the
Secretary of State 09/09/2025

Mail to: Secretary of State
Driver Services Department
2701 South Dirksen Parkway
Springfield, lllinois 62723

Eor Office Use Only

Court Code County of Residence Law Section Subsection
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LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE 19th JUDICIAL CIRCUIT F U Em E D

People of the State of lllinois,

Plaintiff, 0CT 02 2025

V.

Ehab Allababidi, . oo

Defendant. s Wesnstess
GIrCU R 4

Case No. 23CF1146

AFFIDAVIT

I, Ehab Allababidi, being first duly sworn, state under oath:

1. | received notice from the lllinois Secretary of State that my driver's license revocation will take effect
on October 3, 2025.

2.1 did not receive this notice until recently, and | have not yet been able to retain an attorney.

3. | currently earn approximately $15,000 per year and face significant financial hardship. | live with my
mother, who has limited income, and | am responsible for transporting her to medical appointments two
to three times each week and for grocery shopping and household support.

4.1 am also a student at the University of lllinois at Chicago, and | rely on my ability to drive in order to
attend classes. | have already missed classes due to my inability to arrange alternative transportation.
5. Without a stay, the revocation will cause serious hardship to my family and to my education.

| respectfully request that the Court grant a stay of the revocation for sixty (60) to ninety (90) days, or
such period as the Court deems just, so that | may retain counsel and responsibly address this matter.

Name: Ehab Allababidi

Pro Se

Address: 8516 W. Winona St, Chicago, IL 60656
Telephone: 773-920-0030

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this (] ) day of ()¢ bWl 2025

Notary Plublic

QOFFICIAL SEAL
=, NANCY DURAN
& Notary Public, State of lllinois
PR Commission No. 979938
e My Commission Expires
3 October 24, 2027
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i, MorioN FIRE

IN THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, CIRCUIT COURT OCT 0 2 2025
COUNTY: Lake [-] _ L
County Where You Are Filing the Case Dan Wi nsten

GIRCUIT-CLERK

Enter the case information as it appears on your other court documents.

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER OR IN RE: V—Q@ o\ﬂ\ oF A DW &‘)PT’UW\”’(

Who started the case. First, M;dd!e, and Last Name, or Business Name

DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS: :gw\:) AN %) A 25 CF Wb

Who the case was filed against. Case Number

First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name

1. MOTION TITLE

Explain in a few words what you are asking the judge to do. This should match the title you write in 1 on
the Notice of Court Date for Motjon.

Motionto: ¢ )\ [ﬁrh}‘f(b L‘ UV\w @?\/UCQ\:’\/(D\/\
2. PERSON FILING THE MOTION %\LV\‘ﬁQ\

Check one box. The Plaintiff/Petitioner is the person who started the case: The Dejendant/Respondent is
the person or business the case was filed against.

I am filing the Motion. | am the:

[] Plaintiff/Petitioner mefendant/Respondent

3. MOTION

Explain what you are asking the judge to do and the reasons why the judge should agree with you.

| am asking the judge to:

OV \mo O\'kvxﬂvmw\ 5"1\(4 df chvers ll(ense J-evecadion
hed li\ﬂib fulve o Q&l;eugr Gr«lf[zla—e;h'%"lﬁzf,—l—
6]4“;E Vew Weeewed  oxfiat el o Al e
oA X M e ("D pedran  Conanye L L Reymcd “*u.[&
Ve et g Sluud T Lo-3c Al o [zc Sada
Mo M oprie s Tbad Ae faw“"'“P?-«_% 0 PP prisde
do_albes | pl Yy cprove wae sdgovey , Vamage
_?[v\q/\tuyt (B5 [ ¢n2 vt } avw( Ccm\fhd\.w C’awm\& Qu
\W{ JL/UDl eles o}\ —‘\’Vu'v\\_pof"' j".’u b\e\(’{) 1\1.\/
W\"f‘f& Aumes mthL 1T am cLbo G Auoendt &»l WU\
%mal 05wy alrliiy ¥ drl wies g (mpeSiole o trengh

| need more room to explain, and | have filled out and attached an Additional Page for Motion form.

This form is approved by the Illinois Supreme Court and is required to be accepted in all lilinois Circuit Courts. Forms are free at ilcourts.info/forms.
AT) 801.7 Page 1 of 4 Page 80 of 316



Case Number /Z’% L@_ \ (q ("

/-

it )
I~ K

SIGN ()

Under lllinois Supreme Court Rule 137, my signature means that:

1) | read the document, 2) | have been informed and believe it is true and correct, and 3) | am not filing it to cause delay

or for another bad reason.

If you are filling out this fqrm online, sign your name by typing it. If you are filling out this form by hand, sign and pr vour name.
Signature /s/ A Print Name 6/\‘3\0 Q j\zbbb"“

\¥)
[ am completing this form for myself

Your Address C&g“? W v NN N u'\&cw\e, (- (C)Gm

=1

City P4 State Zip Code

Street, Apt. #
Be sure to check your email every day so you do not miss important information, court dates, or documents from other parties.

[] 1 am a lawyer completing this form on behalf of a client (Client name}):

Lawyer Name Attorney Number
Lawyer Phone Number Law Firm
Lawyer Email
Address
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

Phone Number (_[/]’b O\/LD 0030 Email (if you have one) D(’.Q o 5\26261-'&.@'6\%\;(«1

b

PROOF (EXPLANATION) OF DELIVERY

This tells the judge how and when you will send your documents to the other people in the case under Rule 11. If a
person in the case has a lawyer, you must send your documents to their lawyer. File this form with the Circuit Clerk, but
do not list the Clerk below as a person you are sending your documents to.

A. |am sending this Proof o%ﬁvery and the following court documents:
Mo vwerd \von®2  Reyoehon

me of Documents

To: # Ev\'/\b PX\EWIA\,

Full Name or Law Firm Name

B. |am sending the documents:

[] By email to this email address:
[ ] Through an approved e-filing website (EFSP) to this email address:

E documents to have an email address. If you or the person you are sending to do not have an email address, or

/:) You must send documents electronically (by email or through an EFSP) if you and the person you are sending
TOP
\" 7 if you have permission from the judge, you may send documents using the options below.

| am sending the documents to this address: ,
/EJ/ Lai<e (owvlm Skrles  odhorne othee

Street, Apt. # City State h Zip Code

This form is approved by the lllinois Supreme Court and is required to be accepted in all lllinois Circuit Courts. Forms are free at ilcourts infalfarme

ATJ) 801.7 Page 2 of 4 Page 81 of 316



22\ G

Case Number

By (check all that apply):

[ ]Personal hand delivery.
You can only deliver to the person, person’s family member over 13 at person’s residence, person’s lawyer, or the lawyer’s office.

[[] Mail or third-party carrier (FedEx, UPS, etc.} to the address listed above, with postage or delivery prepaid.
Location of mailbox or third-party carrier:

Address or Intersection City State

[[] Mail from a prison or jail:
Name and Address of Prison or Jail

C. The documents will be sent on: Date: Time:
Month, Day, Year Include AM or PM

[]  am sending the document to more than 1 person and have completed an additional Proof of Delivery form.

SIGN CRe’ )
T

Under 735 ILCS 5/1-109, my signature means that:

1) Everything in this document is true and correct, or | have been informed or [ believe it to be true and correct, and

2) I understand that making a false statement on this form is perjury and has penalties provided by law.

if you are filling out Wsign your name by typing it. If you are filling out this form by hand, sign and prin your name.
L C
- Print Name é""\,b ‘P(\

Signature /s/

E:] | am completing this form for myself

Phone Number /(/\/5 q))/o 0030 Em?il (if you have one) (EQD\-QG“TRQ‘&[J@JWKKCM
Address @Sﬁh‘ b W W) VN o\ h ﬁ (s cen© T (_:;.(:Hn J—,Q)

Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

Be sure to check your email every day so you do not miss important information, court dates, or documents from other parties.

[] 1am a lawyer completing this form on behalf of a client (Client name):

Lawyer Name Attorney Number
Lawyer Phone Number Law Firm
Lawyer Email
Address
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

AT) 801.7 Page 3of4 Page 82 of 316




Case Number

WHATS NE2AT

NEXT STEP FOR PERSON FILLING OUT THIS FORM:

If you do not already have a court date for your Motion, you will need to get one and file a Notice of Court Date for
Motion. When you file your Motion, ask the Circuit Clerk if you have to schedule a court date or if one will be scheduled
automatically. In some counties, you may get the court date when you e-file. Include the court date on your Notice.

After you fill out your forms, file them with the Circuit Clerk’s office in the county where your case is taking place. Then,
send your forms to the other people in the case. Find your Circuit Clerk: ilcourts.info/clerks.

Learn more about each step in the process and how to file in our Instructions:
ilcourts.info/how-to-motion.

NEXT STEP FOR PERSON RECEIVING THIS DOCUMENT:

For more information about going to court including how to fill out and file forms, call or text lllinois Court Help at 833-
411-1121 or go to ilcourthelp.gov.

If there are any words or terms that you do not understand, please visit lllinois Legal Aid Online at ilao.info/glossary.
You may also find more information, resources, and the location of your local legal self-help center at: ilao.info/lshc-

directory.
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. ADDITIONAL PAGE FOR MOTION

IN THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, CIRCUIT COURT

COUNTY: C/@\LUZ/

County Where You Are Filing the Case

Enter the case information as it appears on your other court documents.

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER OR IN RE: Qea 9'0 . ch :D el

Who started the case. F:rst Mfdd.'e, and Last Name or Business Name

DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS: éLhab ﬁ\[a%awh

Who the case was filed against.

Case Number

First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name

r/- \\_
i =

O /' Use this only if you run out of space in section 3 on your Motion form. This document becomes an
] additional page of your Motion and should be filed with your Motion.

A?/c:\i:cei'onal explanation continued from my Motion:

S Wl Qe We  Ae opPoduudy  do
MA;)RP ‘WA\ W e Vtsm,MsllaLU\ o wPed Ridne
AU A S (% Lw.j fuvn \lv\

LA ww\\)k Ve o Soy Ikl Mard Ve K A
DA was Vet &ML«\ e e A Lo\ ‘R(’["’MW“"‘!;]
[g »B’o Mv‘ ..M OKV\DK o V’lﬂd are fhe j(\mncm
mb\llH o Whme Aadkelin Vive  covndel gy Mg
Rer Kot enal  cowwd 1 ale Jive MMM\WVHW
uMs ey Lmdr  ace and e el \epdd o
A MNSpimhe Gof dviv v \er Lo Awe L\csSmirv{
A\ PD\‘“ Novsk Nl A Pv\/v-w@?h o G e oS "0 sk
AvaAn, mm\w&w My Mefle s r&’m cxw) WAL,
/ﬁfl\k(.ﬁd’ln)f\ ax \_Q" ana” yv—ew\_ﬁs_@ d

File this form with your Motion.

This form is approved by the lllinois Supreme Court and is required to be accepted in all llinois Circuit Courts. Forms are free at ilcourts.info/forms.

ATJ) 803.4 Page 1of 1 {0R/75)
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. NOTICE OF COURT DATE

FOR MOTION F ILE D

IN THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, CIRCUIT COURT

S

COUNTY: /,MK«L 0CT 02 2075

County Where You Are Filing the Case

Enter the case information as it appears on your other court documents.
c S )m_\{ o L ) S s U NGt a
S [Lvod . GIRCUI-CLERK

First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER OR IN RE:
Who started the case.

DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS: C‘;L'Mﬂ BDllalz i c/[—J 23(F \ M »

Case Number

Who the case was filed against.

First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name

1. MOTION TITLE

Explain in a few words what you are asking the judge to do. This should match the title you write in 1 on the

Motion. = ’
onte AN DNVENR \) e e ubahon QPV"Y{M/%

_COURT DATE INFORMATION o oo ot
Information about getting a court date and how to attend is available from the Circuit Clerk. You can find OUV\M_[

their contact information at ilcourts.info/clerks. If you are e-filing in Cook County, you may get the court dat

when you e-file.

a. The court date for the Motion | filed is scheduled on:
Odb\)e// le, 2025 it 100 Eém.l:]p.m. in T‘Z ! l :
Nonti-Bay—ear Time CourtroonTNUFBEr

Court dates may be scheduled in-person, remotely, or a combination of in-person and remotely. Find out hqw
your court date will be scheduled and provide that information here. Add the Clerk’s phone number and wepsite.

b. Attend court in any of the ways checked: _
ISZ(n person at: 3\0 Laq,«CWYl\j\j}m\ %ﬂ» wkgnﬂ/ z.é’/oogs

Courtroom Number

Courtroom Address
|:I Remotely (video or telephone option)

By video conference at:

Video Conference Website

Log-in information:
Video Conference Log-in Information, Meeting ID, Password, etc.

By telephone at:

Call-in Number for Telephone Remote Appearance

This form is approved by the lllinois Supreme Court and is required to be accepted in all lllinois Circuit Courts. Forms are free at ilcourts.info/forms.
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‘ coerumr LOCEIU

To find out more about remote court options:

Phone: or Website:
Circuit Clerk’s Phone Number Website URL

SIGN
Under lllinois Supreme Court Rule 137, my signature means that:

1) | read the document, 2) | have been informed and believe it is true and correct, and 3) | am not filing it to cause delay
or for another bad reason.

If you are filling owline, sign your name by typing it. If you are filling out this form by hand, sign and print your name.
Signature /s/ A Print Name gl/h,lg g' !,&}QCJOIOS

lam comple\ﬁLg this form for myself

Phone Number —7’?3 Cﬂ/@ e Email (if you have one) D?C(Dv‘l—ﬁ Q/g}\ @'CC)MM
Your Address ({3\”9 W wiena 8 Chuicae o ”CLfd (20T &

L]
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code
Be sure to check your email every day so you do not miss important information, court dates, or documents from other parties.

[] 1 am a lawyer completing this form on behalf of a client (Client name):

Attorney Number

Lawyer Name

Lawyer Phone Number Law Firm
Lawyer Email
Address
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

PROOF (EXPLANATION) OF DELIVERY
This tells the judge how and when you will send your documents to the other people in the case under Rule 11.
If a person in the case has a lawyer, you must send your documents to their lawyer. File this form with the

Circuit Clerk, but do not list the Clerk below as a person you are sending your documents to.

A. |am sending this Proof of Delivery and the following court documents:
/Y/ AW SQV\P)\VQ. ) (WY 65 Qe \ N/ OLWA d/\"{
ame of Documents ) lI U‘ __) Q;UU WS
To: S Yule Q%O ne g Lok

Full Name or Law Firm Name (J OJ'LLU

B. |am sending the documents:

y email to this email address:

[] Through an approved e-filing website (EFSP) to this email address:

Ii You must send documents electronically (by email or through an EFSP) if you and the person you are

//__
(STtﬂ sending documents to have an email address. If you or the person you are sending to do not have an email
N address, or if you have permission from the judge, you may send documents using the options below.

1

Ell am sending the documents to this address:

\% N, Cauvc[gj“\ Y ek —Dl%r LJK?J\/\\L boo¥s

Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

[P P
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' Case Number@ t \q,

By (check all that apply):

ersonal hand delivery.
You can only deliver to the person, person’s family member over 13 at person ‘s residence, person’s lawyer, or the lawyer’s office.

[ ]Mail or third-party carrier (FedEx, UPS, etc. ) to the address listed above, with postage or delivery prepaid.

Location of mailbox or third-party carrier:

Address or Intersection City State

[] Mail from a prison or jail:

Name and Address of Prison or Jail

C. The documents will be sent on: Date: Time:
Month, Day, Year Include AM or PM

[] | am sending the document to more than 1 person and have completed an additional Proof of Delivery form.

h

[
SIGN )
Under 735 ILCS 5/1-109, my signature means that: =
1) Everything in this document is true and correct, or | have been informed or | believe it to be true and correct, and

2) I understand that making a false statement on this form is perjury and has penalties provided by law.
If you are fillingWe, sign your name by typing it. If you are ﬂIIlng out this form by hand, sign and print your name.
Signature /s/ Print Name “&\\9&!,470&

<
/@I am completing this form for myself

Phone Number 1 ﬁ[ 30(()/0 00’&:) Email (if you have one) D€ £C W\g ?\tﬁ”ﬁ/]@ (—lwta""\
Address %gl L NO\NGMA N M s T C {rﬁg z

Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

Be sure to check your email every day so you do not miss important information, court dates, or documents from other parties.

[[] 1 am a lawyer completing this form on behalf of a client (Client name):

Attorney Number

Lawyer Name

Lawyer Phone Number Law Firm

Lawyer Email

Address

Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

AT) 802.8 Page 3 of4 Page 87 of 316




Case Number

a
WHATS NE2XUT

NEXT STEP FOR PERSON FILLING OUT THIS FORM:

After you fill out your Motion and Notice of Court Date for Motion, file them with the Circuit Clerk’s office in the
county where your case is taking place. Then, send your forms to the other people in the case. Find your Circuit

Clerk here: ilcourts.info/clerks.

[‘?Z.? Learn more about each step in the process and how to file in our Instructions:
——
Q§ ilcourts.info/how-to-motion.

NEXT STEP FOR PERSON RECEIVING THIS DOCUMENT:

For more information about responding to a case and going to court, call or text lllinois Court Help at 833-411-
1121 or go to ilcourthelp.gov.

If there are any words or terms used in these instructions that you do not understand, please visit lllinois Legal
Aid Online at ilao.info/glossary. You may also find more information, resources, and the location of your local

legal self-help center at: ilao.info/lshc-directory.

inailnrchy

ATJ) 802.8 Page 4 of 4
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
Peopl
P Plaintiff. ; Case No. 23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
' ) Event Date:  October 6, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Motion Of Defendant
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Amy B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Guilty
09/08/2025
Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Nolle Prosequi
09/08/2025

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Francis P De Rosa IV, States Attorney

Scott C Pechter, Public Defender

Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney

Mary K. Herbst, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Appellant, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 10/06/2025.

Defendant Proceeds Pro Se

Motion of Defendant

-TO STAY THE RESCISION OF DRIVING
Motion denied

Continue to previously set date on 03/07/2028
Release
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

People of the State of lllinois, Case No. 23CF1146
Plaintiff-Appellee,

\éhab Allababidi, F “ L E

Defendant-Appellant. oCcT 06 2028
. Wsesten
NOTICE OF APPEAL ' " CIRC K

Now comes the Defendant-Appellant, Ehab Allababidi, and hereby gives notice of appeal
to the lllinois Appellate Court, Second District, from the final judgment of conviction
entered on September 8, 2025, in the Circuit Court of Lake County, lllinois, before

the Honorable Judge Christopher R. Stride, in Case No. 23CF1146.

Appellant's address for service of notices is:
8516 W Winona St
Chicago, IL 60656

Respectfully itted, “
M N pate: 16/6/7005

Ehat Allababidi

Defendant-Appellant, pro se

To: Clerk of the Circuit Court of Lake County, Waukegan, lllinois
+ and the People of the State of lllincis, Plaintift-Appellee.
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ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURTx (st 7
SECOND DISTRICT e

55 SYMPHONY WAY
ELGIN, IL 60120

(847 685-3750

October 31, 2025

Ehab Allababidi
8516 W. Winona St.
Chicago, IL 60656

RE: People v. Allababidi, Ehab
Appeal No.: 2-25-0440
County: Lake County
Trial Court No.: 23CF1146

The docketing statement in the above cause has been filed. The following due dates pertain to
the preparation and filing of the record on appeal.

Report of proceedings, bystander’s report, or agreed statement of facts due

to be filed in the trial court (Ill. S. Ct. R. 323):

Record on appeal due to be filed in the appellate court (111. S. Ct. Rs. 325,

326):

S 7 balon.

Jeffrey H. Kaplan
Clerk of the Court

cc:  Edward Randall Psenicka
[.ake County Circuit Court

11/24/2025

12/08/2025
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In the Circuit Court of the 19 Judicial Circuit
Lake County, lllinois

Client PIN: 227568 A ﬂ 4

In Re: Probation Supervision of EHAB ALLABABIDI Case No. Moy lg @
{Defendant's Name} ) 2025
Address: 8516 W Winona St, , Chicago, IL 606586, Date of Birth: 09[%’;1’9 64
L"‘;P(:‘;T‘l?':.{ e
Adult Notification of Changes to the Probation Fee Schedule Sl
Sentencing Information: Original Jurisdiction: Lake County Original Case Number: 23CF00001146

Original Sentencing Date: 09/08/2025
Length of Original Probation Sentence: 30 MONTHS

Probation Fees Ordered at Sentencing: $.50 /month for 30 months

You are hereby notified of the following change(s) in the aforementioned defendant's probation fee schedule
pursuant to 730 ILCS 5/5-6-3 and 730 ILCS 5/5-6-3.1:

1. The defendant's probation supervision has been transferred from Lake County and accepted by Cook County
as of 10/1/2025. The defendant has been assessed a probation fee of 550 /month for 2 months and has paid a
total of 5.0 prior to acceptance of transfer. The defendant is in arrears $_100.00 to Lake County. —

2. The defendant’s probation supervision has been transferred from County, and accepted
by County as of [/ / .The defendant has been assessed a probation fee of
$__/month and elected to pay probation fees due in a "lump sum" of $ leaving a balance of § prior

to acceptance of transfer.

3. Future probation fee payments wili be paid to the Clerk of the Circuit Court in the receiving county of — in
the amount of $ — /month for — months. —

4. The probation department has re-evaluated the defendant’s ability to pay, and the defendant's probation fee has
been adjusted from $ per month to $ per month as of __/__/ , and notice of
suchadjustment has been given to the defendant. The adjusted total probation fees due is $ .

Signed: Date: [ /
{Defendant's Signature}

5. Other {please explain)

Printed:
Signed: Date: 10/1/2025
{Director of Court Services/Chief Probation Officer/Designee}
c: __Court File __ Probation Case File __ Defendant AQIC Form (Rev)-12/21
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MOTION

IN THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, CIRCUIT COURT

COUNTY: Lake
County Where You Are Filing the Case N o y ’
Enter the case information as it appears on your other court documents. 2 2 0?3'
PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER OR IN RE: People of the State of Illinais ; &u; e
Who started the case. First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name N CTRCU@ [u?q Wt
LER)E
- 23CF1146 -
DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS: Ehab Allababidi .
Wheo the case was filed against. Case Number

First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name

1. MOTION TITLE

Explain in a few words what you are asking the judge to do. This should match the title you write in 1 on
the Notice of Court Date for Motion.

Motion to: Waive All Court Reporting Transcript fees & Waive all fee:

2. PERSON FILING THE MOTION

Check one box. The Plaintiff/Petitioner is the person who started the case. The Defendant/Respondent is
the person or business the case was filed against.

I am filing the Motion. | am the:

(] Plaintiff/Petitioner Defendant/Respondent

3. MOTION

Explain what you are asking the judge to do and the reasons why the judge should agree with you.
| am asking the judge to:

| ask the Court to: (1) waive all Court Reporting Services transcript fees for the
following dates and direct preparation forthwith: Sept 8, 2025 (plea/sentencing) and
any additional dates set on the record; (2) waive all Circuit Clerk tees tor preparation,
certification, and transmission of the Record on Appeal and provide me a litigant copy
(searchable PDF) at no cost; (3} enter a Rule 415(c) direct-access order authorizing
defendant copies in native formats of discovery previously disclosed or to be disclosed
or to be disclosed (including BWC/dash video + player/audit logs; 11/CAD audio +
fogs; photo originals + EXIF; EDR .CDRX + exports; crash-reconstruction files), subject
to protective terms (litigation-only use; no public posting); and (4) order former counsel
(Public Defender) to surrender my complete client file and any necessary viewing
software within 14 days.

I need mere room to explain, and | have filled out and attached an Additicnal Page for Motion form.

This form Is approved by the iifinois Supreme Court and is required to be accepted in all illinols Circuit Courts. Forms are free at jicourts.info/forms.
AT) 801.7 Page 10f4 {08/25)
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Ml

Cose Number 23CF1146

SIGN

Under lllinois Supreme Court Rule 137, my signature means that:

1) I read the document, 2) | have been informed and believe it is true and correct, and 3) | am not fi ling it to cause delay
or for another bad reason.

If you are filling out this form online, sign your name by typing it. }f you are filling out this form by hand, sign and print your name.

Signature /s/ Ehab Allababidi Print Name Ehab Allababidi

1 am completing this form for myself
Phone Number (773) 920-0030 Email (if you have one) defcondready@gmail.com

Your Address 8516 w winona st chicago IL 60656
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code
Be sure to check your email every day so you do not miss important information, court dates, or documents from other parties.

[] 1 am a lawyer completing this form on behalf of a client (Client name}):

Lawyer Name Attorney Number
tawyer Phone Number Law Firm
Lawyer Email
Address
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

PROOF (EXPLANATION) OF DELIVERY

This tells the judge how and when you will send your documents to the other people in the case under Rule 11. If a
person in the case has a lawyer, you must send your documents to their lawyer. File this form with the Circuit Clerk, but
do not list the Clerk below as a person you are sending your documents to.

A. |am sending this Proof of Delivery and the following court documents:

Name of Documents

To:

Fulf Name or Law Firm Name

B. Iam sending the documents:
[_]By email to this email address:
[ ] Through an approved e-filing website (EFSP) to this email address:

You must send documents electronically (by email or through an EFSP) if you and the person you are sending
STOP docurnents to have an email address. If you or the persen you are sending to do not have an email address, or
if you have permission from the judge, you may send documents using the options below.

| am sending the documents to this address:

18 N County St, Waukegan, IL 60085
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

This form is approved by the ilfinois Supreme Court and is required to be accepted in oll iflinois Circuit Courts. Forms are free at ilcourts.info/forms.
AT] 801.7 Page 2 of 4 tng/251
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- o Case Number 23CF1146

By (check all that apply):

[] Personal hand delivery.
You can only deliver to the person, person’s family member over 13 at person’s residence, person’s lawyer, or the lawyer’s office.

Mail or third-party carrier (FedEx, UPS, etc.) to the address listed above, with postage or delivery prepaid.

Location of mailbox or third-party carrier: 18 N County St, Waukegan, IL 60085
Address or Intersection City State

[ ] Mail from a prison or jail:
Name and Address of Prison or Jail

€. The documents will be sent on: Date; Time:
Month, Day, Year include AM or PM

[_] 1am sending the document to more than 1 person and have completed an additional Proof of Delivery form.

SIGN

Under 735 ILCS 5/1-109, my signature means that:
1) Everything in this document is true and correct, or | have been informed or | believe it to be true and correct, and

2) f understand that making a false statement on this form is perjury and has penalties provided by law.

If you are filling out this form online, sign your name by typing it. If you are filling out this form by hand, sign and print your name.

Signature /s/ Ehab Allababidi Print Name Ehab Allababidi

1 am completing this form for myself
Phone Number (773) 920-0030 Emait (if you have one) defcon5ready@gmail.com

Address 8516 w winona st chicago IL 60656
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

Be sure to check your email every day so you do not miss important information, court dates, or documents from other parties.

[} 1 am a lawyer completing this form on behalf of a client (Client name):

Lawyer Name Attorney Number
Lawyer Phone Number Law Firm
Lawyer Email
Address
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code
AT) 801.7 Page3 of 4 (08/25)
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] | ADDITIONAL PAGE FOR MOTION

IN THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, CIRCUIT COURT

COUNTY: Lake
County Where You Are Filing the Case

Enter the case information as it appears on your other court documents.

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER OR IN RE: People of the State of lllinois
Who started the case. First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name

23CF1146
Case Number

DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS: Ehab Allababidi

W@o th_e_ case was ﬁl_ed against.

First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name

N
( O Use this only if you run out of space in section 3 on your Motion form. This document becomes an
additional page of your Motion and should be filed with your Motion.

Additional explanation continued from my Motion:

Reasons: Needed to perfect App. No. 2-25-0440; appellate fee waiver does not cover
trial-court transcript/record costs; discovery copies are reasonably required for
post-judgment/appeal; former counsel declined without court order. Proposed order(s)
available at hearing.

File this form with your Motion.

This form is approved by the llinois Supreme Court and Is required to be accepted in all Minois Circuit Courts. Forms are free ot ifcourts.info/forms.
AT1 803.4 Pagelof1l (08/25)
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NOTICE OF COURT DATE |
FOR MOTION «

IN THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, CIRCUIT COURT

COUNTY: Lake
County Where You Are Filing the Case

Enter the case information as it appears on your other court documents.

PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER OR IN RE: People of the State of lllinois

Who started the case. First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name
DEFENDANTS/RESPONDENTS: Ehab Allababidi 23CF1146
Who the case was filed against. Case Number

First, Middle, and Last Name, or Business Name

1. MOTION TITLE

Explain in a few words what you are asking the judge to do. This should match the title you write in 1 on the
Motion.

Motion to: Waive All Court Reporting Transcript fees & Waive all fees
2. COURT DATE INFORMATION

Information about getting a court date and how to attend is available from the Circuit Clerk. You can find

their contact information at ilcourts.info/clerks. If you are e-filing in Cook County, you may get the court date
when you e-file.

a. The court date for the Motion | filed is scheduled on:

at Ja.m.[Jp.m.in

Month, Day, Year Time Courtroom Number

Court dates may be scheduled in-person, remotely, or a combination of in-person and remotely. Find out how
your court date will be scheduled and provide that information here. Add the Clerk’s phone number and website.

b. Attend court in any of the ways checked:

[]in person at:

Courtroom Address Courtroom Number
{1 Remotely {video or telephone option)

By video conference at:

Video Conference Website

Log-in information:

Video Conference Log-in Information, Meeting ID, Password, etc.

By telephone at:

Call-in Number for Telephone Remote Appearance

This form is approved by the illinois Supreme Court and is required to be accepted in all llfinols Circuit Courts. Forms are free at ilcourts.info/forms.
AT] 802.8 Page 1 of4 fog/251
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Case Number 23CF1146

To find out more about remate court options:

Phone: or Website:
Circuit Clerk’s Phone Number Website URL

SIGN

Under lilinois Supreme Court Rule 137, my signature means that:

1) | read the document, 2) | have been informed and believe it Is true and correct, and 3) | am not filing it to cause delay
or for another bad reason.
If you are filling out this form online, sign your name by typing it. If you are filling out this form by hand, sign and print your name.

Signature /s/ Ehab Allababidi Print Name Ehab Allababidi

| am campleting this form for myself

Phone Number (773) 920-0030 Email (if you have one) defconSready@gmail.com

Your Address 8516 w winona st chicago illinois 60656
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code
Be sure to check your email every day so you do not miss important information, court dates, or documents from other parties.

[C] tam a lawyer completing this form on behalf of a client (Client name):

Lawyer Name Attorney Number
Lawyer Phone Number Law Firm
Lawyer Email
Address
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

PROOF (EXPLANATION) OF DELIVERY

This tells the judge how and when you will send your documents to the other people in the case under Rule 11.
If a person in the case has a lawyer, you must send your documents to their lawyer. File this form with the
Circuit Clerk, but do not list the Clerk below as o person you are sending your documents to,

A. 1am sending this Proof of Delivery and the following court documents:

Name of Documents

To:

Full Name or Law Firm Name
B. |am sending the documents:
[] By email to this email address:

[]1Through an approved e-filing website {EFSP) to this email address:

You must send documents electronically {by email or through an EFSP) if you and the person you are
STOP sending documents to have an email address. If you or the person you are sending to do not have an email
=2 addraess, or if you have permission from the judge, you may send documents using the options below,

[ am sending the documents to this address:

18 N County St, Waukegan, IL 60085
Street, Apt. # City Stote Zip Code

ATI 802.8 Page2of 4 (08/25)
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Cose Number 23CF1146

By (check all that apply):
[ Personal hand delivery.

You can only deliver to the person, person’s family member over 13 at person’s residence, person’s lawyer, or the lowyer’s office.
Mail or third-party carrier (FedEx, UPS, etc.} to the address listed above, with postage or delivery prepaid.

Location of mailbox or third-party carrier: Cumberland and Argyle Norridge lilinois
Address or Intersection City State

[]Mmail from a prison or jail:

Name and Address of Prison or Jail

C. The documents will be sent on: Date: Time:
Month, Day, Year Include AM or PM

] ! am sending the document to more than 1 person and have completed an additional Proof of Delivery form.

SIGN
Under 735 ILCS 5/1-109, my sighature means that:
1) Everything in this document is true and correct, or | have been informed or | believe it to be true and correct, and

2} | understand that making a false statement on this form is perjury and has penalties provided by law,

If you are filling out this form online, sign your name by typing it. If you are filling cut this form by hand, sign and print your name.

Signature E/ Ehab Allababidi Print Name Ehab Allababidi

| am completing this form for myself
Phone Number (773) 920-0030 Email (if you have one) defconbready@gmail.com

Address 8516 w winona st chicago Nlinois 60656
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code

Be sure to check your email every day so you do not miss important information, court dates, or documents from other parties.

[C] 1am a lawyer completing this form on behalf of a client (Client name):

Lawyer Name Attorney Number
Lawyer Phone Number Law Firm
Lawyer Email
Address
Street, Apt. # City State Zip Code
ATI 802.8 Page3of 4 (08/25)
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ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT s, i
SECOND DISTRICT crouuTm

55 SYMPHONY WAY
ELGIN, IL 60120
(847) 695-3750

November 17, 2025

Ehab Allababidi
8516 W. Winona St.
Chicago, IL 60656

RE: People v. Allababidi, Ehab
Appeal No.: 2-25-0440
County: Lake County
Trial Court No.: 23CF1146

The court has this day, November 17, 2025, entered the following order in the above entitled
case:

Appellant’s motion to stay this appeal and issue a limited remand for proceedings under Rule
604(d) is denied, as appellant’s admitted failure to file a Rule 604(d) motion requires instead that
his appeal be dismissed. See People ex rel. Alvarez v. Skryd, 241 111. 2d 34, 40 (2011) (“Where
a defendant has failed to file a motion to withdraw the guilty plea, the appellate court must
dismiss the appeal.”). (Although appellant offers certain excuses for why he failed to file the
motion, he does not offer the only excuse that is legally actionable, which applies “[w]here a
circuit court fails to give applicable Rule 605 admonishments.” /d. at41.) Accordingly, this
appeal is dismissed.

THIS ORDER IS FINAL AND SHALL STAND AS THE MANDATE OF THIS COURT.
(McLaren, Hutchinson, Schostok, JJ.)

Hr fapler

Jeffrey H. Kaplan
Clerk of the Court

cc:  Edward Randall Psenicka
Lake County Circuit Court
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Exhibit Packet Index

f
wg ® - " c%"\‘. C'LP\.“ .
I. Exhibit A - Chronology (Reconstruction and Dlséovery)::muj;;g;‘_

Packet Pages: pp. 4-15 (Ex. A-1 through Ex. A-5)
Purpose: Establishes a timeline proving that (1) the State had internal doubt about a core
DUI-drugs charge, and (2) the indictment alleging great bodily harm lacked medical records.

Exhibit Document Packet p. Fact Proven

A-1 Chronology of 4 Lists key events
reconstruction, (May 27 2022 Bosch
toxicology, indictment, download;
QPOQ, subpoenas, plea, Aug 11 2022 internal

and post-plea requests

email; Jun 14 2023

indictment; Jul 2024
QPO & subpoens;
Oct 22 2025
native-format request),
A-2 Aug 11 2022 internal 5 Notes that the lab
email from Detective report lacked
Paul Petrick quantitative drug levels
and states: “I believe it
would be hard pressed
to prove DUI drugs.”
A-3 Jun 14 2023 court 6 Contemporaneous
minutes notes at true-bitl
indictment asking
“WHAT ARE
INJURIES?” and
recording “Nothing in
file — NO med recs,”
proving that the
indictment for
aggravated reckless
driving (great bodily
harm) was returned
without injury
documentation.
Shows the Driver’s
Belt Switch Circuit
Status as BUCKLED,
contradicting
assumptions that the
driver was

A-4 Bosch Crash Data 10
Retrieval table —
deployment #2
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Exhibit Document Packet p. Fact Proven
unrestrained.

A-5 Bosch CDR disclaimer 9 States that the original

onh raw data .CDRx raw file must

be preserved in its
native format and
retranslated with the
latest software; failure
to do so may corrupt
the data.

ll. Exhibit B — FOIA Correspondence (Request and Response)

Packet Pages: pp. 1618 (Ex. B-1 through Ex. B-2)
Purpose: Shows that the State acknowledged possessing, and then withheld, internal analyses
and witness materials under work-product theories.

Exhibit Document Packet p. Fact Proven
B-1 FOIA request 17 Seeks crash reports,
(Oct 7 2025) EDR analyses, witness

statements, internal
memos, and discovery
inventories.

B-2 State’s FOIA response 18 Admits responsive

{Oct 22 2025) records exist but

withholds “felony
review screening
documents” under
FOIA § 7(1)(m) and
Supreme Court
Rule 412(j)(i).

Ill. Exhibit C - Post-Plea Native-Format Discovery Request

Packet Pages: pp. 19-21 (Ex. C-1)
Purpose: Demonstrates post-plea diligence and identifies the native EDR image and videos that
counsel failed to obtain pre-plea.

Exhibit Document Packet p. Fact Proven

C-1 Oct 22 2025 post-plea 20 Shows that new
email requesting raw counsel immediately
.CDRkx file, native sought technical
body- and dash-cam evidence necessary to
files with audit logs, challenge the State’s
and a privilege log reconstruction and

speed estimates.
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IV. Exhibit D — July 2024 QPO and Subpoena Examples

Packet Pages: pp. 22-26 (Ex. D-1 through Ex. D-2)

Purpose: Proves that discovery on the “great bodily harm” element was ongoing more than a

year after the indictment.

Exhibit Document Packet p.
D-1 Jul 1 2024 Qualified 23
Protective Order to
Condell Medical
Center

D-2 Jul 2024 subpoenato 24
Lincolnshire-Riverwoo
ds Fire Protection
District

Fact Proven

Orders production of
any and all medical
records for treatment
on or about

May 23 2022;
demonstrates that
medical-injury
evidence was still
being obtained thirteen
months after
indictment.
Commands production
of protected health
information and EMS
records; further shows
that injury
documentation was
still being pursued well
after the indictment.
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Exhibit A-1

Chronology of Reconstruction, Toxicology, Charging, and Discovery
Events

Offered to show: the sequence of events demonstrating that reconstruction and toxicology
analyses were ongoing when the case was indicted; that investigators harbored serious doubt
about a DUI-drugs charge; that the indictment for aggravated reckless driving (great bodily
harm) was returned without medical records; and that discovery into injuries continued long after
charging.

This exhibit provides a narrative timeline showing the May 27 2022 Bosch CDR download; the
Aug 11 2022 internal email expressing doubt about proving DUI-drugs; the Jun 14 2023
indictment with no medical records; the July 2024 Qualified Protective Order and subpoena
seeking medical and EMS records; and the Oct 22 2025 post-plea request for raw technical data.
These facts collectively demonstrate that the State lacked a factual basis for the charge and
suppressed exculpatory material.

T il
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Exhibit A-1 Chronology of Reconstruction, Investigation &
Discovery

This timeline summarizes key events demonstrating the evolving investigation and charging
decisions in People v. Ehab Allababidi, Lake County Case No. 23CF1146. It shows that
reconstruction and toxicology analyses were ongoing while serious doubts about a DUI-drugs
charge existed, and that the indictment for aggravated reckless driving (great bodily harm) was
returned without any medical records. Discovery into the “great bodily harm” element continued
well after the indictment.

. May 27 2022 — The Bosch Crash Data Retrieval (CDR) report was downloaded from the
Lexus. The CDR report recorded the driver’s belt status as buckled, and the
manufacturer’s disclaimer required preserving the raw .CDRx file for translation with the
latest software.

Aug 11 2022 — Detective Paul Petrick emailed ASA Benjamin Dillon stating that the
toxicology report listed only “Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines” and concluded: “I
believe it would be hard pressed to prove DUI drugs.” This internal doubt was never
disclosed to the defense.

. May 23 2023 - Crash reconstruction continued; police and MCAT analysts prepared
speed estimates ranging from 116-125 mph using partial video and EDR data.

- Jun 14 2023 — The grand jury returned a true-bill indictment charging aggravated
reckless driving (great bodily harm). Contemporaneous court minutes ask “WHAT ARE
INJURIES?” and note “Nothing in file — NO med recs etc.”, showing that no medical
records supported the “great bodily harm” element.

«  Jul 12024 — The State obtained a Qualified Protective Order requiring Condell
Medical Center to release any and all health records relating to the crash. This occurred
over a year after the indictment.

Jul 2 2024 - A subpoena issued to Lincolnshire-Riverwoods Fire Protection District
commanding production of all protected health information and EMS records, further
demonstrating that injury documentation was still being sought.

+  Oct 22 2025 — Post-plea counse! requested the raw .CDRx image file with checksum
values, native body-cam and dash-cam video files with audit logs, and a privilege log for
withheld items. This request underscores prior counsel’s failure to obtain critical
technical evidence before advising the plea.

This chronology supports the due process and Brady claims by showing that (1) key exculpatory
and impeachment material (internal doubts about DUI-drugs) was suppressed, (2) the “great
bodily harm” element lacked factual basis when charged, and (3) counsel failed to obtain the raw
technical data necessary to verify the reconstruction.
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Exhibit A-2 — Internal Email (Aug. 11 2022)

Detective Paul Petrick’s August 11 2022 email to fellow investigators notes that the laboratory
report lists only “Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines” with no specific amounts. He concludes
that it would be “hard pressed to prove DUI drugs.” This internal assessment of weakness in
the DUI-drugs charge was not disclosed prior to the plea.
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Dillon, Ben!-amin_

From: Paul Petrick <ppetrick@iincolnshireit.gov>
Sent; Thursday, August 11, 2022 941 AM

To: Dillon, Benjamin

Ca Matthew Ulanowski; Dilion Forkes
Subject: [EXTERNAL] report LPD 22-7193
Attachments: Medical Records Ehab.pdf

{CAUTION: Do not click. liﬁk‘s, open attachments, or reply to unknown or unexpected senders.

Mr. Dillon,

| wilt be sending you several emails containing the documentation of LPD case 2022-7193. A traffic crash on IL RT 22 at

Old M RD. There was an MCAT number assigned due to the extraction of evidence from the vehicles involved. Page 10

of this medical record has the controlled substances listed at time he was taken into the E/R. This lab report does not

offer an specific amount; just Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines. | believe it would be hard pressed to prove DUI drugs
Our lab report also did not specify amounts.

There will be several other emails with reports to complete all documents for your review in this case. Feel free to
contact me with questions.

Thank you.

Detective Paul ). Petrick
Village of Lincolnshire
Police Department

0: 847-913-2349
ppetrick@lincolnshireil.gov

VILLAGE OF

LINCOLNSHIRE

CONFIDENTIAL COMMUNICATION

This electronic mail message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the addressee{s) named above and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not
an intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this email to the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. f you
received this email message In error, please immediately notify the sender by replying to this message or by telephone,
Thank you.
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Exhibit A-3 - Indictment Court Minutes (June 14 2023)

Handwritten notes on the June 14 2023 grand-jury court minutes, recorded at the time the
indictment was returned, ask “WHAT ARE INJURIES?” and note “Nothing, in

file - NO med RECS etc.” This shows that the felony charge of aggravated reckless driving
causing great bodily harm was authorized without medical records or injury documentation.

TN
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COURT MINUTES

DATE: JUNE 14, 2023 CASE NUMBER: 23CE/,” $iL

DEFENDANT(S): EHAB ALLABABIDI

JUDGE: SHANES ASA: STEVE SCHELLER CT REPORTER:

ACTION TAKEN: True Bill Indictment returned in open court.

59 o000 S

Court sets bond in the amount of §

. Bond Posted.

; z Warrant to Issue Instanter. @(

Warrant to Issue but stayed until next court date.

Case is set for arraignment on f. /2023 at 9:00 a.m. / 1:30 p.m.
510 as assigned 610 BOORAS 611 STRIDE
612 SHANES 710 ROSSETTI 812 STRICKLAND

X Court orders that the State notify the defendant and attorney of date.
NOTE TO FELONY SECRETARY: SEND NOTICE/NOTIFY ATTORNEY BY PHONE

Remand to be issued to the Sheriff for above date.

Indictment is sealed until arrest or days, whichever is first.

Defendant to appear in Preliminary Hearing Court but setting of hearing vacated.

Case is assigned to Judge for all further proceedings.

Arraignment to be held in that courtroo

Qorey: i r— Azs

>

S T S

/\’/:’:721 Ve e 74[2' — o et ATE s 476
r 25 A e el B oy Lot
/ﬁ;”’;@‘?pf/ 7,[g *
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Exhibit A-4 - CDR System Status Table (EDR Data)

A table from the Bosch Crash Data Retrieval report lists the driver’s belt-switch circuit status as
BUCKLED at the deployment associated with the crash. This contradicts any narrative that the
driver was unrestrained and undermines aggravating inferences about recklessness.
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Exhibit A-5 — Bosch/PCS Vendor Disclaimer

The Bosch Crash Data Retrieval documentation instructs investigators to preserve the original
raw .CDRx image file and to re-translate that file using the latest approved software. This
highlights the need for the raw image file and supports the claim that competent counsel would
have obtained it before recommending a plea.
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Exhibit B-1 - FOIA Request

The defense’s October 2025 Freedom of Information Act request asks for crash reconstruction
reports, electronic data recorder analyses, internal correspondence, witness statements and
felony-review screening documents that were missing from criminal discovery. The request
reflects diligence in seeking the State’s internal analysis and witness material,
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- Act request has been sent and will be processed as soon as possible.
Your request has been given the reference number R0O05581-100725 for tracking purposes.

Records Requested: Records Requested:

Pursuant to the Illinois Freedom of Information Act (5 ILCS 140), I request copies of all records relating to
People v. Ehab Allababidi, Lake County Case No. 23CF1146, including but not limited to:

_« All police and crash investigation reports, supplemental narratives, field notes, and diagrams.
« All photographs, video recordings (body-worn camera, dash camera, and traffic camera), 911 audio, and CAD
dispatch logs.
» Any Bosch Crash Data Report or other event-data-recorder (EDR / “black box™) downloads or analyses for
my vehicle or any other involved vehicle (including the truck).
-« Accident-reconstruction reports, analyses, and related technical data.
« Witness statements, interview transcripts, and summary reports.
« All correspondence, emails, memoranda, or internal notes between the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
; and any law enforcement agencies related to this case or evidence.
» The discovery inventory list or logs showing what materials were provided to the defense.

I request that all records be provided in electronic format (PDFs, audio, or video) and sent to
defconSready@gmail.com
If any portion of this request is denied, please cite each specific FOIA exemption authorizing the denial and

provide the non-exempt material.

I am the defendant in this matter and request these materials for my own legal recordkeeping and post-
conviction review.

Your request will be reviewed by a FOIA officer who will contact you about the availability of the records you
have requested.

PLEASE NOTE: The Freedom of Information Act is designed to allow you to inspect or receive copies of
' records. It is not designed to require a public body to create new records or answer questions. To the extent that
you wish to ask questions, please contact the appropriate department directly.

Frompred by

GovQA Page 5
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Exhibit B-2 — State’s FOIA Response

In its written response, the State acknowledges responsive records but withholds “felony review
screening documents” under FOIA § 7(1)(m) (attorney work product) and Supreme Court

Rule 412(j)(i) (opinions and theories of staff). This shows the existence of undisclosed internal
charging anatyses and witness material.
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furnished only by a confidential source, or persons who file complaints with or provide information to.administrative, investigative, law

! enforcement or penal agencies.” 5 ILCS 140/7(1){d)(iv) (West 2012). Watkins v. Johnson, 2016 IL App (1st) 152958, T 39. Perry v. Dep’t

of Fin. & Prof| Regulation, 2017 IL App (1st) 161780, 19

Felony review screening documents were withheld pursuant to Section 7(1)(m} of FOIA which exempts documents that would not be
subject to disclosure in litigation, including attorney work-product. Pursuant to 1llinois Supreme Court Rule 412(j)(i), disclosure “shall

* not be required of legal research ar of records, correspondence, reports or memoranda to the extent that they contain the opinions,

theories or conclusions of the State or members of its legal or investigative staffs, or of defense counsel or his staff.” People v.
Sutherland, 223 Ill. 2d 187, 276-77, 860 N.E.2d 178, 235 (2006); People v. Harper, 279 lli. App. 3d 801, 810-11, 665 N.E.2d 474, 482-83

+ {1996); People v. Elzey, 203 [il. App. 3d 153, 158-59, 560 N.E.2d 1107, 1112-13 (1990).

To the extent any portion of this response is construed as a denial, you have a right to have the denial of your request reviewed by the
Public Access Counselor (PAC) at the Office of the tllinois Attorney General. 5 |LCS 140/9.5(a).

You can file your Request for Review with the PAC by writing to:

Public Access Counselor
Office of the Attorney General
500 South 2nd Street
Springfield, lllinois 62701
Phone: 877-299-3642

" E-mail: Public Access@ilag.gov

'

You also have the right to seek judicial review of your denial by filing a fawsuit in the State circuit court. 5 ILCS 140/11.

i you choose to file a Request for Review with the PAC, you must do so within 60 calendar days of the date of this denial. 5 ILCS
© 140/9.5(a). Please note that you must include a copy of your original FOIA request and this denial letter when filing a Request for

Review with the PAC,

* If you have any questions about this response or need additional information, please respond to this email.

Sincerely,
Melanie Nelson

Chief Deputy, Civil Trial Division
State's Attorney's Office

Porsr el dy

GOVQ\ . Page 2
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Exhibit C-1 - Post-Plea Native-Format Discovery Request

A post-plea email dated October 22 2025 requests the raw .CDRx image file with checksum,
native body-worn and dash-cam video files with complete audit logs, and a privilege log for any
items withheld as privileged or work product. This demonstrates diligence after the plea and
identifies the technical evidence that prior counsel failed to secure before the plea.
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Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>

Subject: People v. Allababidi (23CF1146) — Complete Client File & Native Discovery
(IRPC 1.16(d))

1 message

Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 22, 2025 at 11:52 PM
To: Bailey Russell <BRussell@lakecountyil.gov>

Dear Ms. Russel,

1 was your client in People v. Ehab Allababidi, Case No. 23CF1146.
Please treat this as my formal request for my entire client file under lllinois Rule of Professional Conduct 1.16(d) and
my rights as a former client.

| have personally reviewed the 382-page discovery packet in my case. Based on that review, several categories appear
incomplete or missing in native format. Please produce the following within 14 days:

Items to Produce (native formats where applicable)
« All Rule 412 discovery and all supplements/cover latters.
+ Reports & photos: incident/supplemental reports; scene diagrams; origina! photo files + photo logs.

+ Crash reconstruction / MCAT: total-station or other raw measurement files, notes, drafts, calculations, and final
reports.

s Vehicle EDR: the raw .CDRX image, all Bosch exports/decodes, and any associated metadata or checksums.

« Video: all body-wom and dash-cam videos in their original containers with timestamp/audit files and any
proprietary player/readme.

« 911JETSB: CAD event logs, 911 audio, radio/dispatch traffic, run cards.
+ Tow/impound: tow sheets, inventory, and chain-of-custody (physical & digital).
+ MedicallEMS/hospital materials relied upon by the State, including labs/toxicology.

» Correspondence: to/from the State and agencies (MCAT/SP/local PD/ETSB/911/hospitals), and any Rule 412
certificates.

* Court records: all filings and orders (including any protective orders/qualified HIPAA orders} and any record
subpoenas.

= Plea/negotiation materials: offer letters/emails, any Rule 402 notes, plea paperwork, and communications
reflecting advice provided and my decision timeline.

+ Media inventories: indexes of all CD/DVD/USB media with MD5/SHA-256 hashes if available.

+ Docketing/calendaring/task entries reflecting discovery flow and deadlines.
If any item is not in your possession, please identify the current custodian and the last date you requested/received it. If
you withhold anything as privileged/work product, please provide a privilege/work-product log (date, author, general
description).

Delivery: A secure download link is preferred. | can also provide an encrypted USB for pickup or drop-off.
Preservation: Please preserve all originals and do not alter or overwrite any native media pending transfer.

Kindly confirm receipt of this request today and advise when | can expect the download link or pickup time.

You can reach me at {773) 920-0030 and defcon5ready@gmail.com.
Mailing address: 8516 W Winona St, Chicago.
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]

Thank ybu for your prompt attention.

Sincerely,
Ehab Allababidi

-~z Ehab Allababidi

)
b Personal Signature

Phone; 773-920-0030
Email: defconbready@grmail.com

-~

LEGAL NOTICE & CONFIDENTIALITY

This email {and any attachments) is intended solely for the named recipient and may contain confidential, privileged, or proprietary
information. Disclosure, distribution, copying, or use without the sender’s prior written consant is prohibited, If you received this in error,
delete it and notify the sender immediately.

1. Unauthorized use rmay violate privacy, contract, and intelleciual-property laws.

2. No rights, privileges, or defenses are waived by this transmission.

3. Instructions and directives herein constitute written notice for compliance and recerdkeeping.

4. This communication is restricted to the designated recipienl and is nol to be forwarded or archived without authorization,
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Exhibit D-1 - Qualified Protective Order (July 1 2024)

This July 1 2024 qualified protective order authorizes Advocate Condell Medical Center to
release “any and all health information and medical records” relating to the case. Entered
more than a year after the June 14 2023 indictment, the order proves that discovery on the
element of great bodily harm was still ongoing.
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F”’E

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) S8
COUNTY OF LAKE ) oL 012004

.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTHgs,. ww
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOI§ Cmcu =

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

)
)
VS. ) General No. 23CF1146
)
EHAB ALLABARBIDI )

CERTIFIED MEDICAL RECORDS RELEASE AND QUALIFIED PROTECTIVE

ORDER PURSUANT TO HIPPA

This matter coming to be heard on Motion of the People of the State of Illinois, the court
having jurisdiction and being fully advised in the premises:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

CONDELL MEDICAL CENTER is ordered to submit any and all health information and
medical records, including sensitive information, pertaining to the patient of NG

treated on or about MAY 23, 2022 THROUGH DATE OF
DISCHARGE. Said records shall be accompanied by a CERTIFICATION from the Keeper of
Records, signed under the penalty of perjury.

CONDELL MEDICAL CENTER must comply with this Qualified Protection Order Pursuant to
HIPPA by mailing legible copies within two weeks to the Honorable Judge Stride, Courtroom
T611, 18 North County Street, Waukegan, llinois.

1. The current parties (and their attorneys) and any future parties (and their attomeys) to the
above captioned matter are hereby authorized to receive, subpoena, and transmit
"protected health information" (also referred to herein as "PHI”) pertaining
I (rcated on or about MAY 23, 2022
THROUGH DATE OF DISCHARGE, to the extent and subject to the conditions outlined
herein.

2. For the purposes of this Qualified Protective Order, "PHI" or "protected health
information” shall have the same scope and definition as set forth in 45 CFR 160.103 and
160.501. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, "PHI" includes, but is not
limited to, health information, including sensitive material, including demographic
information, relating to either, (a) the past, present, or future physical or mental condition
of an individual, (b) the provision of care to an individual, or (c) the payment for care
provided to an individual, which identifies the individual or which reasonably could be
expected to identify the individual.
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Exhibit D-2 - Subpoena to Lincolnshire-Riverwoods Fire

Protection District (July 24 2024)
The subpoena dated July 24 2024 commands the Lincolnshire-Riverwoods Fire Protection
District to produce all EMS records and protected health information related to the crash. This

further confirms that injury and causation evidence necessary to support the felony charge was
still being sought long after the indictment.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
LAKE COUNTY. ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) NO. 23CF1146
V. ) AGENCY NO:
)
)
EHAB ALLABABIDI )
SUBPOENA

TO:  LINCOLNSHIRE-RIVERWCODS FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
SUBPOENA COMPLIANCE
115 SCHELTER RD.,
LINCOLNSHIRE. IL 60069

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE THE HONORABLE CHRISTOPHER
STRIDE AT 18 NORTH COUNTY STREET WAUKEGAN, IL 60085. IN COURTROOM T-611 ON
JULY 24™ 2024, AT 9:00 AM.

YOU ARE COMMANDED ALSO TO BRING OR DO THE FOLLOWING:

PROVIDE ALL PROTECTED HEALTH INFORMATION AND MEDICAL RECORDS INCLUDING ANY
AND ALL SENSITIVE INFORMATION INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO INFFORMATION
RELATING TO MENTAL HEALTH AND/OR ALCOHOL/DRUG ABUSE CONCERNING NN

OR TREATMENT RECEIVED FROM ADVOCATE CONDELL
MEDICAL CENTER ON OR ABOUT THE DATE OF 05/23/2022.

RECORDS ARE RETURNABLE TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE CHRISTOPHER STRIDE: 18 N.
COUNTY ST, COURTROOM T-611, WAUKEGAN, IL 60085.

ANY CHARGES OR FEES ASSOCIATED WITH THIS REQUEST SHOULD BE SUBMITTED TO THE
LINCOLNSHIRE POLICE DEPARTMENT: ! OLDE HALF DAY RD., LINCOLNSHIRE, IL 60069.

PLEASE CONTACT. ASA FRANCIS P. DEROSA, AT 847 377-3000, UPON RECEIPT OF THIS
SUBPOENA.

YOUR FAILURE TO APPEAR IN RESPONSE TO THIS SUBPOENA WILL SUBJECT YOU TO
PUNISHMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF THIS COURT.

Witness, JULY 2%¥°_2024.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT -

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS = i

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, s
Plaintiff,
V.
No.23 CF 1146 . ek WS
EHAB ALLABABIDI, ACEL
Defendant. L

PETITION FOR POST-CONVICTION RELIEF
(725 ILCS 5/122-1 ET SEQ,) — PRO SE

NOW COMES the Petitioner, EHAB ALLABABIDI, pro se, and pursuant to the Illinois
Post-Conviction Hearing Act, 725 ILCS 5/122-1 et seq., respectfully petitions this Court to
vacate the judgment of conviction and sentence entered against him in Lake County case
number 23 CF 1146, and in support states as follows:

I. PARTIES AND JURISDICTION

1. Petitioner is the defendant in People v. Allababidi, Lake County case number 23 CF
1146. On or about September 8, 2025, Petitioner entered a guilty plea in this case and the
Court entered judgment and imposed sentence.

2. Petitioner is currently subject to the sentence and judgment in this case and his liberty is
restrained thereby, within the meaning of 725 ILCS 5/122-1(a).

3. This is Petitioner’s first petition for post-conviction relief under 725 ILCS 5/122-1 et
seq..

4. Petitioner previously pursued direct review. He filed a notice of appeal on October 6,
2025, and the Illincis Appellate Court, Second District, opened Appeal No. 2-25-0440. On
November 17, 2025, the Appellate Court entered an order denying Petitioner’s motion for a
limited remand under Supreme Court Rule 604(d) and dismissed the appeal solely on the basis
that Petitioner had not filed a Rule 604(d) motion in the trial court.

5. This petition is timely under 725 ILCS 5/122-1(c). It is being filed within three (3) years
of the judgment entered on or about September 8, 2025. Any delay is not due to his culpable
negligence but to the pendency of his direct appeal, his pro se status, and his ongoing efforts to
obtain discovery and records through the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
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6. Petitioner brings this action because, in the proceedings that resulted in his conviction,
there were substantial deprivations of his rights under the United States Constitution and the
Illinois Constitution, including his rights to due process of law, the effective assistance of
counsel, a knowing and intelligent guilty plea, and a meaningful right to appeal.

II. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

7. The charges in 23 CF 1146 arise from a motor vehicle incident in Lake County, Illinois,
in which the State alleged that Petitioner drove under the influence of drugs. The Aggravated
Reckless Driving indictment alleged that the collision “resulted in great bodily harm” to a
victim. '

8. The State’s theory of guilt relied heavily on toxicology results. However, internal State
communications dated August 11, 2022, revealed that a Lincolnshire Detective informed the
State’s Attorney’s Office (SAQ) that the emergency room lab report lacked specific amounts
of Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines, leading the detective to state: “I believe it would be
hard pressed to prove DUI drugs”. This communication reflecting material doubt was never
disclosed to the defense.

9. Throughout the pendency of the criminal case, discovery was incomplete and materially
misleading, thereby corrupting the guilty plea entered on September 8, 2025. Among the
critical omissions:

» Factual Basis Lacking at Indictment: The indictment alleging great bodily harm was returned
on June 14, 2023, Yet, the court minutes from that same date contain handwritten notes asking
“WHAT ARE INJURIES?” and recording “NothiNg, in file — NO med RECS EtE”.

» Ongoing Discovery: Clerk-issued subpoenas and Qualified Protective Orders (QPOs) were
still being issued as late as July 2024 to Advocate Condell Medical Center and the
Lincolnshire-Riverwoods Fire Protection District, proving the State was actively securing core
medical and EMS records thirteen months after indictment and shortly before plea discussions.
This confirms discovery was “not complete when appellant entered his plea”.

» Active Suppression Post-Plea: In October 2025 FOIA responses, Petitioner learned for the
first time that the State acknowledged possessing but withheld entire categories of materials,
including “felony-review screening documents” and internal correspondence/memoranda,
citing attorney work-product under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 412(j)(1).

10. The suppression of the internal doubt email and the concealment of felony-review
documents and the incomplete medical records created a misleading picture of the evidence.

11. Petitioner’s decision to plead guilty on September 8, 2025, was based on this
incomplete and inaccurate discovery. Had Petitioner known about the internal doubts
regarding the ability to prove DUI-drugs, the existence of undisclosed medical, EMS,
felony-review, and internal documents, he would not have pled guilty and would have insisted
on going to trial.
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12. Petitioner’s subsequent direct appeal was dismissed on procedural grounds on
November 17, 2025, based on his failure to file a Rule 604(d) motion. The Appellate Court
stated that Petitioner did not offer the “only excuse that is legally actionable,” which is the
failure to give proper Rule 605 admonishments. Petitioner, being pro se, did not understand the
requirement to file the Rule 604(d) motion as a jurisdictional precondition to appeal.

HI CONSTITUTIONAL CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

COUNT I — DUE PROCESS VIOLATIONS (BRADY AND INVOLUNTARY PLEA)
13. Petitioner realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-12 as though fully set forth herein.

14. The State failed to disclose material exculpatory and impeachment evidence, including
but not limited to:
a. Internal Doubt Email: An August 11, 2022, email in which law enforcement acknowledged
the emergency room lab report lacked specific amounts of controlled substances and
concluded the State would be “hard pressed to prove DUI drugs”.
b. Factual Basis Flaw: June 14, 2023, court minutes noting “Nothing in file — NO med RECS
etc.” at the time of the indictment alleging “great bodily harm”.
c. Active Suppression Post-Plea: October 2025 FOIA responses acknowledging but
withholding “felony-review screening documents,” witness statements, and internal
correspondence under Supreme Court Rule 412(j)(i}.
d. Incomplete Medical Discovery: Judicial orders and subpoenas from July 2024
demonstrating that essential medical and EMS records related to the element of “great bodily
harm” were still being secured well over a year after indictment.

15. This suppression violated Petitioner’s right to due process of law under Brady v.
Maryland. The evidence is materfal because it directly undermines the viability of the
DUI-drugs charge and impeaches the State’s case strength.

16. Petitioner’s plea was not knowing, intelligent, or voluntary because it was entered
without knowledge of this suppressed, material evidence, Had Petitioner known the true state
of the evidence, he would not have pled guilty.

COUNT I - INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL (I4C)
17. Petitioner realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-16 as though fully set forth herein.

18. Petitioner was denied the cffective assistance of counsel guaranteed by the Sixth
Amendment to the United States Constitution and article I, section 8 of the Illinois
Constitution, in that trial counsel failed to perform an objectively reasonable investigation and
failed to protect Petitioner’s rights.

19. Specifically, counsel’s deficient performance included:
a. Failure to Secure Complete Discovery: Counsel failed to ensure discovery was complete
before the September 8, 2025, plea, evidenced by the fact that the State was still issuing QPOs
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and subpoenas for medical/EMS records in July 2024,

b. Failure to Investigate Key Evidence: Counse! failed to investigate or obtain the August 11,
2022, internal communication acknowledging that the State would be “hard pressed” to prove
DUI-drugs without quantitative toxicology.

c. Failure to Challenge Technical Data: Counsel failed to pursue native digital evidence (e.g.,
the raw .CDRX image, audit logs, and metadata requested on October 22, 2025) necessary to
independently verify the State’s critical speed estimate of 116-120 mph segment speed and
124-125 mph EDR peak.

d. Failure to Preserve Appellate Rights: Counsel failed to file a timely, written Rule 604(d)
motion to withdraw the guilty plea, which directly resulted in the dismissal of Petitioner’s
appeal on November 17, 2025.

20. But for counsel’s deficient performance, there is a reasonable probability that Petitioner
would not have pled guilty or, at minimum, would have had meaningful appellate review.

COUNT IIT - DENIAL OF MEANINGFUL RIGHT TO DIRECT APPEAL
21. Petitioner realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-20 as though fully set forth herein.

22. Petitioner was not properly admonished under Supreme Court Rule 605(c) concerning
his obligation to file a Rule 604(d) motion as a precondition to appeal.

23. Because of deficient Rule 605 admonishments and counsel's failure to file a 604(d)
motion, the Appellate Court summarily dismissed his direct appeal on November 17, 2025,
The Appellate Court expressly cited People ex rel. Alvarez v. Skryd and refused to
acknowledge any excuse other than defective Rule 605 admonishments.

24, This combination deprived Petitioner of his due process right to a meaningful direct
appeal and to the effective assistance of counsel through the first tier of appellate review.
Petitioner has never had judicial review of his claims of suppression and incomplete discovery
that corrupted his plea.

IV. REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING

25. Petitioner’s claims rely on substantial evidence outside the trial record, including
internal State emails (August 11, 2022), FOIA responses (October 2025), subpoenas (July
2024), and court minutes (June 14, 2023). These claims require factual development and an
evidentiary hearing.

26. Petitioner requests that this Court advance this petition to second and third stages,
appoint counsel if required by law, and conduct an evidentiary hearing.

V. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Petitioner, EHAB ALLABABIDI, respectfully prays that this Honorable
Court:
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A, Find that the Petitioner has made a substantial showing that his constitutional rights were
violated in the proceedings leading to his conviction in case 23 CF 1146;

B. Vacate the judgment of conviction and sentence, allow Petitioner to withdraw his guilty
plea, and restore the case to a pre-plea posture;

C. In the alternative, grant an evidentiary hearing, further discovery, or modification of
sentence; and

D. Grant any additional relief that this Court deems just and proper.

Respcctfull% sgug%itted,

EHAB ALLABARIDI, Petitioner, pro se
8516 W. Winona Street

Chicago, Illinois 60656

Phone: (773) 920-0030

Email: defconSready@gmail.com

VERIFICATION

I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify under penalty of perjury pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109 that I
have read this Petition for Post-Conviction Relief and that the facts stated herein are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.

Date: |1 /]9/ 2625
EHAB ALLABABIDI

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify that on , 2025, 1 served a copy of
this PETITION FOR POST-CONVICTION RELIEF by depositing it in the United States mail,
postage prepaid, or by other authorized method of service, addressed to:

Lake County State's Attorney
18 N. County Street
Waukegan, [llinois 60085
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DEC 08 2025
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS Enn Woeintten.
. QIRCU LERK
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, ) - No.23CF 1146
Plaintiff, ) o
)
v. )
)
EHAB ALLABABIDI, )
Defendant/Petitioner. )

COMBINED MOTION

To Compel Production of Client File and Native Discovery; For Preparation and Access to Transcripts;
For Evidence Preservation; and for Coordinated, Expedited Management of Petitioner’s First
Post-Conviction Petition

NOW COMES Defendant/Petitioner, Ehab Allababidi (“Petitioner”), pro se, and
respectfully moves this Court for limited, record-building and preservation orders in aid of his
first Petition for Post-Conviction Relief under 725 ILCS 5/122-1 et seq. In support, Petitioner
states as follows:

RELIEF REQUESTED

Petitioner seeks the following narrow, case-management orders to ensure that his first
post-conviction petition is evaluated on a fair and complete record:

1. Client File / Native Discovery. Order Petitioner’s former trial/public defender to produce
Petitioner’s complete client file and native-format discovery, or make the same reasonably
available for inspection and copying within a short, specified time.

2. Transcripts. Direct preparation and filing of critical transcripts and, recognizing
Petitioner’s indigent status, make them reasonably available for his use and for the Illinois
Supreme Court proceedings related to People v. Allababidi, No. 132495.

3. Preservation. Enter a litigation-hold-style order requiring preservation of EDR raw data,
native video/audio, reconstruction datasets, medical/EMS materials received, and internal
charging/FOlA-referenced communications.

4. Coordinated Handling of First Post-Conviction Petition. Acknowledge the filing of
Petitioner’s first post-conviction petition and set an expedited status framework ensuring
the Court’s first-stage review under 725 ILCS 5/122-2.1 is not forced to proceed on an
incomplete record controlled by former counsel and agencies.

L. PROCEDURAL POSTURE

Petitioner is the defendant in People v. Allababidi, Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146.

On or about September 8, 2025, Pctitioner entered a negotiated guilty plea to aggravated
reckless driving (great bodily harm) and related charges and was sentenced that same day.

On October 6, 2025, Petitioner filed a notice of appeal in Appeal No. 2-25-0440. Aware
that no Supreme Court Rule 604(d) motion had been filed in the circuit court, Petitioner also
filed in the appellate court a Motion to Stay Appeal and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d)
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Proceedings.

On November 17, 2025, the Appellate Court, Second District, denied the stay/remand
request and dismissed the appeal on the ground that no Rule 604(d) motion had been filed in
the trial court.

Petitioner thereafter filed a Petition for Leave to Appeal under Supreme Court Rule 315 in
the Illinois Supreme Court, People v. Allababidi, No. 132495, attaching a detailed
chronology, internal emails, indictment minutes, Bosch CDR materials, and related
documents. The stamped PLA and exhibit packet are attached to Petitioner’s post-conviction
petition as Group Exhibit A.

On November 7, 2025, Petitioner filed a civil FOIA action, Ehab Allababidi v. Lake
County State’s Attorney’s Office, Lake County Chancery Case No. 2025CH00000277,
alleging violations of the Illinois Freedom of Information Act for the State’s refusal to produce
witness statements, felony-review screening documents, and internal emails bearing on
causation, impairment, and charging decisions, The stamped FOIA complaint is attached to
Petitioner’s post-conviction petition as Group Exhibit B.

Petitioner has now filed in this Court a detailed first Petition for Post-Conviction Relief
asserting constitutional claims that include, but are not limited to:

+ Use of unverified “great bodily harm™ allegations where contemporaneous minutes reflect
“Nothing in file - NO med RECS etc.” and “WHAT ARE INJURIES?”;

+ Suppression of material exculpatory evidence, including an infernal email expressing
doubt about DUI-drugs, withheld felony-review documents, and unrevealed EDR details
showing Petitioner braked and was belted;

« Ineffective assistance of counsel related to failure to obtain and review native EDR data,
challenge reconstruction claims, and preserve appellate rights; and

+ Loss of direct appellate review through defective admonitions and the Rule 604(d)
framework.

In connection with these matters, Petitioner previously filed: (a) a motion to compel his
trial/public defender to produce his client file and discovery; and (b) motions related to
transcript preparation and transmittal to the Illinois Supreme Court. Those motions are set for
hearing on December 11, 2023.

This Combined Motion is intended to unify, clarify, and streamline the limited relief
Petitioner seeks so that the Court may manage the post-conviction matter on a single, coherent
framework.

II. AUTHORITY AND NEED FOR LIMITED RECORD-BUILDING ORDERS

This Court has inherent authority to enter reasonable ancillary orders necessary to ensure
that post-conviction proceedings are meaningful, not illusory, particularly where the petition is
supported by documentary exhibits and raises substantial constitutional issues.

This is Petitioner’s first post-conviction petition. First-stage review under 725 ILCS
5/122-2.1 is meant to screen only those petitions that are frivolous or patently without
merit—not to penalize a petitioner who cannot attach critical record materials because those
materials are controlled by former counsel or custodial agencies.

Petitioner’s request is narrow: he seeks access to his own client file, preparation of routine
transcripts necessary to identify and prove record-based claims, and preservation of digital
evidence that may be subject to routine deletion policies.

2
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Granting these requests will not broaden the State’s obligations beyond preservation and
orderly record completion. It will simply allow the Court to evaluate Petitioner’s constitutional
claims on an accurate and complete record.

IH, REQUEST 1: COMPLETE CLIENT FILE AND NATIVE DISCOVERY

A. Materials Requested
On and after October 22, 2025, Petitioner requested that his former trial/public defender
provide his complete client file and native-format discovery, including but not limited to:
- All discovery produced under Supreme Court Rule 412 and supplements;
» The raw Bosch .CDRx image (and any related EDR raw files) from the May 27, 2022
download;
« All crash-reconstruction datasets, native files, spreadsheets, and the final MCAT
collision-reconstruction report;
« All body-worn camera and dash-camera videos in their original digital containers, with
any audit logs or metadata;
» CAD reports, 911 audio, and associated logs;
- All medical and EMS records obtained by counsel; and
- Counsel’s correspondence with the State related to discovery and reconstruction.

B. Counsel’s Refusal

Petitioner has been informed that former trial/public defender counsel takes the position
that she has no obligation to provide the client file or native discovery post-judgment.

C. Why Native Format Matters

The preserved raw Bosch image is essential. Vendor documentation associated with CDR
systems treats raw images as the primary source that must be preserved for accurate later
translation and re-analysis.

The Bosch system-status materials reflected in Petitioner’s exhibits record the driver’s
scat-belt switch as BUCKLED at deployment and show the identified pattern of evasive
braking seconds before impact. These data points are central to Petitioner’s causation, mens
rea, and ineffective-assistance claims.

Without access to the native discovery and his own client file, Petitioner cannot
meaningfully litigate constitutional claims that revolve around what evidence existed, what
was withheld, and what counsel did or did not obtain and review.

D. Narrow Order Proposed
Petitioner respectfully requests an order directing former trial/public defender counsel to:
» Produce the complete client file and native-format discovery to Petitioner; or
« In the alternative, make the complete file reasonably available for inspection and copying
at a designated time and location; and
« State on the record whether any of the categories listed above were never obtained.

IV. REQUEST 2: PREPARATION AND ACCESS TO TRANSCRIPTS
A. Transcripts Required
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Petitioner has requested preparation of transcripts that are essential to his post-conviction
claims, including at minimum:
« The September 8, 2025 plea and sentencing hearing;
« Any hearings addressing discovery, protective orders, or the July 1-2, 2024 subpoenas for
medical/EMS records; and
« Any hearings where the Court or counsel addressed reconstruction, EDR, or medical
evidence bearing on causation and injury.

B. Indigency and Record-Based Claims

Petitioner is indigent and was represented by appointed counsel in the underlying
proceedings.

The claims in Petitioner’s post-conviction petition hinge on what was and was not said and
done in the record—especially regarding plea admonitions, discovery completeness, and
counsel’s performance.

C. Narrow Order Proposed
Petitioner respectfully requests that the Court:
+ Direct the clerk and appropriate court reporters to prepare and file the transcripts identified
above; and
» Recognize Petitioner’s indigent status and provide copies to Petitioner without cost or
otherwise make them reasonably available in a form he can use for his post-conviction
litigation and for Supreme Court Case No. 132495.

V. REQUEST 3: EVIDENCE PRESERVATION ORDER

A. Risk of Routine Deletion
There is a substantial risk that critical digital evidence may be overwritten, deleted, or
altered as part of routine retention schedules now that direct appeal has been dismissed.
The at-risk categories include, but are not limited to:
+ Raw Bosch .CDRx images and any derivative EDR raw files;
» Native body-cam and dash-cam video files with audit logs and metadata;
« Crash-reconstruction datasets used to generate any MCAT or related reports;
« CAD reports, 911 audio, dispatch logs, and associated metadata;
- Medical and EMS records received by the State or obtained in the investigation; and
- Felony-review screening documents, internal emails, and witness statements referenced in
Petitioner’s FOIA correspondence and FOIA complaint.

B. Narrow Hold Order Proposed

Petitioner respectfully requests a preservation order directing the State, investigating
agencies, and any agents or vendors acting at their direction to preserve the categories listed
above pending resolution of:

» Petitioner’s FOIA action (2025CH00000277); and

» Petitioner’s first post-conviction petition in this cause.

VI. REQUEST 4: COORDINATED, EXPEDITED MANAGEMENT OF FIRST
POST-CONVICTION PETITION
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This is Petitioner’s first petition under the Post-Conviction Hearing Act. Because
Petitioner’s direct appeal was dismissed without merits review, post-conviction proceedings
are effectively his primary remaining vehicle for constitutional review.

Petitioner’s petition is supported by substantial documentary materials, including:

+ The stamped Illinois Supreme Court PLA and internal exhibits (Group Exhibit A);

» The stamped FOIA complaint (Group Exhibit B);

« Documentary evidence indicating medical records did not exist at the time of indictment
despite “great bodily harm™ allegations;

» Internal communications expressing doubt about DUI-drugs;

+ Bosch CDR materials reflecting seat-belt status and braking; and

- Post-plea FOIA events showing that significant categories of potentially exculpatory
evidence remained undisclosed.

Petitioner does not ask the Court to prejudge the merits. He asks only that the Court’s
first-stage review not be forced to proceed on an avoidably incomplete record where former
appointed counsel continues to withhold the client file and native discovery.

A short, structured status timetable after production of the file and transcripts will allow
efficient management and reduce confusion across parallel proceedings.

VII. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Petitioner respectfully requests that this Court enter an order:

+ A. Granting this Combined Motion and treating it as a clarification and supplement to
Petitioner’s previously filed motions conceming production of the client file and
transcripts;

- B. Directing Petitioner’s former trial/public defender to produce Petitioner’s complete
client file and native-format discovery (including, but not limited to, EDR raw data, native
video files, reconstruction datasets, CAD/911 materials, and medica/lEMS records
obtained), or to make them reasonably available for inspection and copying, within
fourteen (14) days of the Court’s order, and to state on the record if specific categories of
discovery were never obtained;

- C. Directing preparation and filing of transcripts of at minimum the September 8, 2025
plea and sentencing hearing and any relevant prior discovery- or evidence-related
hearings, and recognizing Petitioner’s indigent status, to provide such transcripts to
Petitioner without cost or otherwise make them reasonably available for use in this
post-conviction matter and for Supreme Court case no. 132495;

- D. Entering a preservation order requiring the State, investigating agencies, and their
agents and vendors to preserve all EDR raw files (.CDRx or equivalent), native video files
and associated logs, reconstruction datasets, CAD/911/dispatch materials, medical/EMS
records received in the investigation, and felony-review/internal communications
referenced in Petitioner’s FOIA correspondence, pending resolution of the FOIA action
and post-conviction petition;

- E. Acknowledging on the record that Petitioner’s first Petition for Post-Conviction Relief
has been filed in Case No. 23 CF 1146, and: (i) either finding that the petition states at
least the gist of constitutional claims sufficient to proceed and docketing the matter for
second-stage proceedings with counsel to be appointed under 725 ILCS 5/122-4; or (ii) at
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minimum setting an expedited status date following compliance with the limited
record-building and preservation relief requested herein; and (iii) deferring any summary
dismissal under 725 ILCS 5/122-2.1 until after these narrow, threshold record items are
addressed;

» F. Hearing this Combined Motion together with Petitioner’s previously noticed motions on
December 11, 2025, or such other date as the Court deems appropriate; and

» G. Granting such other and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Ehab Allababidi

Ehab Allababidi, Defendant/Petitioner, pro se
8516 W Winona St

Chicago, IL 60656

Telephone: (773) 920-0030

Email: ehabhilfiger@gmail.com

Dated: , 2025

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Ehab Allababidi, certify that on , 2025, T served a copy of
the foregoing Combined Motion to Compel Production of Client File and Native Discovery,
for Preparation and Access to Transcripts, for Evidence Preservation, and for Coordinated,
Expedited Handling of First Post-Conviction Petition by placing it in the U.S. Mail, with
proper postage prepaid, addressed to:

Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
18 N. County Street

Waukegan, IL 60085

Lake County Public Defender’s Office

15 S. County Street
Waukegan, IL 60085

/s/ Ehab Allababidi
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Ehab Hilfiger <defconbready@gmail.com:

Subject: People v. Allababidi (23CF1146) — Complete Client File & Native Discovery
(IRPC 1.16(d))

1 message

Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 22, 2025 at 11:52 PM
To: Bailey Russell <BRussell@lakecountyil.gov>

Dear Ms. Russel,

| was your client in People v. Ehab Allababidi, Case No. 23CF1146.
Please treat this as my formal request for my entire client file under filinois Rule of Professional Conduct 1.16(d) and
my rights as a former client.

| have personally reviewed the 382-page discovery packet in my case. Based on that review, several categories appear
incomplete or missing in native format. Please produce the following within 14 days:

Items to Produce (native formats where applicable)

All Rule 412 discovery and ali supplements/cover letters.
Reports & photos: incident/supplemental reports; scene diagrams; original photo files + photo logs.

Crash reconstruction / MCAT: total-station or other raw measurement files, notes, drafts, calculations, and final
reparts.

Vehicle EDR: the raw .CDRX image, all Bosch exports/decodes, and any associated metadata or checksums.

Video: all body-worn and dash-cam videos in their original containers with timestamp/audit files and any
proprietary player/readme.

911/ETSB: CAD event logs, 911 audio, radio/dispatch traffic, run cards.
Tow/impound: tow sheets, inventory, and chain-of-custody (physical & digital).
Medical/EMS/hospital materials relied upon by the State, including labs/toxicology.

Correspondence: to/from the State and agencies (MCAT/ISP/local PD/ETSB/911/hospitals), and any Rule 412
certificates.

Court records: all filings and orders (including any protective orders/qualified HIPAA orders) and any record
subpoenas.

Plea/negotiation materials: offer letters/femails, any Rule 402 notes, plea paperwork, and communications
reflecting advice provided and my decision timeline.

Media inventories: indexes of all CD/DVD/USB media with MD5/SHA-256 hashes if available.

Docketing/calendaring/task entries reflecting discovery flow and deadlines.

If any item is not in your possession, please identify the current custodian and the last date you requested/received it. If

you withhold anything as privilegedfwork product, please provide a privilege/work-product log (date, author, general
Aeerrintinn}
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132495
Thank you for your prompt attention.

Sincerely,
Ehab Allababidi

Ehab Allababidi

i EA
it Personal Signature

Phone: 773-920-0030
Email; defconbready@gmail.com

LEGAL NOTICE & CONFIDENTIALITY

This email (and any aitachmenis) is intended salely for the named recipient and may contain confidential, privileged, or proprietary
information. Disclosure, distribution, copying, or use without the sender’s prior written consent is prohibited. if you received this in error,
delete it and notify the sender immediately.

1. Unautharized use may violate privacy, contract, and intellectual-property laws.

2. No rights, privileges, or defenses are waived by this transmission.

3. Instructions and directives herein constitute written notice for compliance and recordkeeping.

4. This communication is restricted (o the designated recipient and is not to be forwarded or archived without autherization.
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Ehab Hilfiger <defconbready@gmail.com>

Follow-Up: Client File & Native Discovery (IRPC 1.16(d))

1 message

Ehab Hilfiger <defconbready@agmail.com> Thu, Oct 30, 2025 at 6:27 AM
To: Bailey Russell <BRussell@lakecountyil.gov>

Dear Ms. Bailey—following up on my Oct 22 request. Flease confirm today and provide either (a) a download link/pickup
time, or (b) an inspection date this week for any materials restricted by Rule 415. If 415 applies, please move for the 5-
day order under Rule 415{¢) so | can receive copies; | consent. If you assert privilege/work product on anything, please
send a privilege log.

Thank you.
- Ehab

(97’5 Ehab Allababidi

Ml FPersonal Signature

Phone: 773-920-0030
Email: defconSready@gmail.com

LEGAL NOTICE & CONFIDENTIALITY

This email (and any attachmenls} is intended solely for the named recipient and may conlain confidential, privileged, or proprietary
information. Disclasure, distribution, copying, or use withoul the sender’s prior written consent is prohibited. If you received this in error,
delete it and notify the sender immediately.

. Unauthorized use may violate privacy, contract, and intellectual-property [aws.

. Na rights, priviteges, or defenses are waived by this transmission.

. instructions and directives herein conslituie written nolice for compliance and recerdkeeping.

. This communication is restricted to the designated recipient and is not to be forwarded or archived without authorization.
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D

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDIC I]B T
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS E

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS,

Plaintiff, DEC 08 2025
v. No0.23CF 1146 Sne

Mttt
EHAB ALLABABIDI, & CIRCURE gy
Defendant/Petitioner.

PETITION FOR POST-CONVICTION RELIEF
(725 ILCS 5/122-1 et seq.) — Pro se

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

This case presents a straightforward deprivation of constitutional rights masquerading as a
run-of-the-mill plea. Petitioner Ehab Allababidi was induced to plead guilty to Aggravated
Reckless Driving (Great Bodily Harm) while the State withheld exculpatory evidence, charged
a felony injury element without any medical proof, and relied on unverified electronic data.
Investigators downloaded the Bosch Crash Data Retrieval (CDR) report on May 27, 2022,
which recorded the driver’s seat-belt switch as BUCKLED and required preservation of the
raw .CDRXx file for accurate translation, but the raw file was never produced. On August 11,
2022 Detective Paul Petrick emailed Assistant State’s Attorney Benjamin Dillon noting that
the hospital toxicology report listed only amphetamine and benzodiazepine traces with no
quantitative levels and that it would be “hard pressed to prove DUI drugs.” This internal doubt
undermined the prosecution’s theory but was hidden from the defense.

Despite lacking medical evidence of great bodily harm, the State obtained an indictment on
June 14, 2023. Court minutes from that day ask “WHAT ARE INJURIES?” and note “Nothing
in file — NO med RECS etc.,” demonstrating that the felony element lacked a factual basis.
More than a year later, on July 1 and July 2, 2024, the State sought a protective order and
subpoenacd medical records, confirming that injury discovery remained incomplete. Trial
counsel advised Petitioner to plead guilty on September 8, 2025 while discovery was still
incomplete. After the plea Petitioner diligently pursued the withheld materials through
Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) requests and a civil FOIA lawsuit, and he also filed a
Motion to Stay Appeal and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d) Proceedings to cure the
procedural default. The appellate court denied that motion and dismissed the appeal on
November 17, 2025, leaving this petition as the only avenue to vindicate Petitioner’s
constitutionat rights.

ROADMAP OF CONSTITUTIONAL VIOLATIONS

People v. Allababidi, 23 CF 1146 — Petition for Post-Conviction Relief Page |
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1. Brady Suppression and Due Process. The State suppressed the August 11, 2022 Petrick
email expressing doubt about a DUI-drug charge; a witness statement and related
felony-review materials describing the truck driver’s left turn as a “ballsy mancuver”; the raw
.CDRx data and seat-belt evidence; and felony-review screening documents acknowledged in
the FOIA response.

2. Unsupported Felony Indictment., The indictment for aggravated reckless driving (great
bodily harm) was returned without any medical records. Court minutes note “NO med RECS,”
and the State sought medical records only in July 2024,

3. Ineffective Assistance of Counsel. Counsel allowed a plea while discovery was
incomplete; failed to investigate or use the Petrick email, the witness statements, the
felony-review screening documents, the raw data and seat-belt evidence; failed to challenge
the scientific reliability of the EDR data; and failed to file the Rule 604(d) post-plea motion.

4., Denial of Meaningful Appeal. Inadequate Rule 605(c) admonitions and counsel’s failure to
file a Rule 604(d) motion resulted in dismissal of Petitioner’s direct appeal. When Petitioner
filed a Motion to Stay Appeal and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d) Proceedings, the appellate
court denied remand and dismissed the appeal, explicitly citing People ex rel. Alvarez v. Skryd,
thus foreclosing direct appellate review.

5. Ongoing Concealment and Diligence. Petitioner’s FOIA requests, the post-plea discovery
request and the civil FOIA complaint show that the State continues to withhold felony-review
screening documents, internal communications and raw data. These efforts demonstrate
Petitioner’s diligence and the State’s obstruction.

CONDENSED CHRONOLOGY

1. May 27, 2022 — CDR Download and Seat-belt Evidence. Investigators download the
Bosch CDR report. The system status table records the driver’s seat-belt switch as BUCKLED
and the vendor manual requires preserving the raw .CDRx file. The raw file was never
provided.

2. August 11, 2022 — Internal Doubt Email. Detective Petrick emails ASA Dillon that the
toxicology report lists only amphetamine and benzodiazepine traces with no levels and that it
would be “hard pressed to prove DUI drugs.”

3. May 23, 2023 — Reconstruction and Speed Estimates. Police and MCAT analysts
generate speed estimates (116-125 mph) using partial video and EDR data while
reconstruction and toxicology analyses are still ongoing.

4. June 14, 2023 — Indictment Without Injury Proof. The grand jury returns an indictment
for aggravated reckless driving {great bodily harm). Court minutes ask “WHAT ARE
INJURIES?” and record “Nothing in file — NO med RECS etc.”

5. July 1 and July 2, 2024 — Belated Medical Discovery. The State obtains a Qualified
Protective Order and subpoenas EMS and hospital records, confirming that medical discovery
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is still in progress more than a year after indictment.

6. September 8, 2025 — Guilty Plea and Sentencing. Petitioner pleads guilty while discovery
is incomplete and counsel has not obtained exculpatory materials. At the same hearing, the
complaining witness testifies that the co-involved truck “made a ballsy maneuver”
mmmediately before the collision, describing the truck’s left turn as a risky move.

7. October 6, 2025 — Notice of Appeal Filed. Petitioner files a notice of appeal in the
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District, docket no. 2-25-0440.

8. October 7, 2025 — FOIA Request. Petitioner requests crash reports, EDR analyses, witness
statements, internal memos and discovery inventories.

9. October 22, 2025 — FOIA Response and Discovery Request. The State acknowledges
responsive records but withholds felony-review screening documents, internal emails and
witness statements, citing exemptions; counsel requests the raw .CDRXx file and native video
files with audit logs.

10. November 7, 2025 — FOIA Complaint. Petitioner files a civil FOIA enforcement action in
Lake County Chancery Case No. 2025CH00000277 seeking production of withheld materials.

11. November 17, 2025 — Motion to Stay/Remand Denied and Appeal Dismissed. The
Second District Appellate Court in case no. 2-25-0440 denies Petitioner’s Motion to Stay
Appeal and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d) Proceedings and dismisses the appeal, citing
Skryd and the absence of a Rule 604(d) motion.

12. November 19, 2025 — Petition for Leave to Appeal Filed. Petitioner files a Petition for
Leave to Appeal with the Illinois Supreme Court, docket no. 132495. The stamped PLA with
internal exhibits and the Motion to Stay/Remand is attached as Group Exhibit A.

I. PARTIES AND JURISDICTION

1. Petitioner Ehab Allababidi is the Defendant in People v. Allababidi, Lake County case no.
23 CF 1146. On September 8, 2025 Petitioner entered a guilty plea to Aggravated Reckless
Driving (625 ILCS 5/11-503(d)). The Court accepted the plea and imposed sentence.

2. Petitioner is incarcerated or otherwise restrained by virtue of that judgment and sentence.
This petition is brought under the Illinois Post-Conviction Hearing Act, 725 ILCS 5/122-1 et
seq.

3. This is Petitioner’s first post-conviction petition. Petitioner filed a timely notice of appeal on
October 6, 2025 and pursued a direct appeal in the Appellate Court of Hlinois, Second District,
docket no. 2-25-0440. Before the appeal was dismissed he filed a pro se Motion to Stay Appeal
and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d) Proceedings, asking the appellate court to pause the
appeal and send the case back so he could file the missing motion and conduct discovery. On
November 17, 2025 the appellate court in case no. 2-25-0440 denied that motion and dismissed
the appeal because counsel had not filed a post-plea motion under Supreme Court Rule 604(d),
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citing People ex rel. Alvarez v. Skryd. Petitioner filed a Petition for Leave to Appeal in the
[linois Supreme Court on November 19, 2025, docket no. 132495; the stamped PLA with
internal exhibits, including the Motion to Stay/Remand and the appellate dismissal order, is
attached as Group Exhibit A.

4. This petition is timely. The guilty plea and judgment were entered on September 8, 2025,
and the petition is filed within three years of that date. Any delay is excused by the pendency
of the direct appeal and PLA and by Petitioner’s diligent efforts to obtain withheld evidence
through FOIA and to correct the Rule 604(d) error through his motion for remand. Venue and
jurisdiction lie in this Court because the conviction was entered in Lake County.

II. FACTUAL BASIS AND EVIDENCE

A. Unsupported “Great Bodily Harm” Indictment

1. On June 14, 2023 the State obtained an indictment charging Petitioner with aggravated
reckless driving causing “great bodily harm.” Court minutes contemporaneous with the
indictment ask “WHAT ARE INJURIES?” and record “Nothing in file — NO med RECS etc.”
These notes prove there were no medical records in the file at charging.

2. Ilinois law requires a charging instrument to be supported by facts establishing probable
cause for each element; a felony indictment without factual basis is invalid. See, e.g., People v.
Green, 368 111. 242, 13 N.E.2d 278 (1938). The State’s subsequent efforts—obtaining a
Qualified Protective Order on July 1, 2024 and issuing a subpoena for EMS records on July 2,
2024—show that injury discovery remained outstanding more than a year after charging.
Charging Petitioner with a Class 3 felony without evidence of injury was fundamentally unfair
and misled the grand jury.

B. Suppressed Exculpatory and Impeachment Evidence

1. Internal Doubt Email (Group Exhibit A, Exhibit A-2). On August 11, 2022 Detective Paul
Petrick emailed Assistant State’s Attorney Dillon that the hospital toxicology report lacked
quantitative levels and that it would be “hard pressed to prove DUI drugs.” This email directly
undermines the State’s theory. It was not disclosed before the plea and was discovered only
through FOIA. Suppressing this impeachment evidence violated Brady v. Maryland.

2. Seat-belt and Raw Data (Group Exhibit A, Exhibits A-4 and A-5). The May 27, 2022 CDR
download recorded the driver’s seat-belt switch as BUCKLED. The Bosch manual warns that
investigators must preserve and re-translate the raw .CDRX file using current software. The
State never produced the raw file. This objective data shows Petitioner was belted, negating the
element of willful and wanton disregard. Concealing it misled the court.

3. Witness Statement, Sept. 8, 2025 Testimony, and Felony-review File. At the September 8,
2025 plea and sentencing hearing, the complaining witness testified that the co-involved truck
“made a ballsy maneuver” immediately before the collision, describing the truck’s left turn
across Route 22 as a risky move. Petitioner has sought, through FOIA and the civil FOIA
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complaint, the underlying written or recorded witness statements and felony-review screening
documents that reflect the witness’s description of the truck’s turn and the State’s internal
evaluation of causation. The October 22, 2025 FOIA response specifically acknowledges
“felony review screening documents,” internal emails, and witness statements, but withholds
them. Given that the witness was willing to characterize the truck’s conduct as a “ballsy”
maneuver in open court, it is reasonable to infer that the withheld felony-review materials
contain similar or stronger statements about the truck driver’s role in causing the crash and
about whether Petitioner should bear sole criminal responsibility. These causation materials
were never disclosed to the defense before the plea and remain hidden, which is why Petitioner
filed the FOIA enforcement action in Group Exhibit B.

4. Incomplete Medical and EMS Records. The State issued subpoenas for medical and EMS
records only in July 2024. As the indictment notes show, no medical records existed at
charging, and the State continued to seek them after the plea. Counsel never had a complete
picture of the injury evidence. Charging and maintaining a felony that requires proof of great
bodily harm without contemporaneous medical evidence violated due process and misled the
court.

5. EDR and Speed Data. The prosecution relied on EDR data, as reflected in the Lexus CDR
and MCAT excerpts collected in Group Exhibit C, to claim speeds of 116-125 mph. However,
without the raw .CDRx file and audit logs, these numbers cannot be independently verified.
The Bosch manual requires preserving the raw file and processing it with current software.
Under the Frye standard for scientific evidence and cases such as People v. McKown, 226 Il1.
2d 245 (2007), a proper foundation is required for automotive “black box™ data. Counsel never
demanded the raw file, never obtained audit logs, and never challenged whether the EDR
evidence satisfied Frye. Without the raw file, the speed estimates lack scientific reliability, and
counsel’s failure to contest them left untested technical evidence at the heart of the plea.

6. Evasive Action and Reconstruction Findings. The EDR data and MCAT Crash
Reconstruction Report, excerpts of which are compiled in Group Exhibit C, further show that
Petitioner reacted to a sudden hazard rather than driving with willful and wanton disregard.
The Bosch EDR data for the subject trigger event record that approximately 2.5 seconds before
impact Petitioner’s throttle position dropped from 100 percent to 0 percent and the brake
switch circuit state changed from OFF to ON. This objective data demonstrates that Petitioner
lifted off the accelerator and applied the brakes in an effort to avoid the collision. The
reconstruction report also concludes that the Peterbilt dump truck took approximately 6.04
seconds to complete its left turn across Route 22, creating a slow-moving obstruction across
Petitioner’s lane. The truck driver admitted to investigators that he saw Petitioner’s vehicle as
it cleared Riverwoods Road before initiating his turn. These findings create a six-second
obstruction versus a 2.5-second reaction window, supporting the defense theory that the
left-tuming truck driver, having seen Petitioner’s vehicle, failed to yield and created a wall of
steel across the roadway, and that Petitioner attempted evasive braking rather than
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intentionally driving into the collision.

C. Ongoing Discovery and Diligence

1. After pleading guilty Petitioner pursued the missing information. On October 7, 2025 he
filed a FOIA request seeking crash reports, EDR analyses, witness statements, internal memos
and discovery inventories. The October 22, 2025 FOIA response acknowledged responsive
records but withheld the felony-review file, witness statements and internal emails, citing
exemptions including 5 ILCS 140/7(1)(m) (deliberative process/attorney work product).
Counsel simultaneously requested the raw .CDRx file and native video files with audit logs.
Those requests went unanswered.

2. On November 7, 2025 Petitioner filed a civil FOIA complaint in Lake County Chancery
Case No. 2025CH00000277 seeking a declaratory judgment that the State violated FOIA,
production of all withheld materials and an in camera review. The complaint alleges that the
State continues to withhold internal communications and felony-review documents. The
assertion of work-product privilege over “felony review screening documents™ confirms that a
separate internal file exists describing charging decisions, doubts and evidentiary weaknesses.
This litigation demonstrates Petitioner’s diligence and underscores ongoing concealment,

3. Throughout these efforts Petitioner remained proactive. He filed the Motion to Stay Appeal
and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d) Proceedings to cure the procedural defect; he filed FOIA
requests and a civil suit; and he pursued a Petition for Leave to Appeal. The State, by contrast,
has withheld critical discovery, invoked work-product privilege and opposed remand. The
pattern is one of a defendant trying to open the file and a system closing it; even appointed
counsel has refused to surrender the native EDR and video data from the client file despite
Petitioner’s request.

D. Procedural History and Timeliness

1. Petitioner pled guilty on September 8, 2025 without knowledge of the suppressed evidence.
On October 6, 2025 he filed a notice of appeal in case no. 2-25-0440. Aware that counsel had
not filed the required Rule 604(d) motion, Petitioner filed a pro se Motion to Stay Appeal and
Remand for Limited Rule 604(d) Proceedings, asking the appellate court to pause the appeal
and send the case back so he could file the missing motion and conduct discovery. On
November 17, 2025 the appellate court denied that motion and dismissed the appeal, relying on
People ex rel. Alvarez v. Skryd and concluding that the absence of a Rule 604(d) motion was
fatal. The court refused to apply the usual Skryd/Flowers/Wright remedy of remand for
compliance.

2. On November 19, 2025 Petitioner filed a Petition for Leave to Appeal with the Illinois
Supreme Court in case no. 132495. The stamped PLA is attached as Group Exhibit A along
with its internal exhibits and Appendix Tab B, which includes the Motion to Stay/Remand and
the appellate dismissal order. Petitioner’s diligent efforts to cure the procedural defanlt and to
obtain suppressed evidence excuse any delay. This petition is filed within the statutory period
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and is not barred by waiver or res judicata because it relies on evidence outside the record and
on constitutional violations that could not have been raised eatlier,

HI. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

Petitioner realleges and incorporates all preceding paragraphs.

COUNT I - DUE PROCESS / BRADY VIOLATIONS AND INVOLUNTARY PLEA

A. Suppressed Evidence and Due Process

1. The State violated due process by suppressing material exculpatory and impeachment
evidence and by securing and maintaining a felony indictment without a factual basis. The
withheld evidence includes the August 11, 2022 Petrick email, the witness statement and
felony-review screening documents related to the truck driver’s “ballsy maneuver,” the
seat-belt evidence and raw EDR data, the evasive-action and reconstruction findings, and the
absence of medical records at indictment. These omissions deprived Petitioner of the
information necessary to make a knowing and voluntary plea.

2. The suppressed materials were powerful on both the element of intoxication and the element
of great bodily harm. The Petrick email undercuts the DUI-drugs theory. The witness
statement and felony-review file support an alternate causation theory focused on the truck
driver’s maneuver. The seat-belt evidence undermines recklessness. The EDR and
reconstruction data, as summarized in Group Exhibit C, show evasive braking and a slow
left-turning truck that created an unavoidable obstruction. The absence of medical records at
indictment shows that the great-bodily-harm element was unsupported when the felony was
charged.

3. Exculpatory Evidence Regarding Causation (Truck’s Fault). At the September 8, 2025
hearing, the complaining witness testified that the truck “made a ballsy maneuver”
immediately before the collision, describing the truck’s left turn across Route 22 as a risky
move. Petitioner has since learned, through FOIA correspondence, that the State possesses
witness statements and felony-review screening documents that discuss this same maneuver,
but those materials were never disclosed to the defense before the plea and remain withheld.
The crash sequence began when the truck driver turned left from Old Mill Road across
Petitioner’s lane and Petitioner’s vehicle struck the rear portion of the truck; only then was
Petitioner’s vehicle deflected into the oncoming van. Under Illinois traffic law, a left-turning
driver bears the duty to yield to oncoming traffic. The witness’s description of the turn as a
“ballsy” maneuver supports the defense theory that the truck driver knowingly took a reckless
risk, failed to yield, and was the proximate cause of the crash, thereby undermining the
allegation that Petitioner acted with willful and wanton disregard. Had the underlying witness
statement and felony-review materials been disclosed before the plea, Petitioner could have
developed and presented a causation defense that the truck driver’s conduct was the sole or
predominant proximate cause of the injuries, and that the aggravated reckless-driving charge
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overstated Petitioner’s culpability.

4, Evasive Action and Mental State. The State also failed to disclose and fairly present the
exculpatory aspects of the EDR and reconstruction data bearing on Petitioner’s mental state.
The Bosch EDR data, as documented in Group Exhibit C, show that approximately 2.5
seconds before impact Petitioner’s throttle dropped from 100 percent to 0 percent and the
brake switch turned from OFF to ON, indicating that Petitioner attempted to slow and stop his
vehicle when confronted with the truck in his path. The MCAT Reconstruction Report
confirms that the dump truck required 6.04 seconds to execute its left turn across Route 22, and
that the truck driver admitted seeing Petitioner’s vehicle as it cleared Riverwoods Road before
beginning that turn. This creates a simple, objective timeline: the truck driver created a
six-second-long physical barricade across the highway, and Petitioner had only a 2.5-second
reaction window once confronted with that “wall of steel.” In that interval Petitioner lifted off
the accelerator and applied the brakes. This mathematical reality demonstrates that the crash
was caused by the truck driver’s failure to yield and slow left turn, not by any willful and
wanton desire by Petitioner to drive into the collision. Had counsel and the court been
presented with this evasive-action evidence, Petitioner could have argued that the “wiltful and
wanton” element was not satisfied and that a felony conviction for aggravated reckless driving
overstated his culpability.

B. Materiality Under Brady

5. Each suppressed item was independently outcome-determinative. The Petrick email would
have undermined the DUI-drugs theory. The witness statement and felony-review file would
have shifted the causation analysis and cast doubt on whether Petitioner acted with willful and
wanton disregard. The EDR and reconstruction data summarized in Group Exhibit C would
have shown evasive action and a slow lefi-turning truck that created an unavoidable
obstruction. The lack of injury proof at indictment shows that the felony element was
unsupported. The seat-belt evidence negates recklessness. Collectively, the omissions created a
false factual landscape and induced a plea that Petitioner would not have entered had he known
the truth. Under Brady v. Maryland, evidence is material when there is a reasonable probability
that disclosure would have produced a different result; that standard is met here.

6. The fraudulent nature of the indictment magnifies the prejudice. As in People v. Green, an
indictment that proceeds without evidence of an essential element is invalid. Here, the State
charged “great bodily harm” while its own court minutes showed “Nothing in file — NO med
RECS etc.” and it did not seek medical records until a year later. Proceeding on a felony
charge without factual basis while suppressing exculpatory materials violated due process and
tainted the plea from the outset.

C. Effect on the Plea (Hill v. Lockhart)

7. The continuing concealment of the felony-review file, internal emails and witness
statements—invoking FOIA exemptions and work-product privilege—further shows that
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material evidence remains outside the record. This petition is the first opportunity for a court to
order disclosure and to assess how the suppressed materials would have affected Petitioner’s
decision to plead.

8. Under Hill v. Lockhart, a plea induced by misinformation or concealment of material facts is
involuntary. Had Petitioner known about the internal doubts regarding DUI drugs, the
weaknesses in the great-bodily-harm element, the alternate-causation witness statement, the
evasive-action EDR and reconstruction data summarized in Group Exhibit C, and the seat-belt
evidence, there 1s a reasonable probability he would have rejected the plea and insisted on trial
or sought a substantially better agreement. Post-conviction relief is warranted.

COUNT II - INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL (STRICKLAND/HILL)

A. Deﬁcient Performance

1. Petitioner was denied the effective assistance of counsel. Under Strickland v. Washington
and Hill v. Lockhart, counsel’s performance must meet an objective standard of reasonableness
and prejudice exists if there is a reasonable probability that, but for counsel’s errors, the result
would have been different.

2. Counsel’s performance was objectively deficient in multiple respects: (a) counsel permitted
a guilty plea while discovery was unfinished; (b) counsel failed to obtain or investigate the
August 11, 2022 email, the witness statement and the felony-review screening documents or to
demand disclosure under Supreme Court Rule 412; (c) counsel did not obtain the raw .CDRx
file or audit logs and did not question the reliability of the State’s speed estimates or whether
the EDR evidence satisfied the Frye standard and McKown; (d) counsel ignored the fact that
the CDR recorded the driver’s seat-belt switch as BUCKLED; (e) counsel failed to file the
mandatory post-plea motion under Rule 604(d) or advise Petitioner about this requirement; (f)
even after the complaining witness testified on September 8, 2025 that the truck “made a ballsy
maneuver,” counsel failed to obtain the transcript, failed to pursue the underlying witness
statement and felony-review documents, and failed to move to withdraw the plea or otherwise
develop a causation defense based on that testimony; (g) counsel failed to use the EDR and
reconstruction data summarized in Group Exhibit C, showing that Petitioner lifted off the
accelerator, applied the brakes, and was confronted with a dump truck that took approximately
6.04 seconds to turn across his lane, evidence that would have directly undercut the allegation
that Petitioner acted with willful and wanton disregard; and (h} after judgment, when Petitioner
requested his complete case file, including any native EDR data and video files, counsel
refused to provide the native files or confirm that they had ever been obtained, contrary to
counsel’s duty under Illinois Rule of Professional Conduct 1.16{d} to surrender the client’s
papers and property upon termination of representation. This refusal underscores that counsel
never secured or used the native data before advising Petitioner’s plea and continues to hinder
Petitioner’s ability to litigate his claims and present the true scientific evidence of speed and
braking.
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B. Prejudice to the Plea Decision

3. Had counsel demanded complete discovery, uncovered the Petrick email and the witness
statement, highlighted the seat-belt evidence, used the EDR and reconstruction data
summarized in Group Exhibit C to show evasive action and truck fault, challenged the
reliability of the EDR speed estimates, and preserved appellate rights, Petitioner would not
have pled guilty or would have obtained a more favorable cutcome. The deficient performance
was outcome-determinative and satisfies the prejudice prong of Strickland and Hill.

C. Loss of the First Appeal of Right

4. When Petitioner later discovered the omission he himself filed a Motion to Stay Appeal and
Remand for Limited Rule 604(d) Proceedings to repair the error. The appellate court denied
that motion and dismissed the appeal, proving that counsel’s earlier failure permanently
forfeited the right to direct review. Had counsel filed the Rule 604(d) motion, the appellate
court would have had jurisdiction and Petitioner could have obtained review of the suppressed
evidence and counsel’s own deficiencies.

5. The loss of Petitioner’s first appeal of right is itself a form of prejudice. Illinois and federal
courts recognize that when counsel’s deficient performance causes a defendant to forfeit an
appeal altogether, prejudice is presumed because the defendant is denied an entire tier of
review. Here, counsel’s failure to file the Rule 604(d) motion, combined with inadequate
admonitions, led directly to dismissal of the appeal in case no. 2-25-0440, That structural harm
independently warrants post-conviction relief or, at minimum, advancement to second-stage
proceedings.

COUNT III - DENIAL OF MEANINGEUL APPEAL (SKRYD TRAP AND DENIED
REMAND)

A. Rule 604(d)/605(c) Framework

1. Petitioner was denied his right to a meaningful appeal. Supreme Court Rule 605(c) requires
the trial court to advise a defendant who pleads guilty in a case subject to Rule 604(d) that he
must file a written post-plea motion within 30 days in order to preserve appellate rights. Rule
604(d) provides that, after a guilty plea, a defendant must file such a motion before appealing.
When a circuit court fails to give proper Rule 605(c) admonitions, the usual remedy under
People ex rel. Alvarez v. Stryd, People v. Flowers and People v. Wright is to remand the cause
for strict compliance rather than dismiss the appeal.

B. Application to This Case

2. In this case the trial court’s Rule 605(c) admonitions were inadequate. Counsel never filed
the required Rule 604(d) motion and did not advise Petitioner of this requirement. Believing
that a notice of appeal was sufficient, Petitioner filed one on October 6, 2025. When Petitioner
discovered the omission he filed a pro se Motion to Stay Appeal and Remand for Limited Rule
604(d) Proceedings, seeking the standard Skryd remedy—pausing the appeal and remanding to
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file the missing motion and conduct post-plea discovery. On November 17, 2025 the Second
District Appellate Court in case no. 2-25-0440 denied the motion and dismissed the appeal.
The dismissal order explicitly cited Skryd and held that Petitioner’s failure to file a Rule 604(d)
motion was fatal and offered no recourse. The court refused the usual remedy of remand.

C. Why Dismissal Was Unconstitutional

3. Under Skryd and its progeny, when a defendant files a timely notice of appeal without a
Rule 604(d) motion, the appropriate remedy is to remand for proper admonitions and for the
filing of a Rule 604(d) motion, not to dismiss the appeal. By denying remand and choosing
dismissal, despite Petitioner’s request, the appellate court foreclosed any remedy on direct
appeal. This was not a case of neglect: Petitioner acted diligently by filing the motion to
remand as soon as he learned of the procedural defect. The court’s refusal to remand, coupled
with counsel’s failure and inadequate admonitions, meant that no court has ever reviewed the
suppressed evidence or counsel’s deficiencies.

4, When a State creates a first appeal of right, due process and equal protection require that the
appeal not be arbitrarily denied or extinguished by a combination of defective admonitions and
attorney error, Here, Petitioner did everything a Jayperson could reasonably do to obtain
review: he filed a notice of appeal, he identified the missing Rule 604(d) motion, and he
affirmatively asked for the Skryd remedy. The system nonetheless denied him any appellate
review. The denial of appellate review caused by constitutional errors violates due process.

D. Necessity of Post-Conviction Review

5. This post-conviction petition is therefore the only remaining avenue to vindicate Petitioner’s
constitutional claims. Direct review is completely foreclosed. Advancement to second-stage
proceedings is required to provide a forum for review.

Cumulative Impact

Even if any single error were deemed insufficient, the cumulative effect of the suppressed
evidence, the unsupported indictment, counsel’s failures and the denial of appellate review
undermines confidence in the plea and conviction. The State pursued a felony charge without
injury proof, hid exculpatory evidence and technical data, and then invoked procedural
technicalities to avoid appellate scrutiny. Such a conviction cannot stand.

IV. REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING

Many of the claims herein depend on evidence outside the trial record, including internal
emails, witness statements, felony-review screening documents, raw EDR data and counsel’s
communications. Petitioner requests an evidentiary hearing under 725 ILCS 5/122-6 to present
the suppressed materials and testimony regarding counsel’s performance. An evidentiary
hearing is necessary to determine the facts, evaluate the suppressed evidence and adjudicate
the Brady and Strickland claims.

People v. Allababidi, 23 CF 1146 — Petition for Post-Conviction Relief Page 11
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V. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Primary Relief
A. Find that Petitioner has made a substantial showing of constitutional violations and advance
this petition to second-stage proceedings; appoint counsel if required by law.

B. After appropriate proceedings (including an evidentiary hearing if necessary), grant
substantive relief that corrects the constitutional errors and brings Petitioner’s conviction and
sentence into line with the actual evidence and his rehabilitative progress, including one or
more of the following:

1. Reduce the degree of the conviction and resentence Petitioner to a non-felony disposition
(such as a misdemeanor reckless-driving offense or comparable non-felony offense) that
accurately reflects the proof of injury, the State’s suppression of exculpatory material, the
scientific issues with the EDR data, and the loss of appellate review, and adjust the terms and
conditions of probation (including community service and financial obligations) so that they
are fair and proportionate;

2. In the alternative, vacate the judgment of conviction and sentence in case no. 23 CF 1146
and permit Petitioner to withdraw his guilty plea, restoring the matter to the pre-plea posture
for trial; and/or

3. Enter such other orders as are necessary to remedy the constitutional violations shown in
this petition, including orders directing disclosure of withheld materials and limiting the
State’s use of undisclosed or unreliable evidence.

Additional Alternative Relief

C. In the alternative, allow Petitioner to file a post-plea motion under Supreme Court Rule
604(d) instanter and enter such orders as are necessary to restore his right to a meaningful
direct appeal, including remand for proper Rule 605(c) admonitions and further proceedings.

Minimum Relief
D. At minimum, conduct an in camera review of the materials referenced in the October 22,
2025 FOIA response and order their production subject to lawful redactions.

E. Grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

LIST OF EXHIBITS

Group Exhibit A — Stamped Illinois Supreme Court Petition for Leave to Appeal (filed Nov.
19, 2025, case no. 132495), containing an internal exhibit packet index and the following
materials:

1. Exhibit A-1 — Chronology of reconstruction, toxicology, charging, and discovery events,
2. Exhibit A-2 — Aug. 11, 2022 internal email (Petrick email) expressing doubt about the

DUI-drugs theory.
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3. Exhibit A-3 — June 14, 2023 indictment court minutes showing “Nothing in file - NO med
RECS”.

4. Exhibit A-4 — Bosch CDR system status table recording the driver’s seat-belt switch as
BUCKLED.

5. Exhibit A-5 — Bosch vendor disclaimer regarding preservation of raw .CDRx data.

6. Exhibits D-1 and D-2 — July 1, 2024 Qualified Protective Order and July 2, 2024 subpoena
for medical and EMS records.

7. Exhibit B-1 - Oct. 7, 2025 FOIA request for crash reports, EDR analyses, witness
statements, and internal memos.

8. Exhibit B-2 — Oct. 22, 2025 FOIA response acknowledging but withholding felony-review
screening documents and internal communications.

9. Exhibit C-1 — Oct. 22, 2025 post-plea discovery request for raw .CDRx file and native
videos.

10. Appendix Tab B — Motion to Stay Appeal and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d)
Proceedings and the appellate dismissal order in case no. 2-25-0440.

11. Exhibit A-6 — Selected excerpts from the MCAT Crash Reconstruction Report
documenting EDR throttle and brake data (evasive action), the 6.04-second left turn, and the
truck driver’s statement that he saw Petitioner’s vehicle before initiating the turn.

Group Exhibit B — Stamped Complaint for Declaratory and Injunctive Relief under the
Tlinois Freedom of Information Act {filed Nov. 7, 2025, Lake County Chancery Case No.
2025CH00000277), alleging that the State violated FOIA by withholding witness statements,
internal emails and felony-review screening documents and seeking production, in camera
review and other relief. The FOIA complaint alleges that the withheld felony-review screening
documents, internal emails, and witness statements bear directly on causation and blame
allocation, including the “ballsy maneuver” description that the complaining witness later used
in open court, and seeks production and in camera review of those records.

Group Exhibit C — Selected Lexus LC 500 EDR and MCAT 22-22 Crash Reconstruction
Report excerpts (including TRG 6-10 pre-crash data tables, throttle and brake status, recorded

vehicle speed, and Lexus transmission details) illustrating the claimed 116-125 mph speed
range and Petitioner’s throttle drop to O percent with braking prior to impact.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Ehab Allababidi
Ehab Allababidi, Petitioner, pro se
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Date: 2025

VERIFICATION

I, Ehab Allababidi, certify under penalty of perjury (735 ILCS 5/1-109) that I have read this
petition and that the facts stated herein are true and correct to the best of my knowledge.

Ehab Allababidi
DATED: 2025
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1, Ehab Allababidi, hereby certify that on 2025, I served a copy of this petition on
the Lake County State’s Attorney by first-class mail to 18 N. County Street, Waukegan, IL
60085.

Ehab Allababidi

People v. Allababidi, 23 CF 1146 — Petition for Post-Conviction Relief Page 14
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FILED

14/7/2025 12:36 PM

ERIN CARTWRIGHT WEINSTEIN

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JuDICIAL Clezlof the Circuit Court

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS - Chancery Division Lake County, lllinois
Ehab Allababidi Case No.:
8516 W Winona St, Chicago, IL 60656
Telephone: (773) 920-0030 2025CH00000277
Email: chabhilfiger@gmail.com
Plaintiff, pro se
V.

Lake County State's Attorney’'s Office, a public body
Defendant.

COMPLAINT FOR DECLARATORY AND INJUNCTIVE RELIEF UNDER THE ILLINOIS
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT (5 ILCS 140/11)

(Exhibits reserved; to be presented at or before hearing)

Parties and Jurisdiction

1
2

Plaintiff is an Illinois resident and the requester of the public records at issue.

Defendant is a public body within the meaning of 5 ILCS 140/2(a), headquartered in Waukegan,

Itlinois.

Jurisdiction and venue are proper under 5 ILCS 140/11 and because Defendant maintains its principal
office in Lake County.

Factual Background

4

On or about October 7, 2025, Plaintiff submitted a FOIA request to Defendant seeking records relating
to People v. Ehab Allababidi (23CF1146), including witness statements, felony-review screening
documents, and internal communications.

On October 15, 2025, Defendant extended the response time pursuant to Section 3(e).

On October 22, 2025, Defendant issued a response acknowledging the existence of responsive records
but withholding entire categories of documents under Sections 7(1)(b), 7(1)(c), 7(1)(d)(iv), and
7(1}(m).

Plainti{f contends that factual witness statements, completed screening documents, and factual

portions of internal communications are not exempt and must be produced, with redaction only as
permitted by law.

More than five business days elapsed after the extension; Defendant did not produce the withheld
materials or a lawful justification beyond the cited exemptions.
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Violation of the Illinois Freedom of Information Act
9 Defendant's continued withholding violates Sections 3 and 11 of the Illinois FOIA, 5 ILCS 140/3 and

140/11.

10 The cited exemptions are inapplicable to the extent they are asserted over non-exempt records or

segregable factual material.

11 Plaintiff has exhausted all remedies and secks enforcement of the right to inspect and copy public

records.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court:

a Enter a declaratory judgment that Defendant violated FOIA by withholding non-exempt records;

b Order Defendant to produce forthwith all withheld records referenced in the October 22, 2025
correspondence, including witness statements, internal emails containing segregable factual
material, and felony-review screening documents, with only lawful redactions:

c Conduct an in camera review of withheld materials if necessary;

d Award Plaintiff reasonable costs and, if represented by counsel at any stage, attorney's fees under 5
ILCS 140/11(i); and

e Grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

Ehab Allababidi

8516 W Winona St, Chicago, IL 60656

Telephone: (773) 920-0030

Email: ehabhilfiger@gmail.com

Plaintiff, pro se¢
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VERIFICATION (735 ILCS 5/1-109)

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I certify that the statements set forth in
this complaint are true and correct, except as to matters stated o be on information and belief and as to
such matters I certify that I believe the same to be true.

ouee 10/ VB[S~

/s/ Ehab Allababidi
8516 W Winona St, Chicago, IL 60656

Telephone: (773) 920-0030

Email: ehabhilfiger@gmail.com
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IN THE SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS,

Plaintiff-Appellee,
v.

EHAB ALLABABIDI,

Defendant-Appellant.

On Petition for Leave to Appeal from the Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District, No.
2-25-0440, and from the Circuit Court of Lake County, Illinois, No. 23 CF 1146.

PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL

UNDER ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT RULE 315

Submitted by:
EHAB ALLABABIDI
Defendant-Appellant, pro se
8516 W. Winona Street
Chicago, Illinois 60656
Phone: (773) 920-0030

Email: defconSready@gmail.com

SUBMITTED - 35432260 - Ehab Allababidi - 11/19/2025 1:01 PM

E-FILED

11/19/2025 1:01 PM
CYNTHIA A. GRANT
SUPREME COURT CLERK
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PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT RULE 315
(PRO SE)

PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL UNDER ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT RULE 315
{PRO SE) On Petition for Leave to Appeal from the Appellate Court of Illinois, Second
District, in No. 2-25-0440, and from the Circuit Court of Lake County, Illinois, No. 23 CF
1146. NOW COMES defendant-appellant, EHAB ALLABABIDI, pro se, and pursuant to
Illinois Supreme Court Rule 315, respectfully petitions this Court for leave to appeal from the
judgment of the Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District, in People v. Allababidi, Appeal
No. 2-25-0440, which dismissed his direct appeal from the judgment of conviction entered in

the Circuit Court of Lake County, No. 23 CF 1146. In support, petitioner states as follows:

I. JURISDICTIONAL STATEMENT

1. On November 17, 2025, the Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District, entered a final
order in People v. Allababidi, Appeal No. 2-25-0440, denying petitioner's motion to stay the
appeal and remand for limited proceedings under Supreme Court Rule 604(d) and, instead,
dismissing the appeal on the ground that petitioner had not filed a Rule 604(d) motion in the
circuit court. 2. This petition for leave to appeal is being filed within thirty-five (35) days of
the Appellate Court's November 17, 2025, judgment, and is therefore timely under Iliinois
Supreme Court Rule 315(b). 3. The judgment from which review is sought is final, and this

Court has jurisdiction to entertain this petition pursuant to Rule 315(a).

II. NATURE OF THE CASE AND DECISION OF THE APPELLATE
COURT

BELOW 4, Petitioner was charged in Lake County case 23 CF 1146 with offenses arising from

a motor vehicle incident in which the State alleged that he drove under the influence of drugs.
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On or about September 8, 20235, petitioner pled guilty in the Circuit Court of Lake County and
was sentenced. Petitioner filed a notice of appeal on October 6, 2025. 5. No motion to
withdraw the guilty plea or reconsider the sentence was filed in the circuit court within thirty
(30) days, and no certificate under Supreme Court Rule 604(d) was filed. 6. After sentencing,
petitioner obtained public-records responses under the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA)

showing that the State possessed but had not disclosed significant categories of material,

ITII. STATEMENT OF FACTS

This case arises from a multi-vehicle collision in Lake County in 2022. Law-enforcement
investigators concluded that petitioner was the driver of one of the involved vehicles and that
excessive speed and alleged impairment contributed to the crash. On June 14, 2023, a Lake
County grand jury returned an indictment in case 23 CF 1146 charging petitioner with
aggravated reckless driving causing great bodily harm and related offenses, including driving

under the influence of drugs.

The indictment alleged that petitioner caused "great bodily harm' to another motorist. Yet the
contemporaneous court minutes from the true-bill hearing refiect the trial judge’s handwritten
notation that there was Nothing in file —- NO med RECS etc.' and the question " WHAT ARE
INJURIES,' indicating that the medical records necessary to substantiate the 'great bodily
harm' allegation were not then in the file. More than a year later, on July 1, 2024, the circuit
court entered a qualified protective order authorizing the State to obtain 'any and all' medical
information from Advocate Condell Medical Center, and subpoenas were issued for medical
and EMS records, returnable on July 24, 2024. Those dates show that discovery into basic

injury and causation evidence was still underway long after indictment.

The State’s reconstruction of the collision relied heavily on electronically retrieved crash data

from the vehicle’s event data recorder (EDR) and proprietary software that produced
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peak-speed estimates of approximately 124 to 125 miles per hour and segment speeds of
roughly 116 to 120 miles per hour between Oxford Drive and Riverwoods Road. Petitioner,
through counsel and later pro se, sought access to the native EDR image files, audit logs, and
associated metadata so that independent experts could test and verify those conclusions. Those

underlying materials have never been produced in native form.

Internal law-enforcement communications obtained later under the Freedom of Information
Act (FOIA) show that, well before indictment, officials themselves questioned whether the
evidence would support the charged DUI-drugs theory. In an August 11, 2022 email to the
Lake County State’s Attorney, Detective Paul Petrick discussed the emergency-room lab
report, noting that it listed only "Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines' without any quantitative
amounts, and stated that he "believe[d] it would be hard pressed to prove DUI drugs' on that
basis. This internal assessment, which was not disclosed to the defense before petitioner pled

guilty, directly undercut the State’s theory of impairment.

On or about September 8, 2025, represented by appointed counsel, petitioner pled guilty in the
Circuit Court of Lake County and was sentenced. The common-law record does not
affirmatively demonstrate that petitioner received clear admonitions under Supreme Court
Rule 605 explaining that, to obtain review, he was required to file within thirty days a written
motion to withdraw his plea or reconsider his sentence and that failure to do so would bar any
direct appeal. No motion under Rule 604(d) was filed, and no Rule 604(d) certificate appears

in the record.

After sentencing, petitioner—now indigent and proceeding pro se—sought public records from
law-enforcement agencies and the State’s Attorney’s Office. FOIA responses and other
clerk-filed materials revealed the previously undisclosed Petrick email, felony-review
screening documents, witness-related materials, and the timing of the medical-record

subpoenas and protective order. Petitioner concluded that his plea had been induced by an
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incomplete and misleading discovery picture and moved promptly to seek relief.

On October 6, 2025, petitioner filed a notice of appeal from the judgment in 23 CF 1146. He
then filed in the Appellate Court, Second District, a motion to stay the appeal and remand for a
limited period of time so that the circuit court could (a) supervise targeted discovery into the
newly identified materials, (b) conduct a short evidentiary hearing focused on the existence,
timing, and disclosure of those materials, and (c} allow petitioner, with appointed counsel, to
file a proper motion under Rule 604(d) to withdraw his guilty plea. On November 17, 2025, the
Appellate Court denied that motion and dismissed the appeal in No. 2-25-0440 on the ground

that no Rule 604{d) motion had been filed in the circuit court.

IV. REASONS FOR ALLOWING THE APPEAL

A. The decision below extends Skryd’s “must dismiss™ rule beyond its rationale and conflicts
with this Court’s admonition jurisprudence. In People ex rel. Alvarez v. Skryd, 241 111. 2d 34
(2011), this Court held that where a defendant has failed to file the post-plea motion required
by Rule 604(d), the appellate court “must dismiss™ an appeal from a judgment entered on a

" guilty plea. Skryd, however, explicitly recognized an important limitation: this Court has
declined to enforce Rule 604(d) where the circuit court fails to give the “applicable Rule 605
admonishments™ informing the defendant of the need to file such a motion. In other words,
Skryd’s mandatory-dismissal rule is conditioned on the prior, effective operation of Rule 605.
That limitation is not new. This Court has long held that compliance with Rule 604(d) is
ordinarily a condition precedent to appeal, but that when a trial court fails to give the
admonitions required by Rule 605 and the defendant then attempts to appeal without first filing
the motions specified in Rule 604(d), the appeal is not dismissed. Rather, the proper remedy is
to remand to the circuit court for correct admonitions and new post-plea proceedings. See, e.g.,

People v. Jamison, 181 T1l. 2d 24, 28-29 (1998); People v. Flowers, 208 I1l. 2d 291, 301
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(2003); In re William M., 206 111 2d 595, 605 (2003); People v. Foster, 171 11l. 2d 469, 473
{1996). Those cases reflect a consistent principle: Rule 604(d) is enforced strictly, but not at
the cost of nullifying Rule 605 or the constitutional requirement of a knowing and intelligent
plea. The order below departs from that line of authority. The Appellate Court treated Skryd as
requiring dismissal whenever the record shows that no 604(d) motion was filed, regardless of
whether the defendant actually received adequate Rule 605 admonitions or understood the
requirement. The court stated that petitioner’s “admitted failure” to file a 604(d) motion
“requires” dismissal and that he did not “offer the only excuse that is legally actionable” —
namely, a failure of the circuit court to provide the applicable Rule 605 admonitions — yet it
made no effort to determine whether such admonitions were in fact given or effective in this
case. Applied to an indigent, pro se defendant, that approach effectively nullifies the Rule 605
exception that Skryd itself recognized. A defendant who never understood that a written 604(d)
motion was a jurisdictional prerequisite to review cannot be expected to invoke, by name, the
“admonition exception™ in his very first pro se filing. Treating his failure to recite that
technical doctrine as a forfeiture of the only “legally actionable” excuse converts Rule 605
from a protection into a trap — precisely the outcome this Court’s admonition cases were
designed to avoid. Petitioner was represented by appointed counsel in the circuit court and is
now proceeding pro se and indigent. Nothing in the sparse record of the plea hearing
affirmatively demonstrates that he received clear, comprehensible Rule 605 admonitions
explaining that (1) a written motion to withdraw the plea or reconsider the sentence had to be
filed within thirty days, and (2} failure to do so would forever bar any direct review. Ata
minimum, the record is ambiguous on this critical point. Yet the Appellate Court imposed on
petitioner the burden to “offer” admonition error before it would even consider a limited
remand, and then dismissed the appeal without any inquiry into whether the condition
precedent that Skryd presupposes — proper Rule 605 admonitions — was actually satisfied.

The question presented is of statewide importance because it affects the large number of
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defendants who plead guilty and then attempt, often pro se, to seek direct review. This Court
has recognized that guilty pleas account for the vast majority of criminal convictions, and the
reliability of those pleas depends on the fairness of the procedures that surround them. Rules
604(d) and 605, and the admonition exception, therefore operate not at the margins but at the
core of Hlinois criminal practice. Unless this Court clarifies that Skryd’s “must dismiss”
language cannot be applied mechanically without first addressing Rule 605 and the
constitutional context, appellate courts will continue to treat Skryd as an automatic
jurisdictional bar in any case where the record lacks a 604(d) motion, regardless of whether
admonitions were ever meaningfully given. B. The appellate court’s refusal to grant a limited
remand, despite serious constitutional concerns about withheld evidence and incomplete
discovery, undermines the integrity of the plea-bargaining process. Petitioner’s motion to stay
and remand did not rest on a mere technicality. After judgment, Freedom of Information Act
(FOIA) responses and clerk-filed materials revealed that, well before the plea, the State
possessed but had not disclosed entire categories of material bearing directly on the viability of
the charged offense and the completeness of discovery. These included felony-review
screening documents, witness-related materials, and internal law-enforcement communications
explicitly acknowledging that the State would be “hard pressed” to prove DUI-drugs at trial
without quantitative toxicology. One of the most significant pieces of undisclosed information
was an August 11, 2022 email from Detective Paul Petrick to the Lake County State’s
Attorney. In that communication, written more than a year before the grand jury indictment,
Petrick discussed the emergency-room lab report and emphasized that it listed only
“Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines™ without any specified amounts. He then stated that he
“believe[d] it would be hard pressed to prove DUI drugs” on that basis. That internal
admission, never disclosed to the defense before the plea, directly undercuts the State’s
DUI-drugs theory and confirms that law enforcement itself questioned whether the evidence

could support the charge as framed. The chronology further shows that the aggravated
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reckless-driving indictment alleging “great bodily harm” went forward without the medical
proof that would substantiate that allegation. On June 14, 2023, the grand jury returned the
indictment in case 23 CF 1146. Yet the court minutes from that same true-bill hearing record
the trial judge’s handwritten note, “Nothing in file — NO med RECS etc.,” and ask, “WHAT
ARE INJURIES,” even though the indictment alleged that the collision caused great bodily
harm. Only later, on July 1, 2024, did the circuit court enter a qualified protective order
authorizing the release of “any and all” medical information from Advocate Condell Medical
Center, and subpoenas were issued for medical and EMS records, returnable on July 24, 2024
— more than two years after the crash and more than one year after indictment. Those dates
demonstrate that discovery into the very records needed to prove “great bodily harm” was still
underway long after charging and well before petitioner was urged to plead guilty. Petitioner
explained that his guilty plea was based on an incomplete and misleading discovery picture,
Had he known that (a) internal law-enforcement communications cast serious doubt on the
ability to prove DUI-drugs; (b) the State proceeded to a “great bodily harm” indictment at a
time when the court file contained “NO med RECS” and the judge was still asking “WHAT
ARE INJURIES”; and (c) the State was still pursuing essential medical and EMS records more
than a year after indictment, he would not have pled guilty and would have insisted on going to
trial. These are classic due-process concerns going to the voluntariness and intelligence of the
plea, not mere disagreements about the weight of the evidence. The questions of speed and
causation in this case further underscore why a limited remand was necessary. The State’s
reconstruction rests heavily on electronically retrieved crash data (EDR) and a proprietary
software interpretation that yields peak-speed estimates of approximately 124—125 miles per
hour and segment speeds of roughly 116-120 miles per hour between Oxford Drive and
Riverwoods Road. Petitioner specifically requested access to the native EDR image files, audit
logs, and associated metadata so that independent experts could test and verify those

conclusions, Those matertals have never been produced in native form. Whether the plea was
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knowing and intelligent in light of undisclosed internal doubts, incomplete medical discovery,
and untestable black-box electronic evidence is a fact-intensive question that cannot be
resolved in a one-page dismissal order. Petitioner’s pro se motion did not ask the Appellate
Court to decide those factual disputes in the first instance. Instead, he requested a narrow,
time-limited remand — sixty days — during which the circuit court would (a) supervise
targeted discovery into specifically identified categories of materials, including the internal
Petrick email, felony-review screening documents, and medical and EMS records; (b) hold a
short evidentiary hearing confined to the existence, timing, and disclosure of those materials;
and (c) permit petitioner, with appointed counsel, to file and litigate a proper Rule 604(d)
motion to withdraw his guilty plea. Petitioner expressly agreed to remain subject to the
existing judgment and probation conditions during that remand. That is exactly the type of
limited procedure this Court has long endorsed in the admonition context, adapted here to the
unique posture created by Skryd. By denying that motion and dismissing the appeal without
any inquiry into the Rule 605 admonitions or the constitutional context just described, the
Appellate Court adopted an approach that, if left uncorrected, will encourage lower courts to
treat Skryd as an automatic, mechanical dismissal rule in all pro se guilty-plea appeals where
no 604(d) motion appears of record — even where trial-court admonitions are defective or
ineffective, substantial discovery remained incomplete at the time of the plea, and serious
due-process questions exist about withheld evidence and the voluntariness of the plea. This
Court’s guidance is needed to ensure that Rule 604(d) and Skryd are applied in a manner
consistent with defendants’ constitutional rights and with the protective function of Rule 605,
particularly for pro se, indigent litigants who may not know how to articulate the “admonition
exception” even when it applies to them. This case offers a focused, practical vehicle for
reaffirming that guilty-plea appeals should, where possible, be decided on their merits rather
than on curable procedural missteps, and for clarifying that limited remand remains available

when newly revealed evidence shows that a plea may have been induced by incomplete
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V. CONCLUSION AND PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, for the foregoing reasons, petitioner, EHAB ALLABABID], respectfully
prays that this Court: A. Grant this Petition for Leave to Appeal under Illinois Supreme Court
Rule 315; B. On review, reverse the Appellate Court's summary dismissal of Appeal No.
2-25-0440 and remand with directions to: (1) vacate the dismissal, (2) stay the appeal, and (3)
remand the cause to the Circuit Court of Lake County for a limited, time-bound period during
which the circuit court shall: (a) supervise targeted discovery into specified categories of
materials identified in petitioner's motion, (b) conduct an evidentiary hearing confined to the
existence, timing, and disclosure of those materials, and (¢} permit petitioner, with appointed
counsel, to file and litigate a proper Rule 604(d) motion to withdraw his guilty plea; C.
Alternatively, exercise this Court's supervisory authority to enter such further orders as are
necessary to ensure that petitioner receives the benefit of proper Rule 605 admonishments and
a meaningful opportunity to pursuc post-plea relief under Rule 604(d); and D. Grant such other

and further relief as this Court deems just and proper.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI
Defendant-Appellant, pro se
8516 W. Winona Street
Chicago, Illinois 60656
Phone: (773) 920-0030

Email: defcon5Sready@gmail.com

10
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CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE

I, Ehab Allababidi, certify that this Petition for Leave to Appeal complies with the
requirements of Illinois Supreme Court Rules 315(c), 315(d), 341, and 343. In support of this
certification, I further state as follows:

1. Format, Font, and Spacing Compliance: This Petition has been prepared using Times
New Roman, 12-point font, with double-spacing throughout the body of the text, consistent
with Illinois Supreme Court Rule 341(b)(2). All margins are set to one inch on all sides as
required by Rule 341(a).

2. Length and Werd Count: In accordance with Illinois Supreme Court Rule 315(d), I certify
that the total length of this Petition, excluding the cover, this Certificate of Compliance, the
Certificate of Service, and the Appendix, is 2897 words. This count was generated using a
word-processing system with an automated word-count feature.

3. Content and Structural Requirements: This Petition contains all required sections under
Rules 315(c) and 341(h), including: (a) a proper Statement of Jurisdiction; (b) a concise
Procedural History; (c) a clear articulation of the Issues Presented for Review; (d) a detailed
Statement of Facts with appropriate citations; (¢) an Argument section organized around the
points raised, with authorities cited; (f) a Conclusion and Prayer for Relief; and (g) all
necessary supporting materials in the Appendix.

4. Accuracy and Integrity of Submission: I certify that this Petition is accurate, complete,
and submitted in good faith. No portion of this Petition has been generated, altered, or
modified for the purpose of misleading the Court, and all representations herein are true to the
best of my knowledge and belief.

I certify under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of Illinois that the foregoing is
true and correct.

Dated: , 2025
/s/ Ehab Allababidi EHAB ALLABABIDI
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify that on , 2025, I served a copy of

this PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL under Supreme Court Rule 315 by [check one:
depositing it in the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid; delivering it to a third-party commercial

carrier; or electronic service through the approved e-filing system], addressed to:

Clerk of the Supreme Court of Illinois
200 E. Capitol Avenue
Springfield, Illinois 62701

Lake County State’s Attorney
18 N. County Street
Waukegan, [llinois 60085

Illinois Attorney General
115 S. LaSalle Street, 23rd Floor
Chicago, Illinois 60603

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure,
the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this Certificate of Service are true and

correct.

Dated: , 2025

/s/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI
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APPENDIX TO PETITION FOR LEAVE TO APPEAL

People v. Allababidi
Appeal No. 2-25-0440

Circuit Court of Lake County No. 23 CF 1146

This Appendix contains the following materials:

Tab A — Order of the Appellate Court, Second District, entered November 17, 2025, in
People v. Allababidi, Appeal No. 2-25-0440.

Tab B — Appellant’s Motion to Stay Appeal and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d)
Proceedings, file-stamped October 31, 2025, in Appeal No. 2-25-0440.

Respectfully submitted,

EHAB ALLABABIDI
Defendant-Appellant, pro se
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ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT
SECOND DISTRICT

55 SYMPHONY WAY
ELGIN, I1. 60120
(847) 695-3750

November 17, 2025

Ehab Allababidi
8516 W. Winona St.
Chicago, IL 60656

RE: People v. Allababidi, Ehab
Appeal No.: 2-25-0440
County: Lake County
Trial Court No.: 23CF1146

The court has this day, November 17, 2025, entered the following order in the above entitled
case:

Appellant’s motion to stay this appeal and issue a limited remand for proceedings under Rule
604(d) is denied, as appellant’s admitted failure to file a Rule 604(d) motion requires instead that
his appeal be dismissed. See People ex rel. Alvarez v. Skryd, 241 111. 2d 34, 40 (2011) (“Where
a defendant has failed to file a motion to withdraw the guilty plea, the appellate court must
dismiss the appeal.”). (Although appellant offers certain excuses for why he failed to file the
motion, he does not offer the only excuse that is legally actionable, which applies “[w]here a
circuit court fails to give applicable Rule 605 admonishments.” /d. at 41.) Accordingly, this
appeal is dismissed.

THIS ORDER IS FINAL AND SHALL STAND AS THE MANDATE OF THIS COURT.
(McLaren, Hutchinson, Schostok, JJ.)

P

Jeffrey H. Kaplan
Clerk of the Court

cc:  Edward Randall Psenicka
Lake County Circuit Court
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2-25-0440

E-FILED
Transaction ID: 2-25-0440
File Date: 10/31/2025 10:43 AM

Jeffrey H. Kaplan, Clerk of the Court
APPELLATE COURT 2ND DISTRICT

Remand for Limited Rule 604(d)
Proceedings

Notice of Filing

To the Lake County State’s Attorney (Appellate/Criminal Division) and the Clerk of the Circuit
Court of Lake County: notice is hereby given that the undersigned will file the following motion
and proposed order.

Caption

In the Appellate Court of lllinois, Second District

People of the State of lllinois, Plaintif-Appellee,

V.

Ehab Allababidi, Defendant-Appellant.

Appeal No. 2-25-0440

On appeal from the Circuit Court of Lake County, No. 23CF1146

Appellant’s Motion to Stay Appeal and Remand for Limited Rule 604(d)
Proceedings

NOW COMES defendant-appellant Ehab Allababidi, appearing pro se, and pursuant to Illinois
Supreme Court Rules 361 and 604(d), respectfully moves this Court to stay the
above-captioned appeal and remand the cause to the circuit court for the limited purpose of
permitting appellant to file and litigate a Rule 604{d} motion to withdraw his guilty plea, with
narrowly tailored discovery and a brief evidentiary hearing.

1 Procedural posture

Judgment was entered on September 8 2025, and appellant filed his notice of appeal on
October 6 2025; no Rule 604(d) motion or certificate was filed. Appellant remains on probation
and continues to comply with all conditions.

2 Good-cause showing

¢ Public-records correspondence. Freedom-of-information-Act responses in October
2025 show that the State acknowledged responsive records yet withheld entire
categories of material—including witness statements, felony-review screening
materials and internal communications. These materials bear directly on whether

15
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appellant’s plea was informed and whether material evidence was suppressed. The
withheld categories thus justify limited discovery.

¢ Post-plea diligence. After sentencing, appellant served counsel with a native-format
discovery/preservation request, asking for raw .CDRX event-data-recorder images
with metadata, all body-worn and dash-camera videos in their native containers
together with proprietary players and audit logs, CAD/911 records, photo logs and
EXIF data, media hash lists, and a privilege log. These items were not produced.

* Chronology of reconstruction and discovery. The chronoiogy of the State’s
reconstruction shows that the Oxford-to-Riverwoods segment spanned roughly 14.5-15
seconds, yielding estimated speeds of 116-120 mph and event-data-recorder peaks
around 124 mph. Because those conclusions rely on reconstructed timing and
proprietary software, native files and metadata are necessary to verify accuracy.

¢ Subpoena exemplars, Clerk-issued subpoenas {Exhibit D) show that medical and EMS
records were pursued after the indictment, further illustrating that discovery was not
complete when appellant entered his plea.

3 Need for limited remand

The appellate court cannot take new evidence on direct appeal; therefore, a limited remand
is the only mechanism by which appellant can make a proper record for review. A focused
remand would permit the circuit court to (a) supervise targeted Rule 412/415 discovery limited
to the categories documented above, (b) conduct a brief evidentiary hearing confined to the
existence, timing and disclosure of those materiais, and (c) allow appellant to file and litigate a
Rule 604(d) motion, with appointment of conflict-free counsel if necessary. Appetlant requests
a 60-day remand so that discovery, the hearing and the post-plea motion can occur
expeditiously.

4 Governing law

Under Rule 604(d), a defendant who appeals from a judgment entered on a guilty plea must first
file a motion to withdraw the plea or reconsider the sentence, and counsel must certify that he or
she has consulted with the defendant, examined the record and made necessary
amendments. Strict compliance with each requirement is mandatory; the remedy for
noncompliance is to vacate any denial and remand for a new motion and hearing. When a
notice of appeal has already been filed, the appellate court retains jurisdiction but may order a
limited remand to permit the trial court to perfect the record and ensure Rule 604(d)
compliance. Limited remands are routinely used to create a full record without prejudicing the
pariies.

5 Specific request and proposed schedule

16
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Appellant respectfully requests that this Court:

1. Stay the appeal pending completion of the limited remand.

2. Remand the cause for 60 days, authorizing the circuit court to:

o Supervise targeted discovery limited to the following categories:

1.

2.

=

CAD/911 logs and audio,

All body-worn and dash-camera videos in their native containers,
with proprietary players and associated audit logs;

Scenefreconstruction raw files and the raw event-data-recorder
(.CDRX) image with metadata;

Photo logs and EXIF data;
EMS/hospital records relied upon by the State;

Towl/impound chain-of-custody documents.

o Conduct an evidentiary hearing confined to the existence, timing and
disclosure status of each item.

o Permit appellant to file and litigate a Rule 604{d) motion to withdraw his plea,
including appointment of conflict-free counsel to consult, review the record, make
any necessary amendments, and file the required certificate.

o Direct the circuit court to file a brief status report within 60 days, after which
jurisdiction will return to this Court.

6 No prejudice to the State

The State retains all appellate rights, and the limited remand preserves this Court’s jurisdiction;
appellant will remain subject to the judgment and all probation conditions during the remand.
Because the remand is narrowly tailored and time-limited, the State suffers no prejudice.
Rather, the procedure promotes judicial economy by narrowing issues and preventing later

coliateral litigation.

7 WHEREFORE

For these reasons, appellant respectfully prays that this Court stay the appeal, remand the
cause to the circuit court of Lake County for 60 days for the limited purposes described herein,

17
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direct the circuit court to file a status report within 60 days, retain jurisdiction over this
appeal, and grant such further relief as is just.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Ehab Allababidi

Ehab Allababidi, Defendant-Appellant (pro se)
8516 W. Winona St.

Chicago, IL 60656

(773) 920-0030

Email: defconbready@gmail.com
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All exhibits are organized by label, packet page, and Bates range (FFD) where available. They support the Petition for Leave to
Appeal by documenting discovery gaps, internal doubt about the DUI-drugs charge, and the timing of medical and technical

evidence.
‘Exhib | Document/ Title -~ - | Packet '| Bates (FPD) " | Key Fact Proven " - "] Why This Matters Legally /
it e Ll p-.. ARPUUE T . |Supports PLA§

A-1 | Chronology of 4 —_ Lists key events from the May 27, | Shows that reconstruction and
reconstruction, toxicology, 2022 Bosch CDR downlead, the discovery were still evolving when
indictment, QPO, Aug. 11, 2022 Petrick email, the the case was indicled and when the
subpoenas, plea, and June 14, 2023 indictment, the July | plea was taken; supports PLA §§
post-plea requests. 2024 QPO and subpoena, and the | lll-IV (facts and reasons) on

Oct. 22, 2025 native-format incomplete discovery and
request. materiality.

A-2 | Aug. 11, 2022 internal 5 — States that the ER lab report lists Documents intemnal doubt about the
email from Detective Paul oniy “Amphetamine and DUl-drugs theory; supports the
Petrick regarding ER Benzodiazepines” without due-process and Brady/materiality
toxicology resuits. quantitative levels and concludes it | arguments in PLA § IV.

would be “hard pressed to prove
DUI drugs.”

A-3 | June 14, 2023 grand-jury 6 — Handwritten notes ask “WHAT ARE | Shows the aggravated
court minutes at time of INJURIES?" and record “Nothing in | reckless-driving (great bodily harm)
indictment. file — NO med RECS etc.” even indictment issued without medical

though the indictment alleged great | documentation; supports the claim

bodily harm. that the factual basis and discovery
on injuries were incomplete (PLA §§
HI-1V).

A-4 | Bosch CDR system stafus 8 FPD 00011 Lists the driver's belt-switch circuit | Contradicts assumptions that the

table (EDR data). status as BUCKLED at the time of | driver was unrestrained and
the deployment. undermines aggravating inferences
about recklessness; supports
challenges to the reconstruction in
PLA§IV.

A-5 | Bosch{PCS vendor 9 FPD 00004 | States that the ariginal . CDORxraw [ Demonstrates why competent
disclaimer on raw .CDRx file must be preserved in native counsel would have insisted on
data praservation and format and retransiated with the obtaining the raw image and why its
translation. latest software; wams that absence is material to the

improper handling may corrupt voluntariness of the plea (PLA § V).
data.

B-1 | October 7, 2025 FOIA 17 —_ Seeks crash reparts, EDR Shows post-plea diligence in trying
request from defendant. analyses, witness statements, to abtain missing discovery and

internal memos, and discovery internal analyses; supports PLA’s
inventories relating to People v. narrative of newly discovered
Allababidi, 23CF 11486, evidence and incomplete disclosure.

B-2 | October 22, 2025 FOIA 18 — Acknowledges responsive records | Confirms the existence of
response from State / but withholds “felony review undisclosed internal
agency. screening documents” and related | charging/witness analyses; supports

materials under FOIA § 7(1){im) and | Brady and Rule 412 arguments in
Supreme Court Rule 412(j)(i). PLA § IV,

C-1 | October 22, 2025 20 — Requests the raw .CDRx image file ; Shows prompt, targeted efforts by
post-plea native-format with checksums, native new counsel to obtain technical
discovery request email. body-/dash-cam files with audit evidence that prior counsel failed to

logs, and a privilege log for secure pre-plea; supports
withheld items. ineffective-assistance and
voluntariness arguments (PLA § IV).

SUBMITTED - 35432260 - Ehab Allababidi - 11/19/2025 1:01 PM
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Exhib | Document/Title ".| Bates (FPD) .. | Key Fact Proven ./ -+ Why This Matters Legally ! - *
it | ¢ z I R D ‘| Supports PLA§ -, T i
D-1 | July 1, 2024 Qualified 23 — Orders production of any and all Shows that medical-injury evidence
Protective Order to medical records for treatment on or | for “great bodily harm® was sfill being
Advocate Condell Medical about May 23, 2022, obtained thiteen months after
Center. indictment; supports the argument
that discovery on injuries was
incomplete at charging and at the
time of the plea (PLA §§ IlI-1V).
D-2 | July 24, 2024 subpoena to 24 — Commands production of all EMS | Further demonstrates that injury
Lincalnshire—Riverwoods records and protected health documentation was still being
Fire Protection District. information relating to the crash. pursued well after indictment;
supports materiality and prejudice
from the incomplete discovery
picture (PLA § IV).

SUBMITTED - 35432260 - Ehab Allababidi - 11/19/2026 1:01 PM
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Exhibit A-1

Chronology of Reconstruction, Toxicology, Charging, and Discovery
Events

Offered to show: the sequence of events demonstrating that reconstruction and toxicology
analyses were ongoing when the case was indicted; that investigators harbored serious doubt
about a DUI-drugs charge; that the indictment for aggravated reckless driving (great bodily
harm) was returned without medical records; and that discovery into injuries continued long after
charging.

This exhibit provides a narrative timeline showing the May 27 2022 Bosch CDR download; the
Aug 11 2022 internal email expressing doubt about proving DUI-drugs; the Jun 14 2023
indictment with no medical records; the July 2024 Qualified Protective Order and subpoena
seeking medical and EMS records; and the Oct 22 2025 post-plea request for raw technical data.
These facts collectively demonstrate that the State lacked a factual basis for the charge and
suppressed exculpatory material.
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Exhibit A-1 Chronology of Reconstruction, Investigation &
Discovery

This timeline summarizes key events demonstrating the evolving investigation and charging
decisions in People v. Ehab Allababidi, Lake County Case No. 23CF11486. It shows that
reconstruction and toxicology analyses were ongoing while serious doubts about a DUI-drugs
charge existed, and that the indictment for aggravated reckless driving (great bodily harm) was
returned without any medical records. Discovery into the “great bodily harm” element continued
well after the indictment,

« May 27 2022 - The Bosch Crash Data Retrieval (CDR) report was downloaded from the
Lexus. The CDR report recorded the driver’s belt status as buckled, and the
manufacturer’s disclaimer required preserving the raw .CDRx file for translation with the
latest software.

+ Aug 11 2022 — Detective Paul Petrick emailed ASA Benjamin Dillon stating that the
toxicology report listed only “Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines” and concluded: “I
believe it would be hard pressed to prove DUI drugs.” This internal doubt was never
disclosed to the defense.

May 23 2023 — Crash reconstruction continued; police and MCAT analysts prepared
speed estimates ranging from 116-125 mph using partial video and EDR data.

Jun 14 2023 — The grand jury returned a true-bill indictment charging aggravated
reckless driving (great bodily harm). Contemporaneous court minutes ask “WHAT ARE
INJURIES?” and note “Nothing in file - NO med recs etc.”, showing that no medical
records supported the “great bodily harm™ element.

+  Jul 1 2024 — The State obtained a Qualified Protective Order requiring Condell
Medical Center to release any and all health records relating to the crash. This occurred
over a year after the indictment.

- Jul 2 2024 — A subpoena issued to Lincelnshire-Riverwoods Fire Protection District
commanding production of all protected health information and EMS records, further
demonstrating that injury documentation was still being sought.

Oct 22 2025 — Post-plea counsel requested the raw .CDRx image file with checksum
values, native body-cam and dash-cam video files with audit logs, and a privilege log for
withheld items. This request underscores prior counsel’s failure to obtain critical
technical evidence before advising the plea.

This chronology supports the due process and Brady claims by showing that (1) key exculpatory
and impeachment material (internal doubts about DUI-drugs) was suppressed, (2) the “great
bodily harm” element lacked factnal basis when charged, and (3) counsel failed to obtain the raw
technical data necessary to verify the reconstruction.
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Exhibit A-2 - Internal Email (Aug. 11 2022)

Detective Paul Petrick’s August 11 2022 email to fellow investigators notes that the laboratory
report lists only “Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines” with no specific amounts. He concludes
that it would be “hard pressed to prove DUI drugs.” This internal assessment of weakness in
the DUI-drugs charge was not disclosed prior to the plea.
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Dillon, Ben'!amin

From: Paul Petrick <ppetrick@lincolnshireil.gov>
Sent: Thursday, August 11, 2022 9:41 AM

To: Dillon, Benjamin

Cc: Matthew Ulanowski; Dillon Forkes
Subject: (EXTERNAL] report LPD 22-7193
Attachments: Medical Records Ehab.pdf

]' CAUTION: Do not click links, operi attachments, or roply to unknown or unexpected senders,

Mr. Dillon,

[ will be sending you several emails containing the documentation of LPD case 2022-7193. A traffic crash on IL RT 22 at
Old Mill RD. There was an MCAT number assigned due to the extraction of evidence from the vehicles invoived. Page 10
of this medical record has the controlled substances listed at time he was taken into the E/R. This lab report does not
offer an specific amount; just Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines. | believe it would be hard pressed to prove DUI drugs
Our lab report also did not specify amounts.

There will be several other emalls with reports to complete all documents for your review in this case. Feel free to
contact me with questions.

Thank you.

Detective Paul J. Petrick
Village of Lincolnshire
Police Department

0: 847-913-2349
ppetrick@lincalnshireil.gov

VILLAGE OF

LINCOLNSHIRE

CONFIDENTIAL COMMURICATION

This electronic mail message and any attachments are intended only for the use of the addressee(s) named above and
may contain information that is privileged, confidential, and exempt from disclosure under applicable law. !f you are not
an intended recipient, or the employee or agent responsible for delivering this email to the intended recipient, you are
hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you
received this email message in error, please immediately notify the sender by replying to this message or by telephone.
Thank you.
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Exhibit A-3 - Indictment Court Minutes (June 14 2023)

Handwritten notes on the June 14 2023 grand-jury court minutes, recorded at the time the
indictment was returned, ask “WHAT ARE INJURIES?” and note “Nothing, in

file —- NO med RECS etc.” This shows that the felony charge of aggravated reckless driving
causing great bodily harm was authorized without medical records or injury documentation.
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COURT MINUTES

DATE: JUNE 14, 2023 CASE NUMBER: 23CF//yé

DEFENDANT(S): EHAB ALLABABIDI

JUDGE: SHANES ASA: STEVE SCHELLER CT REPORTER:

ACTION TAKEN: True Bill Indictment returned in open_court.

Court sets bond in the amount of $559/ WO m

Bond Posted.

; i Warrant to Issue Instanter. @(

Warrant to Issue but stayed until next court date.

Case is set for arraignment on / /2023 at 9:00 a.m. / 1:30 p.m.
510 as assigned 610 BOORAS 611 STRIDE
612 SHANES 710 ROSSETTI 812 STRICKLAND

X Court orders that the State notify the defendant and attorney of date.
NOTE TO FELONY SECRETARY: SEND NOTICE/NOTIFY ATTORNEY BY PHONE

Remand to be issued to the Sheriff for above date.

Indictment Is sealed until arrest or days, whichever is first.

Defendant to appear in Preliminary Hearing Court but setting of hearing vacated.

Case is assigned to Judge for all further proceedings.

Arraignment to be held in that courtroo

@ A eia 7 A2

A Tty TS
/‘/ 72/4/€ //; ‘7// — Ao M(/A‘%z'é’s 4‘—:'7£
_— A/ ~ 4 -
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Exhibit A-4 — CDR System Status Table (EDR Data)

A table from the Bosch Crash Data Retrieval report lists the driver’s belt-switch circuit status as
BUCKLED at the deployment associated with the crash. This contradicts any narrative that the
driver was unrestrained and undermines aggravating inferences about recklessness.

26
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Exhibit A-5 - Bosch/PCS Vendor Disclaimer

The Bosch Crash Data Retrieval documentation instructs investigators to preserve the original
raw .CDRx image file and to re-translate that file using the latest approved software. This
highlights the need for the raw image file and supports the claim that competent counsel would
have obtained it before recommending a plea.
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. ‘ CRASH DATA tort- k LQS
) BOSCH CBR femievac N

MPORTANT NOTICE: Robert Bosch LLC and Ihe manulaclurers whose vehicles arg accessible using the CDR Syslem urge
sad usars to usa Ihe latesl producton relsase of the Crash Dala Retriaval system software when viawing, printing or exporiing
any retrleved data from within the CDR: program. Using the latest version of the COR software |s the bést way to ensura that
releved dala has been lranslated using the most curreni information provided by the manufacturers of the vekicles supporied

bry this produel,

CDR File Information . . o
LserEnlersd VN .. . .. TN
for L L L R — S 2 e . - .
- EDROplo Imaging Pade . . . . e o e e
L CrasnDate . e e — : TR e erine <
Filepama R —ee -
(Savedon ... . R __. Friday, May 27 2022 at 14:37:40 e e <ot or
i impgediin COR verslon. ... oo . Crash Data Retrieval Toal 2151 [

" tmaged wilh Software Licansed 1o (Company | MCAT

MName) . .. . - e D e s et oot 3 i 8 e e s P
Ropodedwith CORversion. .. |CrasiDataRoideyol Tool 2180 . .. .. . o
Raponod with Solware Licensed to (Company ! MCAT

INBEY oo o il s e e e e e
TEDRDavVIca TVAR. . ..o oo s o e (ANRA0 COPURIMERUO. i s

: i Deploymant

! Event(s) recavered Deployment #2

e e [ USRI S - bt JE S

Comments

P
Inapection focation: ERNIES WRECKER SERVICE
Indwiduals prasenl. P.MURRAY 120

Observed visible rastraint deployment(s): YES

Imaging condyctad pursuant lo search warranl (warrant detads) (YIN)?T N
Imaging conducted pursuant 1o owner consent (Y/N?Y
Imaging conductad pursuan to civil discovary (Y/NYTN

Ignilion kay or fob avaiabla and Uis position al the stant of the inspection: NOT PRESENT
Odomater reading/units: UNKNOWN

Recomimandad lire size (sticker): LT245/TERIGE

Tire size(s) {actual); LT245/75R16E

For GM vahictes, ware RPOs dotumented (1.e.: pholo)? N UNABLE TO ACCESS

fmaging compieted by BLC or direct-lo-madule access: D2M
“Re-powering” iequired (Y/N)? Y
Addillonal power-up used VETRONIX AC/DG ADAPTER 02002435

Other notes:

Disclaimer

| have accessed end retrioved data from COR Tocl accessitis syster{s) from or in the vehice I¢entified by the appliad VIN in
wihich polential Event Data Recarder (EDR) may be lound, The relrioved datamay be related Lo a crash or oihar physical
evont. The succassful ratrigval of the data and production of this report is an tndicalion that the procedurs(s) necessary o
properly access and relfave the data have been followed and the data was properly imagadidownicaded.

I nava or will provide the appropiiate parly(s) a copy of the original, raw data file - the undeslying COR Syster [ifg - for
discuvery.andor laler re-printing as necessary, This file will be named using the vehicla's Vehicle {deniification Number (VIN}
and icantified by the *.CORx file extension, This fle should only be cpened and viewad vtk tha latast version of the Baseh
Crash Data Relrieval System Scitwate: impropar use of 3 lext viewar™ may corrupt the CDRx file which would prevent it from
being apanad again In lhe COR Taol software and gunoraling a data ranstalion report.

The raw dala s faund in the CORx file might be compared loa pholographic negative and itis a ¢lrectimage or copy of the
data stored oniin the module(s) accessed using the COR Tool. The CDRx file should be presarved i i's native formal,

unedited, and shoutd be shated in that lormal whera i rnay be viewed al a laler date using a licensed copy of the COR Toal
<oftwars of using the ‘free reader” version of the COR Tool softwara in the latest production refgase of thal soltware. Prlor to

PP Y
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Exhibit B-1 - FOIA Request

The defense’s October 2025 Freedom of Information Act request asks for crash reconstruction
reports, electronic data recorder analyses, internal correspondence, witness statements and
felony-review screening documents that were missing from criminal discovery. The request
reflects diligence in seeking the State’s internal analysis and witness material.
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Act request has been sent and will be processed as soon as possible.
Y our request has been given the reference number R005581-100725 for tracking purposes.

Records Requested: Records Requested:

- Pursuant to the Illinois Freedom of Information Act (5 ILCS 140), I request copies of all records relating to
People v. Ehab Allababidi, Lake County Case No. 23CF1146, including but not limited to:

* All police and crash investigation reports, supplemental narratives, field notes, and diagrams.

+ All photographs, video recordings (body-worn camera, dash camera, and traffic camera), 911 audio, and CAD
dispatch logs.

* Any Bosch Crash Data Report or other event-data-recorder (EDR / “black box™) downloads or analyses for
my vehicle or any other involved vehicle (including the truck).

* Accident-reconstruction reports, analyses, and related technical data.

» Witness statements, interview transcripts, and summary reports.

+ All correspondence, emails, memoranda, or internal notes between the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
and any law enforcement agencies related to this case or evidence.

» The discovery inventory list or logs showing what materials were provided to the defense.

I request that all records be provided in electronic format (PDFs, audio, or video) and sent to
defconSready@gmail.com

If any portion of this request is denied, please cite each specific FOIA exemption authorizing the denial and
provide the non-exempt material.

I am the defendant in this matter and request these materials for my own legal recordkeeping and post-
conviction review.

* Your request will be reviewed by a FOIA officer who will contact you about the availability of the records you
have requested.

PLEASE NOTE: The Freedom of Information Act is designed to allow you to inspect or receive copies of
records. It is not designed to require a public body to create new records or answer questions. To the extent that
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Exhibit B-2 - State’s FOIA Response

In its written response, the State acknowledges responsive records but withholds “felony review
screening documents” under FOIA § 7(1)(m) (attorney work product) and Supreme Court
Rule 412(j)(i) (opinions and theories of staff). This shows the existence of undisclosed internal

charging analyses and witness material.
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furnished only by a confidential source, or persons who file complaints with or provide information to administrative, investigative, law
enforcement or penal agencies.” 5 ILCS 140/7(T)(d)(iv). {(West 2012). Watkins v. Johnson, 2016 IL App (1st) 152958, 1 39, Perry v. Dep't
of Fin. & Prof’| Regulation, 2017 IL App (1st) 161780, 19

Felony review screening documents were withheld pursuant to Section 7{1)(m) of FOIA which exempts documents that would not be
subject to disclosure in litigation, including attorney work-product. Pursuant to lflinois Supreme Court Rule 412(j)()), disclosure “shall
not be required of legal research or of records, correspondence, reports or memoranda to the extent that they contain the opinions,
theories or conclusions of the State or members of its legal or investigative staffs, or of defense counsel or his staff.” People v.
Sutherland, 223 |II. 2d 187, 276-77, 860 N.E.2d 178, 235 (2006); People v. Harper, 279 IIl. App. 3d 801, 81011, 665 N.E.2d 474, 482-83
{1996); People v. Elzey, 203 IIl. App. 3d 153, 158-59, 560 N.E.2d 1107, 111213 (1990).

' To the extent any portion of this response is construed as a denial, you have a right to have the denial of your request reviewed by the
Public Access Counselor (PAC) at the Office of the lllinois Attorney General. 5 ILCS 140/9.5(a).

You can file your Request for Review with the PAC by writing to:

Public Access Counselor
Office of the Attorney General
500 South 2nd Street
Springfield, lllinois 62701
Phone: 877-299-3642

E-mail: Public.Access@ilag.gov

You also have the right to seek judicial review of your denial by filing a lawsuit in the State circuit court. 5 ILCS 140/11,

If you choose to file a Request for Review with the PAC, you must do so within 60 calendar days of the date of this denial. 5 ILCS
140/9.5(a). Please note that you must include a copy of your original FOIA request and this denial letter when filing a Request for
Review with the PAC.

If you have any questions about this response or need additional information, please respond to this email,
Sincerely,
Melanie Nelson

Chief Deputy, Civil Trial Division
State's Attorney's Office
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Exhibit C-1 - Post-Plea Native-Format Discovery Request

A post-plea email dated October 22 2025 requests the raw .CDRx image file with checksum,
native body-worn and dash-cam video files with complete audit logs, and a privilege log for any
items withheld as privileged or work product. This demonstrates diligence after the plea and
identifies the technical evidence that prior counsel failed to secure before the plea.
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Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>

Subject: People v. Allababidi (23CF1146) — Complete Client File & Native Discovery
(IRPC 1.16(d))

1 message

Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 22, 2025 at 11:52 PM
To: Bailey Russell <BRussell@lakecountyil.gov>

Dear Ms. Russel,

[ was your client in People v. Ehab Allababidi, Case No. 23CF1146.
Please treat this as my formal request for my entire client file under lllinois Rule of Professional Conduct 1.16(d) and
my rights as a former client.

| have personally reviewed the 382-page discovery packet in my case. Based on that review, several categories appear
incomplete or missing in native format. Please produce the following within 14 days:

Items to Produce (native formats where applicable)

All Rule 412 discovery and all supplements/cover letters.
Reports & photos: incident/supplemental reports; scene diagrams; original photo files + photo logs.

Crash reconstruction / MCAT: total-station or other raw measurement files, notes, drafts, calculations, and final
reports.

Vehicle EDR: the raw .CDRX image, all Bosch exporis/decodes, and any associated metadata or checksums.

Video: all body-worn and dash-cam videos in their original containers with timestamp/audit files and any
proprietary player/freadme.

911/ETSB: CAD event logs, 911 audio, radio/dispatch traffic, run cards.
Towlimpound: tow sheets, inventory, and chain-of-custody (physical & digital).
Medical/EMS/hospital materials relied upon by the State, including labsftoxicology.

Correspondence: to/from the State and agencies (MCAT/ISP/ocal PD/ETSB/911/hospitals), and any Rule 412
certificates.

Court records: all filings and orders (including any protective orders/qualified HIPAA orders) and any record
subpoenas.

Plea/negotiation materials: offer lettersfemails, any Rule 402 notes, plea paperwork, and communications
reflecting advice provided and my decision timeline.

Media inventories: indexes of all CD/DVD/USB media with MD5/SHA-256 hashes if available.

Docketing/calendaring/task entries reflecting discovery flow and deadlines.

If any item is not in your possession, please identify the current custodian and the last date you requested/received it. If
you withhold anything as privileged/work product, please provide a privilege/work-product log (date, author, general

Aacrrintinn)
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Thank you for your prompt attention.

Sincerely,
Ehab AHababidi

OEA Ehab Allababidi

Personai Signature

Phone: 773-920-0030
Email: defcon5ready@gmail.com

LEGAL NOTICE & CONFIDENTIALITY

This email (and any atlachments) is intended sclely for the named recipient and may contain confidential, privileged. or proprietary
information, Cisclosure, distribution, copying. or use withaut the sender’s prior writlen consent is prohibited. if you received this in error,
delete it and notify the sender immediately.

1. Unauthorized use may violate privacy, contract, and intellectual-property laws,

2. No rights, privileges, or defenses are waived by this transmission.

3. Instructions and directives herein constitute written notice for compliance and recordkesping.

4. This communication is restricted i the designated recipient and is not lo be forwarded or archivad without autherization.
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Exhibit D-1 - Qualified Protective Order (July 1 2024)

This July 1 2024 qualified protective order authorizes Advocate Condell Medicat Center to
release “any and all health information and medical records” relating to the case. Entered
more than a year after the June 14 2023 indictment, the order proves that discovery on the
element of great bodily harm was still ongoing.
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= LE
STATE OF ILLINCIS )
) S8

COUNTY OF LAKE ) oL 012024

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENT Hpus. (st Winst=
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS CiRCUr+CHE

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOQIS )
)

VS. ) General No. 23CF1146
)

EHAB ALLABABIDI )

CERTIFIED MEDICAL RECORDS RELEASE AND QUALIFIED PROTECTIVE

ORDER PURSUANT TO HIPPA

This matter coming to be heard on Motion of the People of the State of INinois, the court
having jurisdiction and being fully advised in the premises:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

CONDELL MEDICAL CENTER is ordered to submit any and all health information and
medical records, including sensitive information, pertaining to the patient of IR

treated on or about MAY 23, 2022 THROUGH DATE OF
DISCHARGE. Said records shall be accompanied by a CERTIFICATION from the Keeper of
Records, signed under the penaity of perjury.

CONDELL MEDICAL CENTER must comply with this Qualified Protection Order Pursuant to
HIPPA by mailing legible copies within two weeks to the Honorable J udge Stride, Courtroom
Té11, 18 North County Street, Waukegan, Illinois.

1. The current parties (and their attorneys) and any future parties (and their attorneys) to the
above captioned matter are hereby authorized to receive, subpoena, and transmit
"protected health information" also referred to herein as "PHI”) pertaining

treated on or about MAY 23, 2022
THROUGH DATE OF DISCHARGE, to the extent and subject to the conditions outlined
herein.

2. For the purposes of this Qualified Protective Order, "PHI" or "protected health
information” shall have the same scope and definition as set forth in 45 CFR 160.103 and
160.501. Without limiting the generality of the foregoing, "PHI" includes, but is not
limited to, health information, including sensitive material, including demographic
information, relating to either, (a) the past, present, or future physical or mental condition

~ ]
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Exhibit D-2 — Subpoena to Lincolnshire-Riverwoods Fire
Protection District (July 24 2024)

The subpoena dated July 24 2024 commands the Lincolnshire-Riverwoods Fire Protection
District to produce all EMS records and protected health information related to the crash. This
further confirms that injury and causation evidence necessary to support the felony charge was
still being sought long after the indictment.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
LAKE COUNTY. ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)y NO: 23CF1146
V. ) AGENCY NO:
)
)
EHAB ALLABABIDI )
SUBPOENA
TO:  LINCOLNSHIRE-RIVERWOODS FIRE PROTECTION DISTRICT
SUBPOENA COMPLIANCE
115 SCHELTER RD.,

LINCOLNSHIRE, IL 60069

YOU ARE COMMANDED TO APPEAR AND TESTIFY BEFORE THE HONORABLE CHRISTOPHER
STRIDE AT 18 NORTH COUNTY STREET WAUKEGAN. IL 60085, IN COURTROOM T-611 ON
JULY 24™ 2024, AT 9:00 AM.

YOU ARE COMMANDED AISO TO BRING OR DO THE FOLLOWING:

PROVIDE ALL PROTECTED HEALTH INFORMATION AND MEDICAIL RECORDS INCLUDING ANY
AND ALL SENSITIVE INFORMATION INCLUDING BUT NOT LIMITED TO INFFORMATION
RELATING TO MENTAL HEALTH AND/OR ALCOHOL/DRUG ABUSE CONCERNING I

OR TREATMENT RECEIVED FROM ADVOCATE CONDELL
MEDICAL CENTER ON OR ABOUT THE DATE OF 05/23/2022.

RECORDS ARE RETURNABLE TO THE HONORABLE JUDGE CHRISTOPHER STRIDE: 18 N.
COUNTY ST. COURTROOM T-611, WAUKEGAN. IL 60085.

ANY CHARGES OR FEES ASSOCIATED WITH THIS REQUEST SHOULD BE SUBMITTED TO THE
LINCOLNSHIRE POLICE DEPARTMENT: 1 OLDE HALF DAY RD., LINCOLNSHIRE, IIL. 60069.

PLEASE CONTACT. ASA FRANCIS P. DEROSA. AT 847 377-3000, UPON RECEIPT OF THIS
SUBPOENA.

YOUR FAILURE TO APPEAR IN RESPONSE TO THIS SUBPOENA WILL SUBJECT YOU TO
PUNISHMENT FOR CONTEMPT OF THIS COURT.

Witness, JULY 2NP_ 2024,

=rin Cartwright Weinstein
Clerk of the Circuit Court
Lake County, Hlinois
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Lincoinshire Police Department

MCAT 22-22 Reconstruction Report

TRGCounts 6 & 7

TRG Counts 6 & 7 occur almost simultaneously with the time from TRG 6 to TRG 7 being 16
msec. TRG Count 6 was recorded as a roliover event and TRG 7 was recorded as a

frontal/rear/side event. See figures 17 and 18.

System Status at Event {dth Prior Event, TRG 6)
(]

TRG Caunt [fimas) 8

| Evert Tvpe Rollover |
Previous Crash Tyse Side Crash |
Time from Previous TRG [msee) )

[ Ergezs: Sigoal OFF

j Or Nopes

R oilg Complete |
Odometer signal {miles [ion]) 6.595110.614]

| Trin count (fimes) 870

| Time count.fmeac) 553,200
Time cownt i 2 Normal |

Figure 17. TRG Count 6

System Status at Event (3rd Prior Event, TRG 7)

[TRG Count {times) 7

| Event Type FrontatRearfSids Crash |
Previgua Crash Type Rokover |
| Time from Pravious TRG (msec) 16,

3 565
| Event Ertablishment Eactor Frontal Crash |
TRG Extahlichmen) Factor Erontal Cragh
Freezn Signal OFF

Hone |
Completa |
£.595 [10.614] |
Trin count fimes) g
Time esuat (rsec) 553,200 |
¥ Mogmal |
Figure 18. TRG Count 7
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Lincolnshire Paolice Department

MCAT 22-22 Reconstruction Regort

Pra-Crash Data -5 to 0 Seconds {4th Prior Event, TRG 6) - Table 1 of 4

Pefeontnga of

Accolorator Engins Fual Injoction Servico
Vahiclo Spead | Padal, % Full Throttio Quantlty Engine REPM Motor RPA Brake,
Timo feoe) IMEH [uvhl) wAdl [+:5) [mmAnt) _IRPM) [RPAT) ONIOFF
=3 55 119 311971 100.0 885 Iovatd | 4400 Jrivatid OFF
4,45 1205 [154) 160.0 106.0 Invalig 5,100 Invalid QOFF.
395 121.8 [198) 1000 s Irrvadid 5,200 lervalid OFF
[ 345 | sp30piom 1600 1000 Iyatiq 5200 lepyaiid CFF
= 2.5 100.0 It 5300 levalia RFE
2,45 124 3 {200 00 00 Irvstid 5 300 Imvatid ON
-1.85 114 3 1B4} 0.0 o0 Irevedid 4,900 Inwalid ¢, ]
21,45 103, |165) 0o ) Jervsdich 4,200 Irvakg o
005 oo _80 \gyalid 3700 rnaticd 4,1
045 greli4ai] /1] 0.0 Irpeatif 3,500 Jrpyakigd on
| TRC{0} 833 (1341 0.0 [+]1] rrvalid 320 lirvafd oN
Pra-Crash Data -5to 0 Seconds (4th Prior Event, TRG 6) - Table 2 of 4
Longrtuding!
Braka Ol Acceleration,
ABS Control | BOS Control Pressure V8C Sanaar Yaw Rato Stecrng Input
h.{] Statun. SBtatus fMpn} fmiatd) {dwy'n) {degress) Shih Positton |
=495 OFF OFF 0 ) pase -1.95 -A.0 D
445 QFF CFF [1]),1] 1,364 0,983 =20 R
=385 OFF QFF 0.00 1579 146 80 ]
-2.45 OFE QOFF 0.00 1579 1,95 80 o
-2.85 OFF QFF 3.00 1795 a45 35 D
245 QFF LFF 0.10 DIRO e A5 D
-1,85% QFF OFE D.96 8973 2.00 no Il
=145 (o)) OFF 3.65 0907 __ Q.49 2.0 B
095 O OFF 895 5604 7.h1 &0.0 8]
-045 ON OFF 7.39 6891 830 132.0 D
TRGID) (] OFF 8,05 487 18,06 12,0 D

In summary, the Lexus’ speed was increasing 4.95 seconds up to 2.45 seconds prior to TRG

Figure 19. TRG Count 6 -5 to 0 Secands

Count 6 being recorded. The Lexus’ speed increased from 119.3 MPH to 124.3 MPH. The CDR
report notes the upper limit for the recorded “vehicle speed” value is 200km/h (124.3 mph).
During this same time frame, the accelerator pedal was at 100% before decreasing to 85.5%
and then to 0% after impact with the rear driver side axle of the Peterbilt truck.

Page 26

Page 207 of 316



Lincolnshire Police Department

MCAT 22-22 Reconstruction Report

Pre-Crash Data -5 to 0 Seconds {3rd Prior Event, TRG 7) - Table 1 of 4
Parcantage of
Accalantor Englno Fual Injaction Sarvico
Vohicle Speod | Pedal, % Full Throttla Cuantity Engino RPM Motor RPEA Brako,
Time feac) | (MPH fkmm]) {o%) _[%) {ram A1) {RPM) __[RPM) ORAIFE
-5.00 119.3 [362] 100.0 635 1 ipvafid 4,400 ipvakd QFF
-4.50 120.5 [1841 100.0 1000 Invatid 5,100 Invafid OFF
-4.00 121.8 11457 1000 995 Iepvodich 5200 Ivaiid DEF
150 123.0 F198] 100 0 1000 Iepealid 5 200 Iyl OFF
-3.00 124.3 1200) A5 5 1000 Iovatist £.300 Ionealisd OFF
-2.50 124 3 {2}10) 0.0 00 Invalid 5,300 Invafid ON
=200 114,3 [184) no 00 Irsvatid 4,900 Irnvalid ON
-1.50 103.1 [166] 0.0 0.9 Invalid 4,200 trovalid ON
-1.00 1 po 0o Iroeatis 2700 toealld o
1] 87.6[1411 0.0 o0 Iryrafi 3.500 Irvvalid ON
TRG(O) a1.471310 25 00 Invalid 3.200 trvali ON
Pre-Crash Data -5 to 0 Seconds (3rd Prior Event, TRG 7) - Table 2 of 4
Longitudina!
Brake Oil Accalgration ,
ABS Contral | BOS Coatrol Praasure V8C Sensor Yaw Rate Stearing Input
Tims {sac) Status Status _IMpa) jmia*2) {doqix) {dogroas) Bhift Positon
500 OFF OFF .00 0359 -185 A0 o)
=450 QFF DFF 0.00 1,354 -DOg -0 (8]
4,00 OFF OFF D00 1.579 145 §0 4]
-3.50 (=133 OFF 0.00 1.579 185 60 [»]

[ =300 OFF QOFF 0.00 1,795 049 15 D
-2.50 QFF QFF 030 0,790 058 A5 D
-2.00 OFF QFF 098 88973 0,00 0.0 D
-1.50 O OFF. 3,65 890 049 9.0 D
-1.00 ON OFF B.o8 -6.604 7.81 62.0 D
-0.50 N OFF 739 -6.091 830 132.0 ]

TREIN 0N OFF 965 2082 12.20 1785 3]

Figure 20. TRG Count 7 -5 to 0 Seconds

TRG Count 7 began recording 16 msec after TRG 6 and such the data recorded is similar to TRG
6. TRG Counts 6 and 7 were recorded as a resuit of the collision with the rear driver side axle of
the Peterbilt,
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Lincolnshire Police Department MCAT 22-22 Reconstruction Report

TRGCount 8,9 & 10

TRG Count 8 and 9 occur almost simultaneously with each other and they were recorded
approximately 1.3 seconds after TRG count 7. TRG Count 8, 9 and 10 were recorded because of
the collision with the GMC van. The Lexus struck the rear of the Peterbilt at 81 MPH and then
1.3 seconds later struck the front of the van at 62 MPH.

System Status at Event {2nd Prior Event, TRG 8)
TRG Count (times)

8

Event Typs FromtalRear/Side Crash
Previous Crash Type FrontalRear/Side Crash
Time from Previous TRG {msec) 13755

| ac) a5
Event Establishment Factor Frontal Crash |
TRG Estahishment Factor Frontal Crash
| Freaze Signal oM

Front Airbag Deployment, Driver / Front Aiibag

Deployment, Passenger
Recarding Status . Front/Rear and Side Crash Info.
-Qdomeier signal (mites kol

] Complate
1

Freeze Signal Factor

£.592 110 674]
| Trin count (times) 870 |
Time couni (msec) 554,500
Time courtinput syslem Nomogl
Figure 21. TRG Count 8
System Status at Event (1st Prior Event, TRG 9)
TREG Counl (times) 9
|Event Type Side Crash
Previous Crash Type FromalbRear/Side Crash
| Time from Previoys TRG (mseq) 50
| Freaze: Slgpal QFF
| Freeze Signal Factor None |
i ) 6,595 [10,614)
Trip count {timeas) BI0
| I'me coaint {mec) £54, 500
L Time courtt mpad system Narma) |
Figure 22. TRG Count 9
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Lincolnshire Police Department

MCAT 22-22 Reconstruction Report

Pre-Crash Data -5 to 0 Seconds (2nd Prior Event, TRG 8) - Table 1 of4
Parcamzago of
AcCoierator Enging Fual Injsction Service
Vahicke Speod | Padat, % Full Throttle Quantity Englne RPM | Motor RPMW Brake,
Timo {soc) [MPH fam/hl) %) %) {mmA3ret) [APMH) RV ONCFFE
=405 1000 1000 Ineaid )] . S200 _igyatd OFF
4,35 124.3 [200) 855 100.0 Innvalic) 5,300 tnvalid_ OFF
385 124 oo 00 Lrywadid 5,300 imvatiel O
-A3s5 1143 11841 0.0 0.0 lvalid 4,500 lovatd N
285 1031 {166] [+X1} (1Y) It 4.200 Vet ON
238 1 00 0.0 nvafid 3,700 Iywakic] ON
-186 B2 121} oo 0.0 tryadid 3,500 Imvatid oN
-1.35 BO.2 [129] 2.5 00 Invatid 3200 Irevalicl oN
I ) L S [+X3] 150 brvag, 1 A0 ) Oy
-Da5 B9 01111 op 0 Ivadid 2400 _lreaiid ON
TRGIDY B2,8 [101] 0.0 85 Trrvadicl 4,300 Ipovatic oM
Pro-Crash Data -5 to 0 Seconds {2nd Prior Event, TRG B) - Table 2 of 4
Longitudinal
Brako Oil Accolaration,
ABS Control EQS Control Pregsuro VSC Sensor Yaw Rato Stoaring npit
Timo {sor) Status Stahis {Mps) {mint2) [ttagie) {dogroaa) | Shift Position
485 OFE OFF 0.00 1879 1.85 60 [+]
435 OFE QFF 0,00 LI95 D49 =15 v
388 OFF QFF 0,10 -0.780 098 2.5 4]
-3.35 OFF DFF D95 -H.973 0,00 o.n D
-2.85 oN QFF ARS -Aant D49 9.0 D
=235 DN QFF 898 | a1 600 L
-1.85 =] OFF 720 -B.891 830 1320 3]
-1.35 oN OFF 1200 -3 878 439 150.0 [o]
-0.As5 oN DFF 754 -4.809 -5.34 -58.5 D
-0.35 on CFF 538 -8.747 -4.88 -165.0 D
TRGID) fo ] QFF A53 8973 -8.78 -169.5 3]
L | Crash Pulsa {1st Prior Event, TRG 9) - Table 1 of 2
Rate of Rato of
Change of Latoral Latoral Lateral Ghange of Lataral Lotarm) Lataral
Prassure, | Accolsration, | Accaleration,| Accelaration,| Preusura, Accolaration, | Accalsration, | Accelaration,
Sida Side 8ida Slag Sida Sido Sido Side
Satallite Satollita Satollito Satellita Satollita Satailita Satellite Satallite
Sensor1,L | Sonsor2,L | Sensord, L | Sensor4, L | Sensor1,R | Sensar2,R | Sansord, R | Ssnsord, R
Timo {msac {%a) {mis*2} mig*2 {rmia*2) ) [mia”Z) {mia®2) [mis*2)
-39 0.0 __SNA SNA 0.0 00 SNA SNA 00
25 na SNA SNA 00 0.0 SNA_ | SNA 1]
21 0.0 SNA SNA 0.0 D.1 SNA SNA a0
=17 0.0 SNA SNA 00 0.1 SNA SNA 0.0
=13 0.0 SNA SMA [141] 0.0 SNA SNA o0
5 0.1 SNA SNA 00 2.0 SNA SNA 0.0
-5 0.1 SNA SNA no 0.0 SNA SNA 0.0
-1 0o SNA SNA -144 [X:] SNA SNA 0.0
3 0.0 Sna SNA 144 80 SNA SNA 144
7 pa4 SNA SNA AQDE 0.2 SNA SNA 0.0
H 11 SNA SNA 86.2 0.5 SNA SNA 287
15 13 SNa SNA 719 03 SNA SNA o
13 08 SNA SNA 287 0.2 SNA SNA 710
23 1,1 SNA ENA, 14.4 0.8 SNA SNA 287
27 0.5 SNA SNA -71.8 D5 S|NA SNA 287
A 0.3 Stua SNA 1437 .4 SNA SNA 150
35 03 SNAa SNA 1150 0.5 SNA SNA 111]
t 39 0.3 SHA SNA 1006 0.4 SNA L SINA YA
43 07 SNA SNa, -71.9 03 SNA SNA 1793
47 0.2 SNA BNA 14.4 03 SNA SNA 515
51 0.1 SNA SNA 1437 0.1 SNA SNA 0.0
£4 D1 SNA, SNA, 431 02 SnA ] SNA 144
59 03 ShA SNA 575 04 SNA Shib 287
63 0.3 SNA SMNA 100.6 14] _SNA ShA__ 144
57 0.4 SNA SNA 0.0 o0 SNA SNA 0.0
n 0.5 SNA SNa 1724 D4 SNA SNA 0.0
Figure 23. TRG Count 8 & 9 Recorded Pre-Crash Data.
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Lincolnshire Palice Department

MCAT 22-22 Reconstruction Report

TRG Count 10, the most recent and final event recorded, was recorded as a side crash. TRG

Count 10 was recorded approximately .64 seconds after TRG Count 9. The following pre-crash
data was recorded from TRG Count 10.

Lateral Crash Pulse {Most Recent Event. TRG 10) - Table 1 of
Rato of Ratw of
Chango of Latoral Latora) Latarsl Change of Lateral Latoral Latarst
Prosauin, | Accelaration, | Acceleration, | Acceleration, | Prassure, Aceelaretion, | Accoloration, | Accelerstion,
Side Sida Side Sido Side Side 8lda Sida
Satelllta Sstellite Satsilite Satoling Satolito Satoilite Sztolilto Satallito
Sansor1,L | Sonsor2,L | Sensor3, L | SBamaord, L | Sensor 1,R | Sermor2, R | Sensor3, R | Sensord, R
Time [maoe) (%] {miarm Irinh2) miniy) {misr2) (minsn) jmign2)
1] 0.0 SNA SNA 2B7 0.2 SNA SNA 287
-28 0.0 SNA SNA =287 0.0 SNA SNA -28.7
22 0.0 SHA BNA =144 00 SHA SNaA 2144
-18 0.0 SNA SNA -144 0.0 SNA SNA 144
-14 Qn SNA SNA -144 0.0 SNA SNA =344
-1 .4 Shia o =14 4 01 SNA ana ~jaa
£ 0.1 SNA SNA =14 4 02 SNA __SNA KYY)
-2 0,0 SNA SNA -144 02 SNA SNA -28.7
2 0.0 SNA SNA =144 0.2 SNA _SNA EYY I
5] Lo SNA SNA ~-14.4 00 SNA SNA z1aa
10 01 SNA __SNA BYY) 01 SNA SNA -144
14 0.8 SMNA SNA 20 [1] 1] Sha SNA =124
18 0.6 SNA SN -144 L] SNA ENA 00
x po SKA_ SNA =144 Do ShA SNA 2B 7T
26 D1 SNA SN a.0 .1 ___SNA SMA, p.o
20 0.0 SNA SNA 00 Q.1 SNA SnA -28.7
34 K] S SNA 0.0 01 SHA SNA 144
38 c.1 ShA SNA, 0o 0.1 SN SNA -aBT
42 0.1 SNA SNA 0.0 2.1 _5NA SNA Y
45 X SNS SNA Qo0 01 SNA SNA -14.4
50 0.0 SNA SNA 0 02 SNA SNA 0.0
54 0o SNA SNA g .1 SNA SNA [114)
58 0.1 ENA SNA 0o o1 SNA SNA 0.0
62 0o _SNa Sha [sX1] 00 BNA SHA 0.0
65 00 EMA SMNA 00 0} SNA SNA Do
i) 0o Shh Sma 0.a 0.1 SNA SNA 0.0

Lexus Transmission

Figure 24. TRG Count 10

The 2021 Lexus LC 500 is a 10-speed transmission with a final drive axle ratio of 2.937. Figure 25
shows the gear ratios for each speed of the transmission. At the time of the crash, the rear tires
on the Lexus were size 275/35R21 and the front tires on the Lexus were size 245/40R21. In TRG
7, The EDR recorded the highest engine RPM of 5300 at 3 and 2.5 seconds before time zero.
The CDR report also notes the recorded value of Engine RPM has an upper limit of 12,800 rpm.
The resolution is 100 rpm, and the value is rounded down and recorded. For example, if the
engine speed is 799 rpm, the recorded value will be 700 rpm. | then completed a speed analysis
of the Lexus based on the recorded RPM, transmission information and tire sizes. The highest
speed the Lexus reached was 124 to 125 miles per hour. See figures 26 and 27 for the Lexus’
speed from engine RPM.
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Lincolnshire Police Department MCAT 22-22 Reconstruction Report

Transmission
Transmission Type Automatic
Shiftoble Automatic Paddles
Geor Number ®»
Fincl Drive Axde Ratio 2937
First Gage Ratio 492
Second Geor Ratio a5
Third Geor Ratio 235
Fourth Gear Rotio 168
FAifth Gacr Ratlo 146
Sixth Geor Ratio 119
Seventh Gzor Ratio 10
Eighth Geur Ratio 07%
Ninth Geor Ratio 0.84
Tenth Gear Ratio 0598

Figure 25. Lexus Transmission Details

Page 31

Page 212 of 316



F IJILE'D

DEC 08 2025

Page 213 of 316



=

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT -

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS = i

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, s
Plaintiff,
V.
No.23 CF 1146 . ek WS
EHAB ALLABABIDI, ACEL
Defendant. L

PETITION FOR POST-CONVICTION RELIEF
(725 ILCS 5/122-1 ET SEQ,) — PRO SE

NOW COMES the Petitioner, EHAB ALLABABIDI, pro se, and pursuant to the Illinois
Post-Conviction Hearing Act, 725 ILCS 5/122-1 et seq., respectfully petitions this Court to
vacate the judgment of conviction and sentence entered against him in Lake County case
number 23 CF 1146, and in support states as follows:

I. PARTIES AND JURISDICTION

1. Petitioner is the defendant in People v. Allababidi, Lake County case number 23 CF
1146. On or about September 8, 2025, Petitioner entered a guilty plea in this case and the
Court entered judgment and imposed sentence.

2. Petitioner is currently subject to the sentence and judgment in this case and his liberty is
restrained thereby, within the meaning of 725 ILCS 5/122-1(a).

3. This is Petitioner’s first petition for post-conviction relief under 725 ILCS 5/122-1 et
seq..

4. Petitioner previously pursued direct review. He filed a notice of appeal on October 6,
2025, and the Illincis Appellate Court, Second District, opened Appeal No. 2-25-0440. On
November 17, 2025, the Appellate Court entered an order denying Petitioner’s motion for a
limited remand under Supreme Court Rule 604(d) and dismissed the appeal solely on the basis
that Petitioner had not filed a Rule 604(d) motion in the trial court.

5. This petition is timely under 725 ILCS 5/122-1(c). It is being filed within three (3) years
of the judgment entered on or about September 8, 2025. Any delay is not due to his culpable
negligence but to the pendency of his direct appeal, his pro se status, and his ongoing efforts to
obtain discovery and records through the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).
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6. Petitioner brings this action because, in the proceedings that resulted in his conviction,
there were substantial deprivations of his rights under the United States Constitution and the
Illinois Constitution, including his rights to due process of law, the effective assistance of
counsel, a knowing and intelligent guilty plea, and a meaningful right to appeal.

II. FACTUAL BACKGROUND

7. The charges in 23 CF 1146 arise from a motor vehicle incident in Lake County, Illinois,
in which the State alleged that Petitioner drove under the influence of drugs. The Aggravated
Reckless Driving indictment alleged that the collision “resulted in great bodily harm” to a
victim. '

8. The State’s theory of guilt relied heavily on toxicology results. However, internal State
communications dated August 11, 2022, revealed that a Lincolnshire Detective informed the
State’s Attorney’s Office (SAQ) that the emergency room lab report lacked specific amounts
of Amphetamine and Benzodiazepines, leading the detective to state: “I believe it would be
hard pressed to prove DUI drugs”. This communication reflecting material doubt was never
disclosed to the defense.

9. Throughout the pendency of the criminal case, discovery was incomplete and materially
misleading, thereby corrupting the guilty plea entered on September 8, 2025. Among the
critical omissions:

» Factual Basis Lacking at Indictment: The indictment alleging great bodily harm was returned
on June 14, 2023, Yet, the court minutes from that same date contain handwritten notes asking
“WHAT ARE INJURIES?” and recording “NothiNg, in file — NO med RECS EtE”.

» Ongoing Discovery: Clerk-issued subpoenas and Qualified Protective Orders (QPOs) were
still being issued as late as July 2024 to Advocate Condell Medical Center and the
Lincolnshire-Riverwoods Fire Protection District, proving the State was actively securing core
medical and EMS records thirteen months after indictment and shortly before plea discussions.
This confirms discovery was “not complete when appellant entered his plea”.

» Active Suppression Post-Plea: In October 2025 FOIA responses, Petitioner learned for the
first time that the State acknowledged possessing but withheld entire categories of materials,
including “felony-review screening documents” and internal correspondence/memoranda,
citing attorney work-product under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 412(j)(1).

10. The suppression of the internal doubt email and the concealment of felony-review
documents and the incomplete medical records created a misleading picture of the evidence.

11. Petitioner’s decision to plead guilty on September 8, 2025, was based on this
incomplete and inaccurate discovery. Had Petitioner known about the internal doubts
regarding the ability to prove DUI-drugs, the existence of undisclosed medical, EMS,
felony-review, and internal documents, he would not have pled guilty and would have insisted
on going to trial.
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12. Petitioner’s subsequent direct appeal was dismissed on procedural grounds on
November 17, 2025, based on his failure to file a Rule 604(d) motion. The Appellate Court
stated that Petitioner did not offer the “only excuse that is legally actionable,” which is the
failure to give proper Rule 605 admonishments. Petitioner, being pro se, did not understand the
requirement to file the Rule 604(d) motion as a jurisdictional precondition to appeal.

HI CONSTITUTIONAL CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

COUNT I — DUE PROCESS VIOLATIONS (BRADY AND INVOLUNTARY PLEA)
13. Petitioner realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-12 as though fully set forth herein.

14. The State failed to disclose material exculpatory and impeachment evidence, including
but not limited to:
a. Internal Doubt Email: An August 11, 2022, email in which law enforcement acknowledged
the emergency room lab report lacked specific amounts of controlled substances and
concluded the State would be “hard pressed to prove DUI drugs”.
b. Factual Basis Flaw: June 14, 2023, court minutes noting “Nothing in file — NO med RECS
etc.” at the time of the indictment alleging “great bodily harm”.
c. Active Suppression Post-Plea: October 2025 FOIA responses acknowledging but
withholding “felony-review screening documents,” witness statements, and internal
correspondence under Supreme Court Rule 412(j)(i}.
d. Incomplete Medical Discovery: Judicial orders and subpoenas from July 2024
demonstrating that essential medical and EMS records related to the element of “great bodily
harm” were still being secured well over a year after indictment.

15. This suppression violated Petitioner’s right to due process of law under Brady v.
Maryland. The evidence is materfal because it directly undermines the viability of the
DUI-drugs charge and impeaches the State’s case strength.

16. Petitioner’s plea was not knowing, intelligent, or voluntary because it was entered
without knowledge of this suppressed, material evidence, Had Petitioner known the true state
of the evidence, he would not have pled guilty.

COUNT I - INEFFECTIVE ASSISTANCE OF COUNSEL (I4C)
17. Petitioner realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-16 as though fully set forth herein.

18. Petitioner was denied the cffective assistance of counsel guaranteed by the Sixth
Amendment to the United States Constitution and article I, section 8 of the Illinois
Constitution, in that trial counsel failed to perform an objectively reasonable investigation and
failed to protect Petitioner’s rights.

19. Specifically, counsel’s deficient performance included:
a. Failure to Secure Complete Discovery: Counsel failed to ensure discovery was complete
before the September 8, 2025, plea, evidenced by the fact that the State was still issuing QPOs
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and subpoenas for medical/EMS records in July 2024,

b. Failure to Investigate Key Evidence: Counse! failed to investigate or obtain the August 11,
2022, internal communication acknowledging that the State would be “hard pressed” to prove
DUI-drugs without quantitative toxicology.

c. Failure to Challenge Technical Data: Counsel failed to pursue native digital evidence (e.g.,
the raw .CDRX image, audit logs, and metadata requested on October 22, 2025) necessary to
independently verify the State’s critical speed estimate of 116-120 mph segment speed and
124-125 mph EDR peak.

d. Failure to Preserve Appellate Rights: Counsel failed to file a timely, written Rule 604(d)
motion to withdraw the guilty plea, which directly resulted in the dismissal of Petitioner’s
appeal on November 17, 2025.

20. But for counsel’s deficient performance, there is a reasonable probability that Petitioner
would not have pled guilty or, at minimum, would have had meaningful appellate review.

COUNT IIT - DENIAL OF MEANINGFUL RIGHT TO DIRECT APPEAL
21. Petitioner realleges and incorporates paragraphs 1-20 as though fully set forth herein.

22. Petitioner was not properly admonished under Supreme Court Rule 605(c) concerning
his obligation to file a Rule 604(d) motion as a precondition to appeal.

23. Because of deficient Rule 605 admonishments and counsel's failure to file a 604(d)
motion, the Appellate Court summarily dismissed his direct appeal on November 17, 2025,
The Appellate Court expressly cited People ex rel. Alvarez v. Skryd and refused to
acknowledge any excuse other than defective Rule 605 admonishments.

24, This combination deprived Petitioner of his due process right to a meaningful direct
appeal and to the effective assistance of counsel through the first tier of appellate review.
Petitioner has never had judicial review of his claims of suppression and incomplete discovery
that corrupted his plea.

IV. REQUEST FOR EVIDENTIARY HEARING

25. Petitioner’s claims rely on substantial evidence outside the trial record, including
internal State emails (August 11, 2022), FOIA responses (October 2025), subpoenas (July
2024), and court minutes (June 14, 2023). These claims require factual development and an
evidentiary hearing.

26. Petitioner requests that this Court advance this petition to second and third stages,
appoint counsel if required by law, and conduct an evidentiary hearing.

V. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, Petitioner, EHAB ALLABABIDI, respectfully prays that this Honorable
Court:
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A, Find that the Petitioner has made a substantial showing that his constitutional rights were
violated in the proceedings leading to his conviction in case 23 CF 1146;

B. Vacate the judgment of conviction and sentence, allow Petitioner to withdraw his guilty
plea, and restore the case to a pre-plea posture;

C. In the alternative, grant an evidentiary hearing, further discovery, or modification of
sentence; and

D. Grant any additional relief that this Court deems just and proper.

Respcctfull% sgug%itted,

EHAB ALLABARIDI, Petitioner, pro se
8516 W. Winona Street

Chicago, Illinois 60656

Phone: (773) 920-0030

Email: defconSready@gmail.com

VERIFICATION

I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify under penalty of perjury pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109 that I
have read this Petition for Post-Conviction Relief and that the facts stated herein are true and
correct to the best of my knowledge, information, and belief.

Date: |1 /]9/ 2625
EHAB ALLABABIDI

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify that on , 2025, 1 served a copy of
this PETITION FOR POST-CONVICTION RELIEF by depositing it in the United States mail,
postage prepaid, or by other authorized method of service, addressed to:

Lake County State's Attorney
18 N. County Street
Waukegan, [llinois 60085
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\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
#/  LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
People )
v, ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date: December 11, 2025 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Motion Of Defense
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):

Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Guilty
09/08/2025
Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Nolle Prosequi
09/08/2025

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney
Christopher R Stride, Judge

Francis P Derosa, States Attorney

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Appellant, Defendant present in person

Nature of Proceedings:
Event Result: Heard 12/11/2025.

The matter is set for Status on 01/26/2026 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. OF MOTION.

MOTION ENTERED AND CONTINUED
Release
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2.3\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
L5 LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

=
-J|+

)
)
People )
v, ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  January 26, 2026 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Status
Defendant. ) OF MOTION
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):
Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Guilty
09/08/2025
Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Nolle Prosequi
09/08/2025

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney
ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Christopher R Stride, Judge

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Appellant, Defendant present via video

Nature of Proceedings:
Event Result: Heard and Continued 01/26/2026.

The matter is set for Status on 03/10/2026 at 9:00 AM in Courtroom 611. OF MOTION - HEARING -

PERSON.
Release

IN
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

il ki
L'g\f;l J LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
S
)
)
People )
v, ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date:  March 10, 2026 11:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Status
Defendant. ) OF MOTION - HEARING - IN PERSON
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):
Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Guilty
09/08/2025
Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Nolle Prosequi
09/08/2025

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes
Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney
ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Christopher R Stride, Judge

Present in Court

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Case Called 03/10/2026.
STRICKEN FROM CALL - NO SHOW
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE 418126
NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIZ, o
Clerk of th&Caes
Lake County, i

Division of Adult Probation Services

215 West Water Street
Waukegan, IL 60085-5616

Phone:
Fax:

(847) 377-4504
(847)984-5790
MEMORANDUM

TO: STATE'S ATTORNEY, LAKE COUNTY, IL
ATTENTION: Ben Dillon COURT RM: T-611

RE: EHAB ALLABABIDI

ADDRESS: 8516 W Winona St, Chicago, IL 60656
FROM: MARISA CERVANTES, Probation Officer
DATE: 04/08/2026

CASE #: 23CF00001146

THE ABOVE REFERENCED WAS PLACED ON 30 MONTHS Probation by Judge CHRISTOPHER
R. STRIDE on 09/08/2025 for AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM IN VIOLATION OF
AFORESAID ORDER, TO WIT, PARAGRAPH(S) 2, 4, 12, 19, & 23 AS FOLLOWS:

2. Defendant is assessed $2,531.00 in court cost and fees. The defendant has an outstanding balance of
$1,131.00.

4. Defendant tested positive for Amphetamines on 11/20/25. Defendant has not provided an updated
prescription.

12. Defendant failed to report to probation on the following dates: 02/19/26, 02/27/26, 03/10/26,
03/11/26 & 03/26/26.

19. Defendant failed to complete 240 public service hours.

23. Defendant failed to complete the victim impact panel.

RECOMMENDATION: X] REQUEST THAT PETITION BE FILED

[ ] Request hearing to determine status of case with Court
[ ] Take no action
[]

Other/Comments:

COPY: Judge OFFICER: MARISA CERVANTES PHONE: (847)377-3614
Defense Attorney

Probation File Approved By: LORI CARRIER

AOC-3-36-18-R-0399
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FILED

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) SS 5/14/2026 2:06 PM
COUNTY OF LAKE )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH E'E?EEI;'; of lgh - cﬁﬂn
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS Lake Cﬂl..lﬂt"lf
L]

inois
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)
)
VS. ) GENERAL NO: 23CF1146
)
)
EHAB ALLABABIDI )
NOTICE
TO: Defendant: 8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 60656
Attorney:
Probation: Marisa Cervantes, Via Interoffice Mail
CLERK-T611

On May 28™, 2026, at 9:00 A.M. or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, I shall appear in
person before the Honorable Christopher Stride, T-611, or any Judge sitting in his/her stead, in the
Court Room usually occupied by him as a Court Room, Court House, Waukegan, Lake County, Illinois,
and then and there: Arraign the defendant on the attached Petition for Revocation of Probation.

DATED: May 14, 2026

Nicholas Shepherd
Assistant State's Attorney

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)SS
COUNTY OF LAKE ) AFFIDAVIT

I, Nicholas Shepherd, served this notice on May 14, 2026, by mailing/faxinga ¢opy to gach
person to whom it is directed. ;

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me

May 14, 2026. {
Juse Destien Uit~

NOTARY PUBLIC

"OFFICIAL SEAL"
! SASHA BEATRICE ARREAGA
i Notary Public, State Of lllinois
Commission No. 1028199
My Commission Expires March 23, 2030
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FILED

5/14/2026 1:41 PM
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS Erin Cartwright Weinstein
Clerk of the Court
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS Lake County, lllinois
VS.
EHAB ALLABABIDI GEN. NO. 23CF00001146

PETITION FOR REVOCATION

NOW COMES the People of the State of Illinois by Eric F. Rinehart, Lake County State’s
Attorney, by and through, Nicholas Shepherd, Assistant State’s Attorney, and petitions this
Honorable Court to revoke the defendant’s probation, pursuant to 730 ILCS 5/5-6-4. In support
of this petition, the People of the State of Illinois state the following, upon information and
belief:

1. That on or about September 8, 2025, the defendant was placed on 30 months of
probation, for the offense of AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM, a Class
4 Felony.

2. That the defendant’s probation, includes the following condition(s):
A. The defendant shall pay all fines, fees, court costs, assessments, and

restitution.

The defendant shall not use any illegal substance.

The defendant shall report to Probation as directed.

The defendant shall perform 240 hours of public service at a minimum rate of
20 hours per month.

The defendant shall comply with a Live Victim Impact Panel.

oSOw

1

3. The defendant failed to comply with the terms of their probation, and in support
of this allegation, the People state the defendant violated the terms of their
probation in the following manner:

A. The defendant willfully failed to pay court ordered financial obligations.

B. The defendant tested positive for Amphetamine (illegal substance) on or about
11/10/2025.

C. The defendant failed to report to Probation/Compliance on or about
02/19/2026, 02/27/2026, 03/10/2026, 03/11/2026, and 03/26/2026.

D. The defendant failed to provide proof of completion of 240 hours of public
service.

E. The defendant failed to provide proof of completion of the Live Victim
Impact Panel
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WHEREFORE, The People of the State of Illinois pray this Honorable Court revoke the
Defendant’s probation of the said named defendant for failure to perform the conditions of the
sentence heretofore entered, and further moves this Honorable Court to lift the stay on any jail
sentence previously imposed or issue a warrant for the arrest and apprehension of the said named
defendant, who shall be brought immediately to court for the purpose of setting a date of hearing
on said petition or to order a summons to the offender to appear.

The undersigned, having been first duly sworn, states she is informed and believes the
allegations of the above petition are true and correct.

ERIC F. RINEHART

LAKE COUNTY STATE’S ATTORNEY

Nicholas Shepherd v
Assistant State’s Attorney

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
12th day of May, 2026

Jus st st~

NOTARY PUBLIC

} "OFFICIAL SEAL"
SASHA BEATRICE ARREAGA
Notary Public, State Of lllinois
Commission No. 1028199
My Commission Expires March 23, 2030
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I,“‘i:l IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
3L LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
‘:._.I-.g!.a

LT

)
)
People )
v, ) Location: Courtroom 611
) Event Date: May 28, 2026 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type: Arraignment On Petition To Revoke
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):
Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Guilty
09/08/2025
Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Nolle Prosequi
09/08/2025

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge
Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney
ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
MARISSA CERVANTES - Lake County Adult Probation Services

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Case Called 05/28/2026.
Issue Warrant
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS CASE 23CE00001146

NUMBER(S)
VS.
EHAB ALLABABIDI

8516 W. WINONA ST.
CHICAGO, IL 60656

WARRANT OF ARREST - VIOLATION
To all Peace Officers of the State of lllinois:

You are hereby commanded to arrest EHAB ALLABABIDI and bring said person without
unnecessary delay before the judge sitting in First Appearance Court in the Circuit Court of the 19th
Judicial Circuit, Lake County, Illinois, to answer a charge made against said person for a technical
violation while on for the following offense(s):

AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARMSPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT

The defendant shall be held in custody for First Appearance Court.

Issued at Lake County, lllinois on 05/28/2026 /-]

,;'.;Eifi'il:};- :'“-"’ W.ﬂi / ] J

1 ]
&
1 * & 'II\FJI JUDG
PD APPOINTED T &
ARRESTING I HR e :
AGENCY: 1 e 3
Lincolnshire % éﬁl
"'frw-l"”"_.l"m
T 1=~
------------
DOB: 09/24/1996 Race: Sex: Male Hair: Brown Eyes: Brown HGT: 6 WGT: 200
Driver’s License: A41120096272 DL State: IL SSN: State ID:
Vehicle Reg: Veh Make: Year: License Plate:
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Last Name First Middle
Street, RR, Box No.

City State

Charge/Code D.O.W.

Sex Race D.O.B Ht Wt.
Hair Eyes D.L.#
(In)Book Tube Date By

(Out) Book Tube Date By

IN LEADS Date

IN NCIC Date

Cancelled Date By

State of Illinois

County of Lake

named

SS.

I have duly executed the within writ by reading the same to and arresting the within

this

at o’clock

Sheriff By

.M,

as I am herein commanded

day of

20

Fee $

Page 229 of 316



L4]

LT

J(jm f
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT § 2825-
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS =N
CRIMINAL DIVISION Cf&%ﬁ,ﬁ@¢ »
S
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, General No.: 23 CF 1146 x
Plaintiff-Respondent,
Judge: Hon. Christopher Stride, Courtroom
v T-611
EHAB ALLABABIDI,
Defendant-Petitioner, Pro Se. OMNIBUS FILING
OMNIBUS FILING

EMERGENCY NOTICE OF MOTION
SPECIAL APPEARANCE AND DEMAND FOR REMOTE ADJUDICATION
NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTIVE ABANDONMENT BY APPOINTED COUNSEL
INVOCATION OF FARETTA RIGHT TO SELF-REPRESENTATION
WITH STANDBY COUNSEL UNDER MCKASKLE V. WIGGINS
MOTION TO QUASH WARRANT AND DISMISS REVOCATION

INDEX OF OMNIBUS COMPONENTS AND AUTHENTICATED EXHIBITS

I. Jurisdictional & Scheduling Demands
Comp. 1: Emergency Notice of Motion

Comp. 2: Special Appearance & Demand for Remote Hearing (Capture Bypass)

1I. Substantive Constitutional Objections
Comp. 3: Notice of Per Se Sixth Amendment Deprivation (Cronic)
Comp. 4: Faretta Invocation (Conditional on Liberty) & McKaskle Standby Counsel

Comp. 5: Motion to Quash Warrant (Napue/Franks) & Paralyzed Enforcement (Malley)

IT1. Evidentiary Dossier & Federal Directives

Exhibit A: Dkt. 25 — U.S. District Ct. Exhaustion Mandate (1:26-cv-01077, Blakey)

Exhibit B: 42 U.S.C. § 1983 Federal Civil Rights Complaint (N.D. Ill. Intake Submitted June 6,
2026; Case Number Pending Assignment) — Submitted concurrently to establish active federal

preemption (65 pp.)

Certification: Verification (735 ILCS 5/1-109) & Certificate of Service

Puople v, Allababidi, 23 CF 146 — Omnibus: Notice of Motion | Special Appearance | Constructive Abandonment | Quash Werrant Pnme 1 ~8 12
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
CRIMINAL DIVISION

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, General No.: 23 CF 1146

Plaintiff-Respondent,

Judge: Hon. Christopher Stride, Courtroom

v T-611
EHAB ALLABABIDI,

Defendant-Petitioner, Pro Se. EMERGENCY NOTICE QOF MOTION

EMERGENCY NOTICE OF MOTION

Calendar Demand — Ex Parte Emergency Call
Courtroom T-611 before Hon. Christopher Stride

TO THE CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF LAKE COUNTY AND THE LAKE
COUNTY STATE’S ATTORNEY’S OFFICE:

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that on June 9, 2026 at 9:00 AM, or as soon thereafter as Defendant
may be heard, Defendant EHAB ALLABABIDI will bring the attached OMNIBUS FILING —
comprising an Emergency Notice of Motion, Special Appearance, Notice of Constructive
Abandonment by Appointed Counsel, and Motion to Quash Warrant — before the Honorable
Christopher Stride in Courtroom T-611 of the Circuit Court of the Nineteenth Judicial Circuit, Lake

County, lllinois, for an immediate ex parte emergency hearing.

THE CLERK 1S HEREBY DIRECTED to immediately place this matter on the physical
calendar for Conrtroom T-611"s emergency call on the earliest available date. This filing is an omnibus
submission containing the following integrated components, which the Clerk shall docket

simultancously as a single filing:

Component 1: Emergency Notice of Motion (this page) — calendar forcing function demanding

immediate placement on the ex parte emergency call docket.

Component 2; Special Appearance and Demand for Remote Adjudication — invoking this Court’s
Jurisdiction solely to challenge the validity of the warrant, and demanding a remote hearing to

prevent custodial extraction during these proceedings.

Component 3: Notice of Constructive Abandonment by Appointed Counsel, Invocation of Faretta
Right to Self-Representation, and Demand for Appointment of Standby Counsel — establishing

that appointed counsel’s ten (10) day silence since the May 29, 2026 Bailey Russell email during

FPeopie v. Allebubidi, 23 CF 46 — Qmuibus: Notice of Motion | Special Appearance | Comnstructive Abandonnien | Ouash Warran
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an active custodial extraction constitutes per se constructive abandonment, triggering per se

Sixth Amendment deprivation under Cronic.

Component 4: Motion to Quash Warrant and Dismiss Petition for Revocation with Prejudice -
demonstrating that the warrant is void ab initio as the product of sworn fabrication
{Napue/Franks) and a retaliatory extraction mechanism designed to moot pending federal habeas
jurisdiction.

Defendant respectfully notifies the Court that the attached Omnibus Filing is being served
simultaneously upon ASA Nicholas Shepherd, the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office, and the
appointed Public Defender via electronic mail and facsimile transmission. Defendant requests that this

matter be placed on the record as an emergency filing requiring judicial action within 24 hours.

This Emergency Notice of Motion is not severable from the attached components. The Clerk is

directed to docket all pages as a single, continuous Omnibus Filing.

Respectfully submitted,

fs/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se Defendant
8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 60656
(773) 920-0030 | defconSready @ gmail.com
Dated: June 8, 2026

People v. Allababidi. 23 CF J146 — Oumibus: Natice of Motien | Special Appearance | Constraciive Abandonment | Quash Warram Moo s
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICTAL CIRCUIT

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
CRIMINAL DIVISION
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, General No.: 23 CF 1146
Plaintiff-Respondent, Judge: Hon. Christopher Stride, Courtroom
T-611
V.
SPECIAL APPEARANCE AND
EHAB ALLABABIDI, DEMAND FOR REMOTE
Defendant-Petitioner, Pro Se. ADJUDICATION

SPECIAL APPEARANCE AND DEMAND
FOR REMOTE ADJUDICATION

Invoking This Court’s Jurisdiction Solely to Challenge the Validity of the Warrant
Demand for Remote Hearing Under Court’s Video-Conferencing Infrastructure

Defendant EHAB ALLABABIDI makes a Special Appearance before this Court, appearing
specially and solely for the purpose of challenging the validity of the May 28, 2026 no-bond bench
warrant and the underlying Petition for Revocation. Defendant does not waive, and expressly preserves,
all objections to the jurisdiction of this Court over his person, including but not limited to objections

based on insufficient service, lack of notice, and the void ab initio nature of the warrant.

Defendant is not a fugitive. He has never evaded lawful process. Defendant is a federal civil rights
litigant who has mathematically proven — through the State’s own written records — that the warrant
commanding his arrest was procured through Naepue perjury and retaliatory fabrication. The State
cannot weaponize a constitutionally void warrant to compel Defendant’s physical surrender as a
prerequisite to hearing this motion. To require Defendant to walk into Courtroom T-611 is to require
him to walk into the custodial extraction that this filing demonstrates is unconstitutional. Compelling
physical appearance would consummate the very constitutional deprivation this motion seeks to

prevent, and would moot the pending federal injunctive relief before the Article III tribunal can act.

Accordingly, Defendant demands that the hearing on this Omnibus Filing, including the Faretta
colloquy, the Franks hearing, and all other proceedings, be conducted remotely via the Court’s
approved telephonic or video-conference infrastructure (Zoom/WebEx or equivalent). Defendant stands
ready to appear remotely at the Court’s immediate convenience, but demands that the remote hearing
link be transmitted no later than 4:00 PM on June 8, 2026, to avoid triggering the federal constructive
denial mechanism. Defendant provides his active telephone number (773) 920-0030 and email address

defconSready @gmail.com for the purpose of receiving the remote hearing link and any further

Peapie v. Allababidi. 23 CF 1146 — Onwibns: Notice of Motion | Special Appearance | Constructive Ahandonment | Quash Warram
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commuimnications from the Court.

Defendant incorporates by reference his May 28, 2026 Notice of Special Appearance and
Emergency Notice of Fraud on the Court, which was served on this Court, ASA Shepherd, and the Lake
County State’s Attorney’s Office at 7:00 AM on May 28, 2026 — two hours before the warrant hearing

that produced the constitutionally defective warrant challenged herein.

Any order purporting to require Defendant’s physical presence as a condition of being heard on
this filing will be treated as a constructive denial of due process and will be immediately submitted to

the United States District Court in support of the pending federal civil rights action and to the Seventh

Circuit in the pending appeals.

Respectfully submitted,

/s{ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se Defendant
8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 606356
(773) 920-0030 | defconSready @ gmail .com
Dated: June 8, 2026

People v, Aliapeabidi. 23 CF 1146 — Omaifnes: Notice of Mation | Specied Appearoace | Constrictive Abandomnear | Quash Warrain Mome & e
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
CRIMINAL DIVISION
THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, General No.: 23 CF 1146
Plaintiff-Respondent, Judge: Hon. Christopher Stride, Courtroom
T-611
V.
NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTIVE
EHAB ALLABABIDI, ABANDONMENT | FARETTA
Defendant-Petitioner, Pro Se. INVOCATION | MOTION TO QUASH

NOTICE OF CONSTRUCTIVE ABANDONMENT BY APPOINTED COUNSEL,
INVOCATION OF FARETTA RIGHT TO SELF-REPRESENTATION
WITH STANDBY COUNSEL, AND MOTION TO QUASH WARRANT

Sixth Amendment Constructive Abandonment | Per Se Cronic Deprivation
Faretta Invocation | McKaskle v. Wiggins Standby Counsel Demand
Conditional Self-Representation (Liberty-Dependent)
Napue/Franks Void Ab Initio | Federal Witness Tampering 18 U.S.C. § 1512(b)

PRELIMINARY STATEMENT
At 1:03 PM on June 6, 2026, law enforcement officers appeared at Defendant’s front door to

execute the May 28, 2026 no-bond bench warrant. At 5:51 PM, they returned. Both visits are recorded
on the home doorbell video camera system and preserved for this Court’s inspection. The warrant they
came to execute is void. It was procured through sworn fabrication. The State’s own coordinate agency
adjudicated the underlying allegation as compliant five months before ASA Shepherd swore it was
criminal. And while the State deploys armed officers to Defendant’s door, appointed counsel from the
Lake County Public Defender’s Office has refused to discharge her constitutional duty for ten
consecutive days — abandoning Defendant to face an active custodial extraction without
representation, without communication, and without a single filed motion. On this same date,
Defendant — not counsel — filed a Civil Rights Complaint under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 in federal court,

naming every actor in this retaliatory conspiracy as a defendant before an Article II tribunal,

This Court faces a constitutional emergency that will not wait. The warrant is active. Law
enforcement is executing. Counsel is absent. Three simultaneous constitutional crises converge on this

docket, and this Omnibus Filing resolves all three — or documents this Court’s refusal to resolve them,

1. CONSTRUCTIVE ABANDONMENT BY APPOINTED COUNSEL

Defendant was sentenced on September 8, 2025, to a term of probation in this case. Counsel was

appointed from the Lake County Public Defender’s Office to represent Defendant in connection with

the underlying proceedings and the subsequent Petition for Revocation of Probation filed by ASA

People v, Allubalidi, 23 CF 1146 — Onandbs: Notice of Moton | Special Appearance | Constructive Abandonment | Quash Warrant
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Nicholas Shepherd on May 14, 2026.

On Friday, May 29, 2026, at 5:32 PM, Defendant contacted the Lake County Public Defender’s
Office intake desk by telephone and was informed that Bailey Russell (BRussell @lakecountyil.gov) is
the assigned public defender for this matter. That same day, Defendant sent a detailed email to Ms.
Russell at her official county email address, attaching the exculpatory evidence, identifying the Napue
violation, and respectfully requesting her immediate assistance in filing a motion to quash the
constitutionally defective warrant (Exhibit: Gmail printout, "Urgent Request for Assistance: Active
Arrest Warrant (Case 23CF1146)," dated May 29, 2026 at 5:32 PM). Ms. Russell has never responded.
She has not acknowledged receipt. She has not filed any motion. She has not communicated with

Defendant in any manner whatsoever.

Prior to and following this contact, Defendant made multiple additional good-faith attempts to
communicate with appointed counsel by telephone and electronic mail over a period now exceeding ten
(10) days since the May 29, 2026 email identifying Bailey Russell as assigned counsel — the only
communication Defendant has ever had with her. Appointed counsel has failed and refused to respond
to any of Defendant’s communications. During this period of absolute silence from appointed counsel,
the following events occurred: (1) a zero-bond bench warrant was issued against Defendant on May 28,
2026; (2) the Seventh Circuit dismissed two separate emergency appeals (Nos. 26-2133 and 26-2162)
on procedural technicalitics while Defendant was functionally unrepresented; (3) law enforcement
officers made two physical execution attempts at Defendant’s residence on June 6, 2026 at 1:03 PM
and 5:51 PM, both captured on doorbell camera; and (4) Defendant was forced to file an emergency
Motion for Injunction Pending Appeal under Fed. R. App. P. 8(a)(2) in a newly opened Seventh Circuit
appeal (No. 26-2212) entirely without counsel.

Defendant’s Due Diligence Goes Far Above and Beyond What the Law Requires. While
appointed counsel has sat in complete silence for ten (10) days since the May 29 Bailey Russell email,
Defendant has personally litigated multiple simultaneous federal and state proceedings with
extraordinary diligence. On May 27, 2026, at 6:41 PM, Defendant emailed the Seventh Circuit Clerk of
Court (ca07_clerk@ca7.uscourts.gov), the N.D. Illinois Emergency Filings desk, and Chief Judge
Rebecca Pallmeyer directly, with copies to ASA Shepherd and the Hlinois Attorney General's Office,
providing formal notice of the imminent custodial extraction and invoking the Seventh Circuit’s

emergency jurisdiction (Exhibit: Gmail printout, "URGENT JURISDICTIONAL EMERGENCY:

People v. Allababidi, 23 CF 1H6 — Omnibns; Notive of Mation | Special Appearance | Construciive Abandonment | Queask Wearram
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Concurrent Appellate Invocation & Imminent Custodial Evidence Spoliation,” dated May 27, 2026 at
6:41 PM, copy furnished to the Court). Defendant has filed a Motion for Leave to Proceed IFP, a
Petition for Writ of Certiorari in the United States Supreme Court, two federal habeas corpus petitions
under 28 U.S.C. § 2254, a Civil RICO complaint under 18 U.S.C. § 1962, a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 Civil
Rights Complaint — all while appointed counsel has done absolutely nothing. Defendant has even
served process on the Respondents via USM-285 forms under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(c)(3). Appointed
counsel has not filed a single pleading, contacted a single witness, or sent a single communication in

response to Defendant’s repeated entreaties.

The contrast is irreconcilable. While the State deployed armed officers to Defendant’s door on
June 6, appointed counsel did not answer her phone. While ASA Shepherd filed sworn fabrications in
this Court, appointed counsel filed nothing. While the Seventh Circuit dismissed two emergency
appeals on procedural technicalities, appointed counsel sat in absolute silence. While Defendant
personally drafted and filed a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 complaint, a Rule 8 emergency motion, and served
federal process on the Respondents -— all without any assistance whatsoever — the attorney
constitutionally tasked with protecting him produced zero communications, zero filings, and zero

advocacy across ten consecutive days of active custodial extraction.

This is not ineffective assistance of counsel. It is the total absence of counsel. Appointed
counsel’s refusal to communicate with Defendant for ten days during an active custodial extraction
constitutes constructive abandonment within the meaning of the Sixth Amendment. The right to
counsel is not a bureaucratic checkbox satisfied by placing a name on a file. It is a constitutional
guarantee of actual, meaningful representation during the critical stages when the State is attempting to
incarcerate. Strickland v. Washington, 466 U.S. 668, 687 (1984); United States v. Cronic, 466 U.S. 648,
659 (1984) (complete failure to subject the prosecution’s case to meaningful adversarial testing

constitutes per se Sixth Amendment violation requiring no showing of specific prejudice).

Per Se Sixth Amendment Deprivation under Cronic. Defendant does not seek administrative
discipline or grievance procedures against appointed counsel; Defendant seeks a constitutional ruling.
Appointed counsel’s ten (10) day absolute silence during an active custodial extraction constitutes a
complete failure to subject the prosecution’s case to meaningful adversarial testing. Under United
States v. Cronic, 466 U.S. 648, 659 (1984), this is a per se Sixth Amendment deprivation requiring no
showing of specific prejudice. The record is locked. Counsel is functionally absent. This Court is now

constitutionally mandated to either appoint constitutionally effective counsel who will actually
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communicate with Defendant and represent his interests, or immediately conduct a Faretta colloguy

permit Defendant to proceed pro se. No third option exists.

II. INVOCATION OF FARETTA RIGHT TO SELF-REPRESENTATION WITH
APPOINTMENT OF STANDBY COUNSEL

Defendant hereby exercises his constitutional right to self-representation under Faretta v.

California, 422 U.S. 806, 832—35 (1975), and demands an immediate Faretta hearing to formally

waive the appointment of counsel and proceed pro se.

Defendant is competent to proceed pro se. Defendant has demonstrated his ability to navigate
complex federal and state court procedures, including the drafting and filing of a 42 U.S.C. § 1983 civil
rights complaint, a federal habeas corpus petition under 28 U.S.C. § 2254, and a civil RICO complaint
under 18 U.S.C. § 1962. Defendant’s pro se filings have survived initial screening under Rule 4 of the
Rules Governing Section 2254 Cases and have been found by the United States District Court to allege

cognizable claims for relief. Sanders v. Radtke, 48 F.4th 502, 509 (7th Cir. 2022).

Conditional Self-Representation: Self-Representation Is Expressly Conditioned on
Defendant’s Continued Liberty. Defendant’s invocation of his Farerta right is expressly and
irrevocably conditioned on his continued liberty. Self-representation is not a binary choice that follows
Defendant into a jail cell. The ability to conduct a meaningful defense pro se requires: (a) uninterrupted
access to the Internet and legal research databases; (b) possession of and access to personal computing
devices containing case files, exhibits, and legal research; (c) the ability to electronically file documents
with courts; (d) the ability to communicate freely by telephone and email with witnesses, experts, and
court personnel; and (e) the physical freedom to gather evidence, interview witnesses, and appear in

court. All of these capabilities are destroyed upon custodial arrest.

The logic is irreducible. If Defendant is taken into custody on this warrant — which is void ab
initio — Defendant’s Farerta waiver is automatically revoked and rescinded ab initio. Custody destroys
every tool required for self-representation: Westlaw, PACER, e-filing portals, encrypted digital
infrastructure, hardware-level isolation, biometric authentication, and the massive evidentiary datasets
underpinning Defendant’s active Civil RICO action (Case No. 1:25-cv-15800) and CFAA/DTSA
action (Case No. 1:26-cv-03204). Custodial extraction is not merely a restriction of physical liberty —
it operates as the immediate, targeted spoliation of the digital infrastructure required to prosecute state
actors in coordinate federal tribunals. The destruction is instantaneous upon booking and irreversible by

any subsequent court order. Self-representation is physically impossible in custody. The Faretta waiver
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1s therefore expressly and irrevocably conditioned on continued liberty. Any custodial arrest
automatically converts to an involuntary revocation of the waiver, triggering this Court’s constitutional

obligation to appoint effective counsel immediately.

Appointment of Standby Counsel under McKaskle v. Wiggins. While Defendant unequivocally
asserts his right to control the organization and content of his own defense, Defendant formally requests
the appointment of Standby Counsel pursuant to McKaskle v. Wiggins, 465 U.S. 168 (1984), to assist
strictly with procedural logistics, service of process, administrative execution, and filing coordination,
without interfering with Defendant’s absolute strategic autonomy. Standby counsel shall serve as a
procedural runner — handling subpoenas, physical filings, and court date coordination — while
Defendant retains 100% control over the substance, strategy, and content of his defense. The
appointment of standby counsel is particularly appropriate here given the volume of simuitaneous
federal and state proceedings and the documented state-created impediment that has blocked
Defendant’s access to the Clerk’s office. McKaskle, 465 U.S. at 183 (standby counsel’s role is to assist

the pro se defendant without destroying the defendant’s control over his own defense).

This Court is required to conduct a Faretta hearing before permitting a defendant to proceed pro
se. United States v. Johnson, 980 F.3d 570, 576 (7th Cir. 2020) (applying the “totality of the record”
standard for waiver of counsel); United States v. Balsiger, 910 F.3d 942, 951 (7th Cir. 2018).
Defendant unequivocally requests to proceed pro se and demands that this hearing be conducted

remotely at the earliest available date.

III. MOTION TO QUASH WARRANT AND DISMISS PETITION FOR
REVOCATION WITH PREJUDICE
Mandatory Exhaustion of State Remedies Pursuant to Federal Directive. On May 29, 2026,

the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois issued a minute order in Allababidi
v. Junkin, Case No. 1:26-cv-01077 (Dkt. 25). Invoking the Younger abstention doctrine, the Article 111
tribunal issued a binding directive: “If Petitioner has legitimate concerns about the state case he must
raise them with the state court in the first instance.” (A true and correct copy of the federal order is
attached hereto as Exhibit A.) This Omnibus Filing constitutes Defendant’s strict compliance with that
federal mandate. If this Court refuses to docket, hear, or adjudicate the verified Napue perjury
contained herein, it acts in direct defiance of the federal exhaustion directive, rendering the state forum
objectively inadequate under Gibson v. Berryhill, 411 U.S. 564, 577 (1973), and triggering immediate

federal review.
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A. The Warrant Is Void Ab Initio — Procured Throngh Sworn Fabrication. The warrant
rests on a knowingly false statement in the Petition for Revocation. Paragraph 3 alleges Defendant
tested positive for “Amphetamine (illegal substance)” on November 10, 2025. This allegation is
mathematically false. The Cook County Adult Probation Department received the identical laboratory
result, verified Defendant’s lawful Adderall prescription, and formally adjudicated the test as compliant
on December 10, 2025 — five months before ASA Shepherd swore to the Petition. Under Franks v.
Delaware, 438 U.8. 154, 155—56 (1978), and Napue v. [llinois, 360 U.S. 264, 269 (1959), the warrant

must be voided.

B. The 185-Day Gap. Adderall has a plasma half-life of 10—13 hours. If ASA Shepherd
genuinely believed Defendant was using illegal amphetamines, immediate enforcement would have
been warranted. Instead, he waited 185 days — allowing Defendant to file federal habeas petitions,
serve federal process, and pass Rule 4 screening under Sanders v. Radtke — before deploying the stale

test result as a pretext for custodial extraction eight days before the federal habeas deadline.

C. No Probable Cause Hearing. The warrant was issued without any probable cause hearing or
taking of testimony, despite the Court having received a formal Notice of Fraud on the Court at 7:00

AM on May 28, 2026, two hours before the hearing. Gerstein v. Pugh, 420 U.8. 103, 111—14 (1975).

D. Prosecutor’s Communication Blockade. ASA Shepherd’s signature block contains no phone
number, no email, no office extension — a violation of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 131(b) and a

calculated communication blockade. Hicks v. Oklahoma, 447 U.S. 343, 346 (1980).

E. Anonymous Probation Officer. The supervising officer refused to identify herself on
February 19, 2026, and generated zero calls during the March 10, 2026 Compliance Window (12:00
PM to 4:00 PM). 730 ILCS 5/5-6-4(c). A defendant cannot willfully fail to report to a faceless

enforcement apparatus.

F. The Warrant Is Federal Witness Tampering. Every element of 18 U.S.C. § 1512(b) is
satisfied: (1) the State had actual knowledge of pending federal habeas proceedings; (2) ASA Shepherd
presented a sworn falsehood to obtain the warrant (misleading conduct); and (3) the revocation petition
scheduled the arraignment exactly 8 days before the federal response deadline (intent to hinder federal

proceedings). In re Grand Jury Subpoena, 57 F.4th 135, 162 (D.C. Cir. 2023).
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G. Mandatory Judicial Notice of Active Federal Civil Rights Action. Pursuant to Hlinois Rule
of Evidence 201, Defendant demands this Court take Mandatory Judicial Notice of the active federal
civil rights action, Alfababid: v. Shepherd, et al., tiled via the United States Districi Court N.D. IIL. Pro
Se Portal on June 6, 2026 (Case Number Pending Assignment). A true and correct copy of the
submitted 65-page Federal Complaint, along with its electronic transmission receipt, is attached hereto
as Exhibit B and incorporated by reference. This Court is now on actual, verified notice that
proceeding with this revocation places this tribunal in direct conflict with an active Article I
adjudication regarding the constitutionality of this exact warrant. The federal complaint specifically
alleges that the May 28, 2026 warrant was procured through a multi-agency retaliatory conspiracy,
prosecutorial fabrication of evidence, and the knowing submission of false sworn testimony in violation
of Napue and the Fourteenth Amendment. This Court cannot adjudicate the validity of the revocation
without directly conflicting with the pending federal adjudication of the identical factual predicate.
Colorado River Water Conservation Dist. v. United States, 424 U.S. 800, 817 (1976) (federal courts
have exclusive jurisdiction over federal claims; state courts must defer where parallel federal litigation

presents the identical controversy).

IV. THE MATHEMATICAL TIMELINE — RETALIATION AS LOGICAL
CERTAINTY

l Event I Significance

Dec. 10, 2025 Cook County adjudicates drug  Amphetamine allegation resolved in Defendant’s

test compliant favor

Apr. 13,2026  Federal habeas deadline set  State ordered to answer by June 5 in both habeas

cases
May 14,2026  Revocation petition filed Exactly 31 days after deadline; false drug allegation

May 1521 Mail spoliation: 7-day transit Memorial Day compresses response to 3 business

in 14-day window days

May 28,2026  No-bond warrant issued at 8 days before federal deadline; no PC hearing
9:00 AM

June 6, 2026 Two execution attempts Doorbell camera confirmed; federal § 1983 filed
{1:03 PM, 5:51 PM) 6/6/2026
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The cumulative weight of this timeline is not circumstantial — it is mathematical. Seven
independent state actions, spanning two counties, three agencies, and 185 days of strategic delay,
converge on a single operational objective: the physical incarceration of a federal habeas petitioner
eight days before the federal court required the State to answer. The statistical probability that this

alignment is coincidental is functionally zero.

V. THE JUNE 6, 2026 EXECUTION ATTEMPTS — LIABILITY CREATED
A formal NOTICE OF DEFECTIVE WARRANT was served on June 6, 2026 on the Lincolnshire

Police Department, CPD 16th District, Corporation Counsel, and Village Attorney via certified mail,
email, and facsimile. That Notice: (a) strips qualified immunity from any officer executing the warrant
after receipt (Malley v. Briggs, 475 U.S. 335 (1986)); (b) bars municipal indemnification under 745
ILCS 10/2-202 and 10/9-102; (c) invokes the 7th Circuit duty to intervene under Byrd v. Brishke, 466
F.2d 6 (7th Cir. 1972); and (d) activates a mandatory litigation hold under Fed. R. Civ. P. 37(e)

preserving all dispatch logs, BWC footage, and doorbell camera evidence from the Tune 6, 2026 visits.

Notice of Paralyzed Enforcement — The Institutional Paradox. This Court is formally
notified that on June 6, 2026, the executing agencies (Chicago Police Department 16th District and
Lincolnshire Police Department) were served with formal Malley v. Briggs liability notices
accompanied by the objective, documentary proof of Napue perjury. The legal consequence is absolute:
the qualified immunity of every officer in the chain of command is permanently destroyed. Municipal
indemnification is barred under 745 ILCS 10/2-202 and 745 ILCS 10/9-102. Every officer who
executes this warrant faces personal, individual, uninsured liability for all compensatory and punitive

damages — with no municipal treasury, no union fund, and no governmental shield to rescue them.

The institutional paradox is now complete. This Court maintains a warrant that its own coordinate
law enforcement agencies cannot legally execute without exposing their individual officers to personal
financial destruction under 42 U.S.C. § 1983. The warrant’s sole remaining function is not law
enforcement — it is the denial of Defendant’s safe passage to this courthouse to defend against the very
revocation the warrant was designed to enforce, and to prevent him from prosecuting his active federal
civil rights action (Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al., Exhibit B). The State has constructed a constitutional
trap: incarcerate Defendant if he appears, default him if he does not. This Court must dismantle that

trap today.

VI.IRREPARABLE HARM
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If the warrant is executed: (1) encrypted ESI underpinning the federal RICO action
(1:25-cv-15800) is permanently destroyed; (2) Defendant’s federal habeas petitions are mooted; (3) the
newly-filed § 1983 federal action is impaired; (4) the Seventh Circuit’s appellate jurisdiction over
Appeal No. 26-22]2 (the active appeal) is jeopardized; and (5) Defendant’s ability to prosecute the

active federal civil rights action (Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al., Exhibit B) is permanently impaired.

Self-Executing Constructive Denial — Formal Judicial Notice of Consequences. This is not a
request. It is a mathematical notice. If the Lake County Circuit Clerk refuses to docket this Omnibus
Filing, or if this Court fails to transmit the demanded remote hearing link by 4:00 PM on June 8, 2026,
Defendant will certify such refusal directly to the United States District Court for the Northern District
of Illinois as the final, irrevocable exhaustion of state remedies. The certification will permanently
satisfy the bad-faith and inadequate state forum exceptions to the Younger Abstention doctrine under
Gibson v. Berryhill, 411 U.S. 564, 577 (1973), and Dombrowski v. Pfister, 380 U.S. 479, 490 (1965),
thereby clearing the path for an immediate federal injunction against this Court’s continued
enforcement of the constitutionally void warrant. The federal court has already directed Defendant to
raise his concerns here first (Exhibit A, Dkt. 25). This filing is that directive’s fulfillment. If this Court

refuses to act, the federal court will.

VIL. PRAYER FOR RELIEF
WHEREFORE, Defendant Ehab Allababidi respectfully demands:

(1) Quash and vacate the May 28, 2026 no-bond bench warrant immediately as void ab initio

under Napue and Franks,

(2) Order all law enforcement agencies to cease execution, recall active LEADS/NCIC entries,

and return the warrant unexecuted;

(3) Find that appointed counsel has constructively abandoned Defendant and relieve counsel of

any further obligation;

{4} Conduct an immediate Farerta hearing to permit Defendant to proceed pro se, conditional on

his continued liberty, with appointment of standby counsel under McKaskle v. Wiggins;

(5) In the event of custodial arrest on this warrant, automatically rescind the Faretta waiver and

appoint constitutionally effective counsel;

(6) Dismiss the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation with prejudice;
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(7) Hold an immediate Franks hearing;
(8) Issue an order to show cause to ASA Shepherd for presenting sworn falsehoods to this Court;

(9) Refer this matter to the appropriate disciplinary authority for investigation of ASA Shepherd’s

conduet in presenting fabricated evidence to this Court; and
{10) Grant such other relief as justice requires.

This Court now faces a binary constitutional imperative. Either this Court quashes the void
warrant, conducts the Faretta colloquy, and adjudicates the verified Napue perjury on the merits — or
this Court’s refusal to act becomes the final, documented proof that the state forum is constitutionally
inadequate, permanently clearing the path for the federal Article III tribunal to exercise the jurisdiction

this Court declined. There is no third option. The record is open and the clock is running.

VERIFICATION UNDER 735 ILCS 5/1-109
I, EHAB ALLABABIDI (DOB: September 24, 1996), declare under penalty of perjury under the

laws of the State of Illinois pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109 that the facts set forth in the foregoing
Omnibus Filing are true and correct based on my personal knowledge, except those matters stated on
information and belief, which I believe to be true. I confirm that the June 6, 2026 execution attempts at
1:03 PM and 5:51 PM were recorded on my front doorbell video camera system, and the recordings are

preserved for this Court’s inspection.

Respectfuily submitted,

{s/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se Defendant
8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 60656
(773) 920-0030 | defconSready @ gmail.com
Dated: June 8, 2026
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify under penalty of perjury that on June 8, 2026, I caused the foregoing
OMNIBUS FILING: EMERGENCY NOTICE OF MOTION, SPECIAL APPEARANCE, NOTICE
OF CONSTRUCTIVE ABANDONMENT, AND MOTION TO QUASH WARRANT, together with
all incorporated Exhibits, to be served upon the following parties.

Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 11(c) and the exigent circumstances generated by the active
custodial warrant, service was executed concurrently via direct electronic mail and confirmed facsimile
transmission to the official operational channels of the recipients listed below:

ASA Nicholas Shepherd
Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
Email: nshepherd @lakecountyil.gov

Eric F. Rinehart, State’s Attorney
Lake County State’s Attorney's Office
Email: statesattorney @lakecountyil.gov

Lake County Public Defender’s Office
18 N. County Street, Waukegan, IL 60085
(Notice to appointed counsel; Cronic deprivation record)

Village Attorney
Village of Lincolnshire
1 Olde Half Day Road
Lincolnshire, IL 60069
Fax: (847) 883-8608

Corporation Counsel

City of Chicago Department of Law
121 N. LaSalle Street, Room 600
Chicago, IL. 60602

Fax: (312) 744-5185

A copy of this Omnibus Filing was concurrently transmitted to the Clerk of the United States District
Court for the Northern District of Illinois for integration with the active federal civi! rights action
(Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al., filed June 6, 2026; Case Number Pending Assignment).

Executed under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 11 and 735 ILCS 5/1-109.
fs/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se Defendant
Dated: June 8, 2026
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Case: 1:26-cv-01077 Document #: 25 Filed: 05/29/26 Page 1 of 1 PageiD #:275

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE Northern District of Illinois — CM/ECF NextGen 1.9 (rev. 1.9)
Eastern Division

Ehab Allababidi
Plaintiff,
V. Case No.: 1:26—cv-01077
Honorable John Robert Blakey
Matt Junkin

Defendant. ,6.(\'\\'\0“\* _P‘

NOTIFICATION OF DOCKET ENTRY

This docket entry was made by the Clerk on Friday, May 29, 2026:

MINUTE entry before the Honorable John Robert Blakey: Petitioner filed an
"emergency motion for temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction," [16],
claiming that Lake County prosecutors are moving to revoke his supervision in retaliation
for filing the instant lawsuit; he seeks an order barring the state case from proceeding and
also claims he will be unable to defend his case while detained. Initially, detainees
traditionally and consistently litigate their cases while in custody, and his claim of being
unable to litigate his case while in jail remains frivolous. Moreover, federal courts may
generally not interfere with state court proceedings, see Younger v. Harris, 401 U.S. 37
(1971). If Petitioner has legitimate concerns about the state case he must raise them with
the state court in the first instance. The Court admonishes Plaintiff that he should refrain
from filing pleadings beyond his reply in support of the habeas corpus petition without
leave of Court. Additionally, the Office of the Hlinois Attorney General has filed a notice
of non—involvement [12] and no one from the Office of the Lake County State's Attorney
has appeared. The Court, on its own motion, extends Respondent's responsive pleading
deadline to 7/10/26, and directs the Clerk to mail a copy of this order to Eric F. Rinehatrt,
State's Attorney, Lake County, 18 N. County Street, 3rd Floor, Waukegan, IL 60085. The
Clerk shall also email a copy of this order to statesattorney @lakecountyil.gov. Mailed
notice. (evw, )

ATTENTION: This notice is being sent pursuant to Rule 77(d) of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure or Rule 49(c) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. Tt was
generated by CM/ECEF, the automated docketing system used to maintain the civil and
criminal dockets of this District. If a minute order or other document is enclosed, please
refer to it for additional information.

For scheduled events, motion practices, recent opinions and other information, visit our
web site at www.ilnd.uscourts.gov.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION
EHAB ALLABABIDI, Case No.: 1:26-¢cv-0
Plaintiff, Pro Se,
V.

NICHOLAS SHEPHERD, Assistant State’s
Attorney, Lake County;

MARISA CERVANTES, Adult Probation Officer,
Lake County;

DESTINY LEE, Adult Probation Officer,

Cook County;

MARGARET K, FONTANA, Director, Division of
Adult Probation Services, 19th Judicial Circuit éx\m\pxsr
(L.ake County);

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS,

COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS,
Municipal Defendants. JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

COMPLAINT FOR DEPRIVATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS
UNDER 42 US.C. § 1983
First Amendment Retaliation | Fourth Amendment Malicious Prosecution
Fourteenth Amendment Due Process (Fabrication of Evidence)
Supervisary Liability | Conspiracy to Deprive Civil Rights
Jury Trial Demanded

Judge: (To Be Assigned)
Magistrate: (To Be Assigned)

TABLE OF CONTENTS
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IT1. Exception to the Anti-Infunction Act and the Younger Abstention Doctrine
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A. The Federal Habeas Deadlines (April 13, 2026)
B. The Retaliatory Petition for Revocation (May 14, 2026)
C. The Anonymous Officer (February 19, 2026)
D. The Mobility Kill (January 14, 2026)
E. The Litigation Hold (May 22, 2026)
F. The 7:00 AM Fraud Notice (May 28, 2026)
G. The Warrant Execution (May 28, 2026)
H. The Post-Warrant Lure (May 29, 2026)
L. The Causal Nexus: AG Withdrawal and Local Retaliation
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VI. Claims for Relief
Count I First Amendment Retaliation (All Defendants)

AHahabich v, Sheplerd, ctul 42 US.C § 1983 Crvil Rishas Compluim Dana 1 ~F72
Page 247 of 316



Count II: Fourteenth Amendment Due Process (Shepherd)
Count III: Fourth Amendment Malicious Prosecution (Shepherd, Cervantes)
Count IV: Supervisory Liability (Fontana)
Count V: Conspiracy to Deprive Civil Rights (All Defendants)
Count VI: Municipal Liability (Monell) (Lake County, Cook County)
VII. Damages
VIII. Anticipatory Rebuttal of Immunity Defenses
IX. Prayer for Reliel
X. Jury Demand
Declaration Under Penalty of Pegjury
Certificate of Service
Index of Exhibits

INDEX OF EXHIBITS
The following exhibits are attached hereto and incorporated by reference as though fully set forth

herein, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c) and authenticated under Fed. R. Evid. 902(1), 902(13), and
902(14):

Exhibit 1: Cook County Adult Probation Drug Test Correspondence - Officer Adison Weeks
confirmation emaiis (December 8 and 10, 2025) establishing prescription verification and “all negative”
adjudication

Exhibit 2: Petition for Revocation of Probation (May 14, 2026) — filed by ASA Nicholas Shepherd,
containing the knowingly false “Amphetamine (illegal substance)” allegation and the Rule 131(b)-violating
signature block omitting all contact information

Exhibit 3: Pitney Bowes Envelope with USPS Tracking — forensic timestamps proving the two-stage mail
delay (May 15 meter stamp, May 18 USPS intake, May 21 delivery)

Exhibit 4: Formal Memorialization Email (February 19, 2026) — sent to Director Fontana, documenting
the anonymous officer call and requesting identification

Exhibit 5: Lake County Court Minute Entry (May 28, 2026) — reflecting Defendant Cervantes’s physical
presence at the warrant hearing

Exhibit 6: Warrant of Arrest (May 28, 2026) — commanding all peace officers to arrest Plaintiff and hold
without bond

Exhibit 7: Cervantes Post-Warrant Letter (May 29, 2026) — first and only communication from the
assigned probation officer, sent one day after the warrant executed

Exhibit 8: Notice of Mandatory Litigation Hold (May 22, 2026) — served on all Defendants, identifying
the fabricated drug allegation and forensic spoliation of response time

Exhibit 9: Notice of Special Appearance and Fraud on the Court — filed with the Lake County Circuit
Clerk identifying Napue perjury

Exhibit 10: Emergency Email to Circuit Clerk and All Defendants (May 28, 2026, 7:00 AM) — attaching
exculpatory evidence and warning that issuing the warrant would constitute federal witness tampering
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I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT

This case exposes a coordinated, multi-agency retaliatory conspiracy to incarcerate a federal civil

rights litigant eight days before his federal habeas deadline. The mechanism was surgically precise: a
prosecutor who swore under oath that a lawfully prescribed medication was an “illegal substance™; a
probation officer who concealed her identity for 100 days to manufacture a fake “failure to report”
default; a second probation officer who demanded impossible physical appearances despite
documented vehicle sabotage; and a supervisory director who received written notice of the entire

scheme and did nothing.

The mathematical timeline is the confession. On April 13, 2026, a federal court set habeas
deadlines for June 5, 2026. Exactly thirty-one days later, on May 14, 2026, Defendant Shepherd filed a
Petition for Revocation built on a drug allegation that the State’s own coordinate agency had formally
adjudicated as compliant five months earlier. The arraignment was scheduled for May 28, 2026 —
eight days before the federal deadline. The State’s mailroom then held the notice for 96 hours over
Memorial Day weekend, compressing Plaintiff’s window to seck federal emergency intervention to
exactly three business days. When Plaintiff sent an Emergency Notice of Fraud on the Court at 7:00
AM on May 28 — two full hours before the warrant hearing — the state court issued a zero-bond bench
warrant anyway, without conducting a probable cause hearing, without taking testimony, and without

acknowledging the exculpatory evidence served upon it that morning.

This is not a close case. The evidence is not circumstantial. The State’s own written records
mathematically disprove the sworn allegation in the Petition for Revocation. The conspiracy is not
inferred from parallel conduct — it is demonstrated by cross-jurisdictional data extraction,
synchronized court appearances, deliberate mail delays, and a post-warrant lure letter sent the day after
the custodial extraction was already consummated. Plaintiff brings this action under 42 U.S.C. § 1983
to obtain declaratory and injunctive relief, compensatory and punitive damages, and to vindicate the

constitutional rights that Drefendants have conspired to destroy.

I1. JURISDICTION AND VENUE
1. This action arises under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and the First, Fourth, and Fourteenth Amendments to the

United States Constitution. This Court has subject-matter jurisdiction under 28 U.S.C. § 1331 (federal

question) and 28 U.S.C. § 1343(a)(3) (civil rights).
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2. Venue is proper in the Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §
1391(b) because all Defendants reside in or committed the acts alleged within this District, and the

events giving rise to this action occurred substantially within this District.

3. This Court may award declaratory and injunctive relief under 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201-2202 and Fed. R.
Civ. P. 57 and 65. Plaintiff seeks compensatory and punitive damages under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 and Fed.
R. Civ. P.38.

III. EXCEPTION TO THE ANTI-INJUNCTION ACT AND THE YOUNGER
ABSTENTION DOCTRINE
4. This Court’s exercise of jurisdiction is not barred by the Anti-Injunction Act, 28 U.S.C. § 2283,

because 42 U.S.C. § 1983 is an Act of Congress that expressly authorizes federal courts to enjoin

unconstitutional proceedings in state courts. Mitchum v. Foster, 407 U.S. 225, 243 (1972).

5. This Court’s intervention is independently required under the bad-faith, harassment, and
extraordinary circumstances exceptions to the Younger abstention doctrine. The state prosecution in
Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146 was brought in bad faith because Defendant Shepherd filed a
verified Petition for Revocation containing assertions that are mathematically disproven by the written
records of the State’s own coordinate agency (Exhibit 1). The prosecution is maintained with no
reasonable expectation of obtaining a valid revocation on the merits, but is instead explicitly calculated
to serve as an instrument of harassment and a jurisdictional race condition to meot active federal habeas
dockets before the June 5, 2026, deadline. Dombrowski v. Pfister, 380 U.S. 479, 490 (1965); Huffman
v. Pursue, Ltd., 420 U.S. 592, 611 (1975).

6. The state court is incapable of providing an adequate forum for adjudication of Plaintiff’s federal
constitutional rights because the local state apparatus has actively insulated itself from communication
by omitting mandatory contact parameters under lilinois Supreme Court Rule 131(b), executing a
zero-bond bench warrant without conducting a minimum probable cause hearing or taking testimony,
and issuing the warrant despite having received written notice of the Napue perjury two hours before

the hearing (Exhibits 9, 10). Gibson v. Berryhill, 411 U.S. 564, 577 (1973).

IV. PARTIES
7. Plaintiff EHAB ALLABABIDI (DOB: September 24, 1996) is a natural person residing at 8516 W.

Winona St., Chicago, lllinois 60656. Plaintiff is a citizen of the United States and is proceeding pro se.

Plaintiff is subject to an active no-bond bench warrant issued in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146,
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executed on May 28, 2026, at 9:00 AM, by the coordinated actions of the Defendants named herein.

Plaintiff challenges the constitutionality of that warrant and the retaliatory scheme that produced it.

8. Defendant NICHOLAS SHEPHERD is an Assistant State’s Attorney employed by the Lake
County State’s Attorney’s Office, 18 N. County Street, Waukegan, Illinois 60085. Defendant Shepherd
is sued in his individual capacity for damages and in his official capacity for prospective declaratory
and injunctive relief. He drafted, signed, and filed the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation of
Probation in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146, which contained a sworn, knowingly false allegation
that Plaintiff tested positive for an “illegal substance” when Defendant knew the result was attributable
to a lawfully prescribed medication. Defendant Shepherd deliberately omitted his phone number and
email address from the pleading in violation of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 131(b), blocking Plaintiff

from contacting him to present exculpatory evidence before the warrant issued.

9. Defendant MARISA CERVANTES is an Adult Probation Officer employed by the Lake County
Adult Probation Department. Defendant Cervantes is sued in her individual capacity for damages and
in her official capacity for prospective declaratory and injunctive relief. On information and belief, she
was the anonymous officer who contacted Plaintiff on February 19, 2026, at approximately 3:00 PM,
deliberately refusing to identify herself by name, supervisory authority, or direct contact information.
She executed the “Impossibility Trap™ by concealing her identity for 100 days and manufacturing a
fake “failure to report” default. She physically appeared in Courtrcom T-611 on May 28, 2026,
alongside ASA Shepherd to ensure the no-bond warrant was issued. She waited until May 29, 2026 —
the day after the warrant was signed - to finally email Plaintiff, luring him into a custodial extraction

that had already been executed.

10. Defendant DESTINY LEE is an Adult Probation Officer employed by the Cook County Adult
Probation Department. Defendant Lee is sued in her individual capacity for damages and in her official
capacity for prospective declaratory and injunctive relief. On January 30, 2026, she demanded an
tmpossible in-person appearance despite possessing actual, written knowledge of the “Mobility Kill”
(the deliberately severed serpentine belt on Plaintiff’s vehicle on January 14, 2026, documented as
Predicate Act 6 in Case No. 1:25-cv-15800). She participated in the coordinated enforcement scheme to
weaponize Plaintiff’s physical immobility and manufacture a technical default. She only suspended her
threat of immediate violation proceedings after Plaintiff explicitly invoked the pending federal RICO

action on the recorded call.
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11. Defendant MARGARET K. FONTANA is the Director of the Division of Adult Probation
Services for the 19th Judicial Circuit (Lake County). Defendant Fontana is sued in her individual
capacity for damages and in her official capacity for prospective declaratory and injunctive relief. She
was served with the February 19, 2026 Formal Memorialization (Exhibit 4), placing her on actual
notice that her probation officer was operating anonymously, had created an “Impossibility Trap”, and
was acting in concert with the prosecutor to manufacture a default. Defendant Fontana failed to
intervene, failed to identify the officer, and failed to correct the communication blockade, thereby

ratifying the constitutional deprivation.

V.FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
A. The Federal Habeas Deadlines (April 13, 2026)

12. On April 13, 2026, the United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois entered

Minute Orders [Dkt. 11] in two separate federal habeas corpus proceedings: Allababidi v. Junkin, Case
No. 1:26-cv-01077 (the Lake County habeas), and Alilababidi v. Chief Adult Probation Officer, Case
No. 1:25-cv-15181 (the Cook County habeas). Both orders directed the Respondents to “answer or

otherwise respond” by June 5, 2026,

13. The Court found that Plaintiff alleged “a cognizable claim for relief” under the Rule 4 standard of
Sanders v. Radtke, 48 F.4th 502, 509 (7th Cir. 2022). The State was on notice that Plaintiff’s

constitutional claims would be adjudicated by a federal court within 53 days.

B. The Retaliatory Petition for Revocation (May 14, 2026)
14. Exactly thirty-one days after the federal habeas deadlines were set, Defendant Shepherd filed a

Petition for Revocation of Probation in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146, scheduling a mandatory
arraignment for May 28, 2026 - exactly eight days before the June 5, 2026 federal response deadline

in both habeas cases.

15. The Petition for Revocation alleged that Plaintiff tested positive for “Amphetamine (illegal
substance)” on November 10, 2025. This allegation was knowingly false. The Cook County Adult
Probation Department — a coordinate agency of the State of lllinois — had aircady received the
identical laboratory result, verified the lawful Adderall prescription, and formally adjudicated the test
as compliant on December 10, 2025. Officer Adison Weeks confirmed in writing on December 8, 2025
that Plaintiff’s “drug test results were all negative”, and on December 10, 2025, that “it is all negative

in my eyes because I know you are still taking the Adderall.” (See Exhibit 1, attached and incorporated
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by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c).)

16. Defendant Shepherd’s signature block on the Petition for Revocation contains no phone number, no
email address, and no office extension — a direct violation of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 131(b). This
omission was not inadvertent. It was a calculated communication blockade designed to prevent Plaintiff
from contacting the prosecutor to present exculpatory evidence before the warrant could issue. (See

Exhibit 2, attached and incorporated by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c).)

17. The State’s own internal Pitney Bowes postage meter (ZIP 60085) stamped the physical envelope
on Friday, May 15, 2026, one day after notarization. However, the envelope was withheld from the
USPS Carol Stream processing facility until Monday, May 18, 2026, at 4:00 PM. Delivery was not
completed until Thursday, May 21, 2026. In a 14-day procedural window, the State intentionally
consumed exactly 50% of the timeline in transit. Because May 25, 2026, is Memorial Day, the 7-day
transit delay compressed Plaintiff’s operational window to seek federal cmergency injunctive relief to
exactly three business days. The Pitney Bowes postage meter stamp (May 15) is a government-audited
forensic timestamp proving the State held the envelope for at least one full day after notarization before
even applying postage. The USPS barcode confirms a second multi-day hold between the Pitney Bowes
meter and actual USPS intake. This deliberate two-stage delay is direct evidence of the forum
spoliation component of the conspiracy. (See Exhibit 3, attached and incorporated by reference under

Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c).)

C. The Anonymous Officer (February 19, 2026)
[8. On February 19, 2026, at approximately 3:00 PM, Plaintiff received a single telephone call from a

newly assigned Lake County probation officer who: (a) refused to provide her name; (b) refused to
identify her supervising authority; and (c) refused to provide direct contact information. The officer’s
initial attempt to “command” an in-person appearance on March 10, 2026, was downgraded upon
Plaintiff’s request for clarification to: “Well, if you are able to make it here on March 10, 2026, I would

appreciate it.”

19. Plaintiff immediately memorialized this call in a Formal Memorialization email sent to Director
Fontana, the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office, and the Circuit Clerk. The email states: “Because
her identity and direct contact information were not clearly established during the call, Director
Fontana is formally requested to forward this communication to her immediately.” (See Exhibit 4,

attached and incorporated by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c).) The State never identified the
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officer. She never contacted Plaintiff again.

20. Plaintiff established a Constructive Compliance Window from 12:00 PM to 4:00 PM on March 10,
2026, making himself fully available for a telephonic or video check-in at Plaintiff’s verified contact
vectors. The State initiated zero calls during this four-hour window. No call logs. No voicemail. No
email. No field contact. The State deliberately abandoned its supervisory duty to manufacture the

technicai default it now prosecutes.

D. The Mobility Kill (January 14, 2026)
21. On January 14, 2026, three hours before an in-person hearing on a RICO-related matter, the

serpentine belt of Plaintiff’s mother’s vehicle — which she was using to drive Plaintiff to court as his
sole driver after his license was revoked on October 3, 2025 — was deliberately severed. This sabotage
is documented as Predicate Act 6 in Allababidi v. Advocate Health, et al, N.D. Ill. Case No.
1:25-cv-15800, Dkt. 21. The cut was a clean 90-degree blade cut with no fraying, no tensile

deformation, and zero dry rot. The repair cost was $2,850.00.

22. Defendant Lee possessed actual, written knowledge of this sabotage yet demanded an in-person
appearance on January 30, 2026, under threat of immediate violation proceedings. She only suspended
the threat after Plaintiff invoked the pending federal RICO action. Defendant Cervantes and Defendant
Shepherd also possessed actual knowledge via the February 19, 2026 Formal Memorialization, which

documented the vehicle sabotage and Plaintiff’s physical inability to travel to Waukegan.

E. The Litigation Hold (May 22, 2026)
23. On May 22, 2026, Plaintiff served a Notice of Mandatory Litigation Hold (Exhibit 8, attached and

incorporated by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c)) on the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office,
ASA Shepherd, and all Defendants. The Litigation Hold explicitly identified the fabricated drug
allegation, the anonymous officer’s identity concealment, the deliberate omission of contact
information, and the forensic spoliation of Plaintiff’s response time. All Defendants had actual, written
notice of the constitutional violations six days before the warrant executed. The Litigation Hold
specifically demanded that all Defendants: (a) preserve all electronic communications, phone records,
text messages, and emails relating to the probation supervision of Plaintiff; (b) preserve all internal
memoranda, case notes, and supervisory directives relating to Case No. 23 CF 1146; (c) refrain from
destroying, altering, or concealing any records subject to the litigation hold; and (d) immediately cease

all retaliatory enforcement actions pending federal adjudication. No Defendant responded to the
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Litigation Hold. No Defendant acknowledged receipt. No Defendant withdrew or modified the Petition
for Revocation despite having six full days of actual notice that its central factual allegation was

demonstrably false.

F. The 7:00 AM Fraud Notice (May 28, 2026)
24. At 7:00 AM on May 28, 2026 — two full hours before the 9:00 AM warrant hearing — Plaintiff

sent an Emergency Special Appearance and formal Notice of Fraud on the Court (Exhibit 10) via email
to the Lake County Circuit Clerk, ASA Shepherd, the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office, and the
DOJ Public Integrity Section, with copies to Defendants Lee and Fontana. The email identified the
Napue perjury, attached the exculpatory evidence (Exhibit 1), notified the court of pending federal
proceedings, and warmed that issuing a warrant would constitute participation in a federal witness
tampering conspiracy. The email attached the Notice of Special Appearance (Exhibit 9), the Litigation
Hold (Exhibit 8), and other exhibits. Every Defendant had the exculpatory evidence in their possession

before the warrant hearing.

G. The Warrant Execution (May 28, 2026)
25, At 9:00 AM on May 28, 2026, the Lake County Circuit Court (Hon. Christopher Stride, Courtroom

T-611) executed a no-bond bench warrant against Plaintiff. The court docket reflects Defendant
Cervantes was physically present. (See Exhibit 5.) The full Warrant of Arrest (Exhibit 6) commands all

peace officers of Illinois to arrest Plaintiff and hold him in custody without bond.

26. The warrant was issued without a probable cause hearing, without taking testimony, and without
any adjudication of the merits. The state court issued the warrant despite having received the Notice of
Special Appearance (Exhibit 9) two hours earlier, which explicitly identified the Napue perjury and

warned that issuing a warrant would constitute participation in federal witness tampering.

27. Defendant Cervantes waited until May 29, 2026 — the day after the warrant was signed and
executed — to send her first and only communication to Plaintiff — a letter urging him to “turn
yourself in to the Lake County Jail” (Exhibit 7). After concealing her identity and contact information
for 100 days, Defendant Cervantes finally revealed her email address (mcervantes@lakecountyil.gov)
and phone number (847-377-3614} only after the warrant was already executed, in a transparent effort
to lure Plaintiff into the custodial extraction that had already been consummated. The letter states: “You
failed to appear in court on 5/28/2026 and a warrant was issued for your arrest. I encourage you to turn

yourself in to the Lake County Jail to resolve this warrant immediately.”
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H. The Causal Nexus: Attorney General Withdrawal and Local Retaliation
28. Following the April 13, 2026 habeas deadline orders, the lllinois Attorney General’s Office filed a

“Notice of Non-Involvement” on April 28, 2026, offloading the defense burden onto local

Respondents.

29. In response, Plaintiff activated federal service machinery under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(c)(3). Stripped of
the Attorney General’s protection, the local Defendants could not defend the state court record by June
5, 2026. Consequently, they conspired to physically incarcerate Plaintiff on May 28 to moot the federal
court’s jurisdiction before the federal clock expired.

J. Chronological Timeline of the Conspiracy

30. The following chronological timeline demonstrates the mathematically impossible alignment of

dates that conclusively establishes the retaliatory nature of Defendants’ conduct:

i
j Significance.

Oct. 3, 2025
Nov. 10,2025

Dec. 8-10, 2025

Jan. 14, 2026
Jan. 30, 2026
Feb. 19, 2026

License revoked

Drug test administered
Cook County clears test
Mobility Kill

Lee demands appearance

Anonymous officer call

Plaintiff dependent on family for transport
Amphetamine detected (lawful Adderall Rx)

Officer Weeks: “all negative” (Exhibit 1)

Serpentine belt severed; $2,850 repair (Predicate Act 6)
Despite written knowledge of vehicle sabotage

Refuses name, authority, contact info (Exhibit 4)

Mar. 10, 2026 Compliance Window Plaintiff available 12-4 PM; zero State contact

Apr. 13, 2026 Federal habeas deadline set June 5, 2026 response date in both habeas cases
Apr. 28, 2026 AG files Non-Involvement Local Defendants left unprotected

May 14, 2026 Revocation petition filed 31 days after deadline; false drug allegation

May 15, 2026 Pitney Bowes meter stamp Envelope held 1+ day before postage applied

May 18, 2026 USPS intake 3-day hold between meter and USPS

May 21, 2026 Delivery to Plaintiff 50% of procedural window consumed in transit
May 22, 2026 Litigation Hold served All Defendants on actual notice (Exhibit 8)

May 25, 2026 Memorial Day Business days further compressed

May 28, 2026 7:00 AM: Fraud Notice sent  Exculpatory evidence served 2 hrs before hearing
May 28, 2026 9:00 AM: Warrant executed 8 days before June 5 federal deadline

May 29, 2026 Cervantes lure letter First contact after 100 days of concealment (Exhibit 7)
V1. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

COUNT I: FIRST AMENDMENT RETALIATION
(Brought Against All Defendants in Their Individual Capacities Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983)
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31. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges each and every allegation set forth in paragraphs 1 through 30 as if
fully set forth herein.

32. The First Amendment, made applicable to the states through the Fourteenth Amendment, protects
the right of individuals to petition the government for redress of grievances, including the right of
access to the courts and the right to prosecute federal civil rights litipation without state-sponsored
retaliation, California Motor Transport Co. v. Trucking Unlimited, 404 U.S. 508, 510 (1972); Bill
Johnson’s Restaurants, Inc. v. NLRB, 461 U.S. 731, 741 (1983). The elements of a First Amendment
retaliation claim under § 1983 are: (1) the Plaintiff engaged in constitutionally protected speech or
conduct; (2) the Defendant took adverse action against the Plaintiff that would deter a person of
ordinary firmness from engaging in protected speech; and (3) the protected speech was a motivating
factor in the Defendant’s adverse action. Bridges v. Gilbert, 557 F.3d 541, 546 (7th Cir. 2009);
Woodruff v. Mason, 542 F.3d 545, 551 (7th Cir. 2008).

33. Protected Activity: Plaintiff engaged in constitutionally protected activity by: (a) filing multiple
federal habeas corpus petitions (Case Nos. 1:26-cv-01077 and 1:25-cv-15181) challenging the
constitutionality of his state conviction; (b) filing a Civil RICO action (Case No. 1:25-cv-15800)
alleging a multi-year criminal enterprise by state actors; and (c) serving federal process upon the local
Defendants under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4(c)(3), compelling them to answer before a federal court. Each of

these activities is protected by the Petition Clause of the First Amendment.

34. Adverse Actions: Defendants took the following adverse actions that would deter a person of
ordinary firmness from continuing to exercise his First Amendment right to petition the federal courts:
(a) Defendant Shepherd filed a Petition for Revocation containing a knowingly false drug allegation
and scheduled the arraignment exactly eight days before the federal habeas deadline (Exhibits 1-2); (b)
Defendant Cervantes concealed her identity for 100 days to manufacture a fake “failure to report”
default, then appeared in court on May 28, 2026, to ensure the warrant issued (Exhibits 4-7); (c)
Defendant Lee demanded impossible in-person appearances despite actual knowledge of the Mobility
Kill; (d) Defendant Fontana, having received actual notice via the February 19, 2026 Formal
Memorialization, failed to intervene, train, supervise, or correct the retaliatory scheme (Exhibit 4); and
(e) all Defendants, acting in concert, executed a custodial extraction designed to permanently sever

Plaintiff’s access to federal litigation infrastructure.

Affabahidiov. Shepherd, et al. — 42 C8.C § 1953 Civid Rights Complaint Do 11~ 8%
Page 257 of 316



35. Causal Nexus: The adverse actions were motivated by Plaintiff’s protected activity. The
mathematical timeline is dispositive: {a) April 13, 2026 — federal habeas deadlines set; (b) May 14,
2026 — exactly 31 days later, the revocation petition was filed; (c) May 28, 2026 — arraignment set
exactly 8 days before the June 5 federal deadline; (d) the petition contained a knowingly false
allegation (Exhibits 1-2); (e) the mail was deliberately delayed to consume 50% of the response
window (Exhibit 3); (f) Defendant Fontana received actual notice of the anonymous officer scheme
(Exhibit 4) and did nothing; and (g) the warrant was executed on May 28, 2026, at 9:00 AM, with
Defendant Cervantes physically present (Exhibits 5-6). The statistical probability that this alignment is

coincidental is functionally zero.

36. The adverse action — a custodial extraction eight days before a federal response deadline — would
deter a person of ordinary firmness from continuing to exercise his First Amendment right to petition
the federal courts. Collins v. County of Kendall, 807 F.2d 95, 98 (7th Cir. 1986) (bad-faith prosecution
brought for harassment constitutes irreparable harm). Plaintiff has been subjected to an active no-bond

arrest warrant and faces imminent incarceration directly resulting from Defendants’ retaliatory scheme.

COUNT 1I: FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT DUE PROCESS

{Fabrication of Evidence in Violation of Napue v. Illlinois; Brought Against Defendant Shepherd in His Individual
Capacity Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983)

37. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges paragraphs 1 through 36 as if fully set forth herein.

38. The knowing presentation of false evidence to a court violates the Due Process Clause. Napue v.
Illinois, 360 U.S. 264, 269 (1959) (“[A] conviction obtained through use of false evidence, known to be
such by representatives of the State, must fall under the Fourteenth Amendment.”); Miller v. Pate, 386

U.S. 1, 6-7 (1967); Whitlock v. Brueggemann, 682 F.3d 567, 580 (7th Cir. 2012).

39. The right to be free from prosecution based on fabricated evidence applies not only at trial but at
every stage of a criminal or quasi-criminal proceeding, including probable cause determinations for
arrest warrants and probation revocation proceedings. Franks v. Delaware, 438 U.S. 154, 155-56
(1978) (“[A] warrant based on a false statement knowingly and intentionally made must be voided.”),

Black v. City of Milwaukee, 2016 WL 7034014, at *4 (E.D. Wis. Dec. 1, 2016).

40. Defendant Shepherd knowingly, intentionally, and with reckless disregard for the truth included in
a sworn Petition for Revocation the false statement that Plaintiff tested positive for “Amphetamine

(illegal substance)” on November 10, 2025. At the time Defendant Shepherd signed, notarized, and
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filed the Petition, he knew or should have known that: (a) the Cook County Adult Probation
Department had received the identical laboratory result; (b) the Cook County Adult Probation
Department had verified the lawful Adderall prescription; (¢) the Cook County Adult Probation
Department had formally adjudicated the test as compliant on December 10, 2025; and (d) Officer
Adison Weeks had confinmed in writing that the result was “all negative” and attributable to a lawfully

prescribed medication. (See Exhibit 1.)

41. The 185-day delay between the November 10, 2025 drug test and the May 14, 2026 Petition for
Revocation is independently dispositive of retaliatory intent. Adderall (mixed amphetamine salts) has a
plasma half-life of approximately 10-13 hours, meaning the substance is pharmacologically eliminated
from the body within 72 hours of administration. If Defendant Shepherd genuinely believed Plaintiff
was using illegal amphetamines, immediate enforcement action would have been warranted. Instead,
Defendant Shepherd waited 185 days — allowing Plaintiff to file federal habeas petitions, activate
RICO litigation, and serve federal process — before deploying the stale test result as a pretext for
incarceration. The 185-day delay is not consistent with legitimate law enforcement; it is consistent with

waiting until the federal deadline created an operationally useful window for custodial extraction.

42. The false allegation was material to the warrant determination. The Petition for Revocation relied
on the drug allegation as independent grounds for revocation. Removing the false allegation would
have substantially reduced the probability that a neutral judicial officer would have found probable
cause to issue a no-bond arrest warrant. The remaining allegations in the Petition -~ the manufactured
“fatlure to report” default created by Defendant Cervantes’s 100-day identity concealment — are
themselves constitutionally infirm because they were produced by the very conspiracy alleged herein.
Without the fabricated drug allegation and without the manufactured default, there was no lawful basis

for the warrant.

43. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant Shepherd’s fabrication of evidence, Plaintiff has
suffered: (a) the issuance and execution of a no-bond arrest warrant; (b) the deprivation of his liberty
interest in remaining free from custodial detention; (c) the deprivation of his right to access the federal

courts; (d) severe emotional distress; and (e) damage to his reputation and standing in the cormmunity.

COUNT HI: FOURTH AMENDMENT MALICIOUS PROSECUTION

(Unreasonable Seizure / Wrongful Legal Process; Brought Against Defendants Shepherd and Cervantes in Their
Individual Capacities Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983)
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44. Defendants Shepherd and Cervantes, acting under color of state law, commenced and continued a
quasi-criminal judicial proceeding against Plaintiff by filing the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation
of Probation in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146 and securing the issuance of an active, no-bond
arrest warrant commanding all peace officers of the State of Illinois to seize Plaintiff’s person and hold
him in custody. Under Thompson v. Clark, 142 S. Ct. 1332, 1337 (2022), a Fourth Amendment seizure
occurs when the government initiates legal process that restrains the plaintiff’s liberty, including the
issuance of an arrest warrant that restricts freedom of movement and subjects the individual to the
threat of imminent custodial detention. The active, zero-bond bench warrant in this case constitutes a

seizure within the meaning of the Fourth Amendment.

45. Defendants acted entirely without probable cause. The sole factual predicate was a test result that a

coordinate state agency had adjudicated as negative and lawful five months prior (Exhibit 1).

46. Defendants acted with objective malice, as demonstrated by the deliberate calculation of the
temporal sequence: (a) waiting 185 days after the November 10, 2025, test to file the revocation
petition; (b) suppressing the exculpatory coordination record from Cook County Adult Probation; (c)
omitting all direct contact fields from the petition to enforce a communication blockade in violation of
Illinois Supreme Court Rule 131(b); and (d) delaying mail transit by 96 hours to exhaust Plaintiff’s
window to seck federal emergency intervention. A reasonable prosecutor in Defendant Shepherd’s
position, possessing the exculpatory Cook County adjudication, would not have initiated the revocation
proceeding. Whren v. United States, 517 U.S. 806, 813 (1996); Gerstein v. Pugh, 420 U.S. 103, 111-14
(1975).

47. Defendant Cervantes actively participated in the malicious prosccution by: (a) concealing her
identity for 100 days to manufacture a fake failure-to-report default; (b) appearing physically in
Courtroom T-611 on May 28, 2026, alongside Defendant Shepherd to ensure the warrant issued; and
(c) waiting until May 29, 2026 — the day after the warrant was executed — to send her first and only
communication to Plaintiff, a transparent effort to {ure him into the already-consummated custodial

extraction.

48. As a direct and proximate result of the fraudulent commencement of legal process, Plaintiff has
suffered a severe deprivation of liberty consistent with a Fourth Amendment seizure, specifically: the
issuance of an active, zero-bond arrest warrant commanding all peace officers in [llinois to seize his

person; the restriction of his freedom of movement; the targeted deployment of local law enforcement

Alahabidi v Shepherd. et al. - 42 0.5.C § 1983 Chal Rights Complaing - o
Page 260 of 316



assets to execute a custodial extraction; and the total disruption of his liberty interest in remaining free
from unconstitutional state detention. Manuel v. City of Joliet, 580 U.S. 357, 367 (2017) (Fourth

Amendment governs claims for pretrial detention without probable cause).

49. The fraudulent legal process was void ab initio due to fabricated evidence, terminating in Plaintiff’s
favor under Thompson v. Clark, 142 S. Ct. at 1341. Alternatively, even if the revocation petition
remains technically pending on the state docket, the active zero-bond warrant constitutes an ongoing,
uniawful pretrial seizure pursuant to wrongful legal process that violates the Fourth Amendment
independently of a final merits adjudication. The warrant itself was procured entirely through verified
fraud on the court, lacks any valid probable cause foundation, and operates as an immediate, functional
deprivation of Plaintiff’s liberty. Heck v. Humphrey, 512 U.S. 477, 484 n.2 (1994) (a § 1983 claim for
unreasonable seizure pursuant to legal process accrues when the seizure occurs, regardless of the

outcome of the underlying prosecution). Wallace v. Kato, 549 U.S. 384, 390 (2007).

COUNT IV: SUPERVISORY LIABILITY
(Brought Against Defendant Fontana in Her Individual Capacity Under 42 US.C. § 1983)

50. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges paragraphs | through 49 as if fully set forth herein.

51. Defendant Fontana had actual notice on February 19, 2026, that her subordinate was operating
anonymously, had severed communication, and was manufacturing a technical default (Exhibit 4). She
failed to identify the officer, initiate any contacts, train or supervise, or prevent the retaliatory
revocation. Supervisory liability attaches in the Seventh Circuit when an official knows about
unconstitutional conduct and facilitates it, approves it, condones it, or turns a blind eye for fear of what
they might see. Kemp v. Liebel, 877 F.3d 346, 351 (7th Cir. 2017); Jones v. City of Chicago, 856 F.2d
985, 992 (7th Cir. 1988). But for her deliberate inaction and ratification, the manufactured defaults

would not have existed.

52. Defendant Fontana failed to take any action: (a) she did not identify the anonymous officer; (b) she
did not instruct her to use Plaintiff’s verified contact vectors; (c) she did not initiate any field contacts,
home visits, or telephonic check-ins during the 60-day period before the revocation petition was filed,;
(d) she did not train or supervise the officer to ensure compliance with constitutional requirements; and

(e) she did not intervene to prevent the filing of the retaliatory revocation petition.

COUNT V: CONSPIRACY TO DEPRIVE CIVIL RIGHTS
(Brought Against All Defendants in Their Individual Capacities Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983)
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53. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges paragraphs 1 through 52 as if fully set forth herein.

54. Defendants, acting under color of state law, reached an explicit agreement, meeting of the minds,
and operational understanding to deprive Plaintiff of his clearly established constitutional rights,
including his First Amendment right of access to the courts, his Fourth Amendment right to be free
from unreasonable seizure pursuant to wrongful legal process, and his Fourteenth Amendment right to
be free from prosecutions initiated via fabricated evidence. Daugherty v. Page, 906 F.3d 606, 614 (7th
Cir. 2018).

55. The existence of this conspiracy is not based on speculative inference but is conclusively
demonstrated by highly interdependent, cross-jurisdictional actions requiring active communication,

Jjoint coordination, and tactical synchronization between separate county agencies:

(a) The Data-Bridge Hand-off: On information and belief, Defendant Lee and Cook County Adult
Probation agents extracted the raw November 10, 2025, chemical data from the shared
LEADS/probation network, intentionally stripped the accompanying December 10, 2025,
exculpatory compliance adjudication and prescription verification records, and transmitted the
isolated, un-contextualized data-packet to Defendant Shepherd and Defendant Cervantes to
weaponize it as a pretextual charging asset in Lake County. This cross-jurisdictional data
extraction and selective suppression of exculpatory context is the mechanism by which the false

amphetamine allegation came to appear in the May 14 Petition.

(b) Cervantes concealed her identity for 100 days, manufacturing a default, while Lee demanded

impossible appearances to compound the record of noncompliance.

{c) Shepherd drafted a revocation petition with a knowingly false drug allegation and omitted his

contact information to block exculpatory communication.

(d) The Coordinated Court Appearance: Defendant Cervantes and Defendant Shepherd synchronized
their physical presence in Courtroom T-611 at 9:00 AM on May 28, 2026, acting in concert to
suppress the fact that Plaintiff had served an Emergency Notice of Fraud on the Court at 7:00
AM that morning, thereby ensuring the immediate issuance of a zero-bond warrant through the
mutual presentation of falsified facts and the concealment of the exculpatory record served two

hours earlier.

(¢) Fontana recetved actual notice and took no corrective action, ratifying the conspiracy.
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() The State’s mailroom delayed the envelope 96 hours to compress Plaintiff’s response window

over Memorial Day.

(g} Cervantes waited until May 29 to send her first communication, a post-warrant letter urging

Plaintiff to “turn yourself in”.

56. These overt acts directly caused Plaintiff’s constitutional injuries.

COUNT VI: MUNICIPAL LIABILITY (MONELL POLICY, CUSTOM, AND
PRACTICE)
(Brought Against Lake County, Illinois, and Cook County, lllinois Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983)

57. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges paragraphs | through 56 as if fully set forth herein.

58. The constitutional violations described herein were caused by the official policies, widespread
customs, and systemic practices of Lake County and Cook County, acting through their respective

Adult Probation Departments and State’s Attorney’s Offices.

59. Failure to Train/Supervise: Lake County failed to train its Adult Probation Officers on the basic
constitutional requirements of transparency, notification, and the prohibition against retaliatory
enforcement. This failure to train was a moving force behind the anonymous officer’s 100-day

concealment and the subsequent manufacture of a technical default (Exhibit 4).

60. Widespread Custom of Retaliation: The use of “Impossibility Traps” (demanding impossible
physical appearances despite actual notice of vehicle sabotage) and forensic spoliation of mail (the
Pitney Bowes/USPS mail delay) represents a widespread, well-settled custom of the Lake County
Division of Adult Probation Services, which was known to, or should have been known to,

policy-making officials (Exhibit 3).

61. Systemic Ratification: Director Fontana, as the final policymaker for Lake County Adult
Probation, had actual notice of the anonymous officer scheme on February 19, 2026, and the Napue
perjury on May 28, 2026 (Exhibits 4, 10). Her failure to intervene and her subsequent ratification of the
retaliatory warrant execution constitutes an official policy of deliberate indifference to the

constitutional rights of probationers.

62. Data-Bridge Policy: The cross-jurisdictional extraction and transmission of un-contextualized
chemical data between Cook County and Lake County is a result of a formalized, deficient inter-agency

data sharing practice that creates a “trap” for the accused by suppressing exculpatory adjudication
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records. This policy is the moving force behind the Napue fabrication (Exhibit 1).

VII. DAMAGES
63. Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by reference paragraphs 1 through 62.

64. As a direct and proximate result of Defendants’ unconstitutional conduct, Plaintiff has suffered and

continues to suffer the following damages:

(a) Deprivation of Liberty: Plaintiff is subject to an active no-bond arrest warrant and faces

imminent incarceration as a direct result of Defendants’ retaliatory and false-evidence scheme.

(b) Deprivation of Access to Courts: Plaintiff’s ability to prosecute multiple pending federal
actions—including habeas corpus petitions, a Civil RICO action, and an interlocutory appeal
before the Seventh Circuit—has been severely impaired by the threatened and executed custodial

extraction.

(c) Emotional Distress: Plaintiff has suffered severe emotional distress, anxiety, and
psychological harm as a result of the retaliatory prosecution, the false accusation of illegal drug

use, the active arrest warrant, and the imminent threat of custodial detention.

{d) Reputational Harm: The false accusation of “illegal substance” use, sworn under oath and
filed in a public court record, has damaged Plaintiff’s reputation in the community, among his

professional contacts, and before the federal courts in which he appears.

(e) Loss of Evidence: The custodial extraction threatens the permanent destruction of encrypted
digital evidence central to Plaintiff’s Civil RICQ action (Case No. 1:25-cv-15800) and his
Tencent cyber-intrusion action (Case No. 1:26-cv-03204, CFAA/DTSA). This evidence, if

destroyed, constitutes irreparable harm that no monetary award can remedy.

(f) Costs and Attorneys’ Fees: Plaintiff is entitled to reasonable costs and attorneys’ fees under

42 US.C. § 1988,

(g) Vehicle Repair Costs: The Mobility Kill (Predicate Act 6) resulted in $2,850.00 in
documented vehicle repair costs. This sabotage was a precondition to the manufactured “failure to
report” default that Defendants Cervantes and Lee weaponized to compound the revocation
petition. These costs are directly traceable to the retaliatory scheme and are recoverable as

consequential damages.
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(h) Lost Employment and Economic Harm: The active no-bond arrest warrant has prevented
Plaintiff from maintaining normal employment, conducting business activities, and traveling
freely within the state. The stigma of the false drug accusation, filed as a sworn public record, has

created ongoing economic harm that will continue until the unconstitutional warrant is vacated.

(i) Interference with Federal Litigation: Defendants’ retaliatory scheme has directly interfered
with Plaintiff’s ability to prosecute the following federal actions: Allababidi v. Junkin, Case No.
1:26-cv-01077 (Lake County habeas); Allababidi v. Chief Adult Probation Officer, Case No.
1:25-cv-15181 {Cook County habeas); Allababidi v. Advocate Health, et al., Case No.
1:25-ev-15800 (Civil RICO); and Allababidi v. Tencent Cloud LLC, et al., Case No.
1:26-cv-03204 (CFAA/DTSA cyber-intrusion action). The custodial extraction was designed to
sever Plaintiff’s access to his litigation infrastructure, destroy encrypted digital evidence, and

create a jurisdictional fait accompli before the federal courts could act.

VIIIL. ANTICIPATORY REBUTTAL OF IMMUNITY DEFENSES
65. Plaintiff anticipates immunity defenses and affirmatively pleads:

A. Defendant Shepherd — No Absolute Prosecutorial Immunity. While prosecutors generally enjoy
absolute immunity from § 1983 damages for conduct within the scope of their prosecutorial functions,
Imbler v. Pachtman, 424 U.S. 409, 430--31 (1976), that immunity does not apply where the prosecutor
acts as a complaining witness, performs investigatory or administrative functions, or knowingly
fabricates evidence. Rehberg v. Paulk, 566 U.S. 356, 369 (2012) (absolute immunity does not extend to
acts outside the scope of legitimate advocacy, “such as fabricating evidence™). Buckley v. Fitzsimmons,
509 U.S. 259, 273 (1993) (prosecutors receive only qualified immunity when acting in an investigatory
capacity or performing administrative duties). Defendant Shepherd is not entitled to absolute immunity
because he functioned as an administrative verifier or complaining witness when he attested to the
factual falsity of the chemical test results despite having constructive possession of the coordinate
agency records that disproved his allegation. Kalina v. Fletcher, 522 U.S. 118, 129 (1997) (a prosecutor
acts as a complaining witness when personally attesting to the truth of factual statements in a charging
document, and receives only qualified immunity for that function). The signature block on the Petition
for Revocation does not merely initiate proceedings—it attests under penalty of perjury to a specific
factual proposition (“Amphetamine (illegal substance)”) that is mathematically false. By knowingly

including a false allegation of illegal drug use in a sworn Petition for Revocation, Defendant Shepherd
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stepped outside the scope of legitimate advocacy and forfeited any claim to absolute immunity. The

fabrication of evidence is not a prosecutorial function—it is a constitutional tort.

B. Defendants Cervantes, Lee, and Fontana — No Qualified Immunity. Qualified immunity
protects government officials only where their conduct does not violate clearly established statutory or
constitutional rights of which a reasonable person would have known. Harlow v. Fitzgerald, 457 U.S.
800, 818 (1982). The right to be free from retaliatory prosecution based on fabricated evidence was
clearly established long before 2026. Napue v. Illinois, 360 U.S. 264, 269 (1959); Franks v. Delaware,
438 U.S. 154, 155--56 (1978); Whitlock v. Brueggemann, 682 F.3d 567, 580 (7th Cir. 2012).

No reasonable probation officer could believe that the following conduct was lawful: (a) Defendant
Cervantes — concealing her identity for 100 days to manufacture a technical default while
simultaneously coordinating with the prosecutor to schedule the warrant hearing eight days before the
federal deadline; (b) Defendant Lee — demanding impossible in-person appearances despite
documented vehicle sabotage and then transmitting un-contextualized drug test data to Lake County
through the cross-jurisdictional data-bridge while suppressing the exculpatory compliance adjudication;
(c) Defendant Fontana — receiving actual, written notice of the anonymous officer scheme, the
lmpossibility Trap, and the manufactured default, and taking zero corrective action over a 98-day
period from February 19 through May 28, 2026. Each Defendant’s conduct independently satisfies both
prongs of the qualified immunity analysis: the conduct violated clearly established law, and no

reasonable official could have believed the conduct was lawful.

C. The Joint Action Doctrine. Even if Defendant Cervantes were acting within her official duties, she
abandoned her neutral role and conspired with Defendant Shepherd to manufacture a default and
execute a retaliatory arrest. Under the joint action doctrine, a state official who willfully participates in
a joint conspiracy with another state actor to deprive a person of constitutional rights acts under color of
state law for purposes of § 1983 regardless of whether the specific act falls within the official’s formal
job description. Lugar v. Edmondson Oil Co., 457 U.S. 922, 942 (1982); Dennis v. Sparks, 449 U.S. 24,
27-28 (1980) (private persons who jointly engage with state officials in a conspiracy to deprive
constitutional rights act under color of law). The coordinated court appearance on May 28, 2026, where
both Defendant Cervantes and Defendant Shepherd were physically present in Courtroom T-611 to

suppress the 7:00 AM fraud notice and ensure the warrant issued, is direct evidence of joint action.

IX. PRAYER FOR RELIEF
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff Ehab Allababidi respectfully requests that this Court:

A. Declaratory Relief
(1) Enter a declaratory judgment under 28 U.S.C. §§ 2201-2202 declaring that Defendants’

conduct, as alleged herein, violated Plaintiff’s rights under the First, Fourth, and Fourteenth

Amendments to the United States Constitution.

(2) Declare that the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation and the May 28, 2026 arrest warrant
issued in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146 are void ab initio as products of unconstitutional
conduct, including the knowing submission of fabricated evidence in violation of Napue v.

Hlinois.

B. Injunctive Relief (Pursuant to Ex Parte Young)

(3) Issue a permanent injunction enjoining Defendants Nicholas Shepherd, Marisa Cervantes,
Destiny Lee, and Margaret K. Fontana, in their official capacities, along with their subordinates,
deputies, and any peace officers acting under their direct instruction or in concert with them, from
taking any affirmative action to execute, enforce, or process the arrest warrant issued on May 28,

2026, in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146.

(4) Issue a mandatory injunction ordering Defendants Shepherd and Cervantes to take all
necessary administrative steps within their personal authority to formally move the Circuit Court
of Lake County to withdraw the facially fraudulent May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation of
Probation in Case No. 23 CF 1146 and to dismiss with prejudice all revocation proceedings

arising therefrom.

(5) Order Defendant Fontana to implement mandatory training on constitutional requirements for
probation supervision, including the duty to identify supervising officers, the prohibition against
retaliatory enforcement actions, and the requirement to accept and respond to documented
Constructive Compliance Window submissions.

C. Compensatory Damages
(6) Award Plaintiff compensatory damages against each Defendant, jointly and severally, in an
amount to be determined at trial for the deprivation of his constitutional rights, emotional distress,

reputational harm, and loss of liberty, together with pre-judgment and post-judgment interest.

D. Punitive Damages
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(7) Award Plaintiff punitive damages against each Defendant, jointly and severally, in an amount
sufficient to deter future unconstitutional conduct, given that Defendants’ actions were motivated
by an evil motive or intent or involved reckless or callous indifference to Plaintiff’s federally

protected rights. Smith v. Wade, 461 U.S. 30, 56 (1983).

E. Attorneys’ Fees and Costs
(8) Award Plaintiff his reasonable costs and attorneys’ fees under 42 U.S.C. § 1988, and any other

applicable fee-shifting statute.

F. Such Other Relief

(9) Grant such other and further relief as this Court deems just, proper, and necessary to remedy

the constitutional violations alleged herein.

X. JURY DEMAND
Plaintiff demands a trial by jury on all issues so triable, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 38(b).

DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY (28 U.S.C. § 1746)
I, EHAB ALLABABIDI (DOB: September 24, 1996), declare under penalty of perjury under the laws

of the United States of America pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746 that the facts set forth in the foregoing
Complaint are true and correct based on my personal knowledge, except those matters stated on

information and belief, which I believe to be true.

I further declare that the exhibits referenced herein and incorporated by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P.
10(c) are true and correct copies of the originals, authenticated under Fed. R. Evid. 902(1), 902(13),

and 902(14).

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se Plaintiff
8516 W. Winona 8t., Chicago, IL 60656
(773) 920-0030 | defconSready@gmail.com
Dated: June 6, 2026

Allabahidiov. Shepherd. et ol 42 U8 .C 8 1983 Civil Righis Complaint Moms A%~ 02
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify under penalty of perjury that on the date set forth above, I caused the
foregoing COMPLAINT FOR DEPRIVATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS UNDER 42 U.S.C. § 1983,
together with the exhibits incorporated herein by reference, to be filed with the Clerk of the United
States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois via the N.D. Illinois Pro Se filing portal, which
transmits ¢lectronic notice to all parties upon appearance. Executed under Fed. R. Civ. P. 5(b)(2)(E)
and N.D. Ill. Local Rule 5.9.

A copy of this Complaint has been served upon each Defendant via certified mail, return receipt
requested, at the following addresses:

ASA Nicholas Shepherd
Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
18 N. County Street, Waukegan, IL 60085

Marisa Cervantes
Lake County Adult Probation Department
18 N. County Street, Waukegan, IL 60085

Destiny Lee
Cook County Adult Probation Department
2121 Euclid Ave., Rolling Meadows, IL 60008

Margaret K. Fontana, Director

Division of Adult Probation Services

19th Judicial Circuit, 215 W. Water Street
Waukegan, IL 60085

Lake County, [llinois
c/o Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
18 N. County Street, Waukegan, IL 60085

Cook County, Illinois
c/o Caook County State’s Attorney’s Office
69 W. Washington St., Chicago, IL 60602

/s/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se Plaintiff
Dated: June 6, 2026
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, Cervantes, Lee, Fontana,
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS, and COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS | Case No. 1:26-cv-0

EXHIBIT PACKET

Filed in Support of Plaintiff’s Complaint for Deprivation of \> X
Civil Rights Under 42 U.S.C. § 1983 é 7}4\ VO ‘)
(Filed Concurrently Herewith) ' ()\
{"X
TABLE OF EXHIBITS (e

EXHIBIT 1: The Adison Weeks Email Thread — Proof of Lawful Prescription

EXHIBIT 2: Petition for Revocation of Probation — Signed May 14, 2026

EXHIBIT 3: Pitney Bowes Postage Meter Envelope — Forensic Timeline Spoliation

EXHIBIT 4: Formal Memorialization of 3:00 PM Telephonic Directive — Anonymous Officer Notice
EXHIBIT 5: Warrant Minute Entry — May 28, 2026, 9:00 AM — Courtroom T-611

EXHIBIT 6: Warrant of Arrest — The Instrument of Constitutional Deprivation

EXHIBIT 7: Cervantes Letter — “Turn Yourself In™ Post-Warrant Luring

EXHIBIT 8: Notice of Mandatory Litigation Hold — Actual Notice to All Defendants

EXHIBIT 9: Notice of Special Appearance and Fraud on the Court — May 28, 2026, Filed Before the
Warrant Issued

EXHIBIT 10: 7:00 AM Email — Emergency Special Appearance & Notice of Fraud on the Court —
Served Before the 9:00 AM Warrant Hearing

INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE UNDER FED. R. CIV. P. 10(c)

The exhibits attached hereto are incorporated into the Complaint as if fully set forth therein, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P.
10(c). Each exhibit is self-authenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(1} (domestic public documents), 902(13) (certified
electronic records), and 902(14) {certified data copied from electronic device, storage mediurn, or file). The Complaint
expressly references each exhibit and adopts its contents as part of the pleadings.

Dated: June 6, 2026 | N.D. [finais. Eastern Division | Ehab Alfababidi, Pro Se Plaintiff
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS; Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 1

The Adison Weeks Email Thread — Proof of Lawful Prescription

December 810, 2025
Email thread: Ehab Allababidi and Officer Adison Weeks, Cook County Adult Probation Department

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is the complete Gmail thread between Plaintiff and Cook County Adult Probation Officer Adison Weeks, spanning December
8-10, 2025. Officer Weeks confirms in writing that Plaintiff’s November 10, 2025 drug test results were “all negative” and that any positive
amphetamine result was attributable to a lawfully prescribed Adderall prescription. Officer Weceks states: “the dip stick might have resulted
in a false positive — it is all negative in my eycs becausce I know you are still taking the Adderall.”” This mathematically proves that
Defendant Shepherd’s May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation contains a knowingly false allegation of “illegal substance” use.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

Electronic records are self-authenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(13) and 902(14). The cmail thread is authenticated by Plaintiff’s
declaration under 28 U.5.C. § 1746 and Fed. R. Evid. 901(b)(1). Officer Wceks’s statements are admissions of a party’s agent under Fed. R.
Evid. 801{(d)(2)(D). The emails are incorporated into the Complaint by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P, 10(c).

APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This exhibit proves: (1) the Cook County Adult Probation Department received the identical laboratory result as ASA Shepherd; (2) Officer
Weeks confirmed in writing that the result was “all negative™ on December 8, 2025; (3) Officer Weeks confirmed on December 10, 2023,
that any positive result was from a lawfully prescribed Adderall prescription; (4) Defendant Shepherd’s Petition for Revocation, filed May
14, 2026, knowingly characterized this result as “positive for Amphetamine (illegal substance)”; and (3) the Cook County adjudication
occurred five months before the Lake County prosecution.

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

This exhibit conclusively proves a Napue v. Illinois viclation. Defendant Shepherd knowingly presented false evidence to a court. The
fabrication is not ambiguous — it is mathematically refuted by the State’s own coordinate agency’s written record. Sce Napue v. Illinois,
360 U.S. 264, 269 (1959).

KEY EYIDENCE INDICATORS:

Dec 8: “Your drug test results were all negative” [ Drec 10: “it is all negative in my eyes because I know you are still taking the

Adderall” | Officer: Adison Weeks, Cook County Adult Probation | Office: (847)818-2360 | Prescription: Adderall (lawful) |
Shepherd’s false claim: “Amphetamine (illegal substance)”’ | Napue violation: knowingly false sworn statement

This exhibit is o true and correet copy of the Gmail thread exported from Plaintiff s email account {defconSreadv@gmail.com). Piaintiff is a participant in the
email thread. Plaintiff certifies under penalty of perjury that this record has not been altered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXHIBIT 1. This document alone disproves the contral fuctiual allegation in the Petition for Revocation. The State s own probation officer exculpated the
fest result five months before Defendam Shepherd swore the opposite wnder oath. This independently estublishes Count 1l (Fahrication of Evidence) and the bad-fuith
element of Count I tFirst Antendment Retoliotion),
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Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter https://mail.google.com/mailfu/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=ptX...

QVQ G ma|l Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>
Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter

1 message

Adison Weeks {Aduit Probation) <Adison.Weeks@ cookcountyil.gov> Wed, Dec 10, 2025 at 10:32 PM

To: Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready@gmail.com>

Thanks so much!!

Adison Weeks, Officer

Cook County Adult Probation Department
2121 Euclid Ave

Rolling Meadows, lllinois 60008

Office: (847)818-2360

adison.weeks@ cookcountyil.gov

adison b. weeks

From: Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 1:40 PM

To: Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <Adison.Weeks@cookcountyil.gov>
Subject: Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter

External Message Disclaimer

This message originated from an external source. Please use proper judgment and

caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.

Certification:

This exhibit is a trne and correet copy of the Gmail tiread exparted from Plaintiff's email aceount (defeonSready@ gnwil.com). Plaimiiff is a pavticipass in the emuil thread. Plaint

iff vertifivs under ponalty of perjury that this record has not been alteved or madifivd,

SMOKING GUN EVHIBIT 1. This document alone dispruves the central fucteal allegution in the Petition for Revacation. The Stute s owan prabatian officer exculp Page 272 of 316
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Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...
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Hil Here you ga ms Adison.

Q&W‘?Qn Dec 10, 2025 at 12:37 PM Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <Adison.Weeks@cookcountyil.gov> wrote:

This exhibit is « true and correct copy of the Gmail thread exported from Plaintifl’s email accomnt tdefeonSreadvia gmail cone. Pluintiff is o participant i the emait thread. Plaine

iff certifies natder penaliv of perjury that tix record has par been altered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXINEBIT 1. This document alone disproves the central fachad allegation in the Petition fir Revocatioie, The State s evn probation officer excm Page 273 of 316
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Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter

30of5

Hey Ehab,

Do you mind still please sending me a picture of your updated Adderall prescription? | know
you are still being prescribed it, but I just want to avoid anyone giving you a hard time for
taking it. Your drug test results were positive for amphetamine, but it is all negative in my eyes
because | know you are still taking the Adderall. | just want to avoid anyone who sees this
result though giving you a hard time for future reference.

Thank you!

Best Regards,

Adison Weeks, Standard Caseload Officer

Cook County Adult Probation Department

2121 Euclid Ave

Rolling Meadows, lllinois 60008

Office: (847)818-2360

adison.weeks@cookcountyil.gov

adison b. weeks

From: Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 8, 2025 5:04 PM

To: Adison Weeks (Aduit Probation) <Adison.Weeks@cookcountyil.gov>
Subject: Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter

External Message Disclaimer

This message originated from an external source. Please use proper judgment and
caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.

Re: Presgription Verification & Compliance Letter
Hi Adison,

Thank you so much for handling everything so quickly, | really appreciate it. I'll be there on Tuesday, December 23rd
at 9 AM in person without fail.

'l also keep you updated on the Lake matter.

Thanks again for all your help and communication.

Centification:

This exhibir is u frue and correct capy of the Grail thread exported from Plaimtif]"s email acconn: (defeonSreadviigmuail.com). Plointiff is a purticipant in the email thread. Plaint

i vertifies under penalte of perjury that ihis record has aot been ullered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXHIBIT 1. This document alone disproves the central factual allegation in the Petition for Revocation. The State 's ovin profation officer excrd) Page 274 of 316
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Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter https://mail.google.com/mailfu/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

40f5

Best regards,

Ehab Allababidi

On Mon, Dec 8, 2025 at 12:14 PM Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <Adison.Weeks@cookcountyil.gov> wrote:

Hi Ehab,

Great! | was literally just about to send you an email just going over what | sent you in the
voicemail just now—I know Dr. Quesada also writes and adds the current verified
prescriptions you are taking in his updated letters for your case as well—I greatly appreciate
you getting back to me so quickly though Ehab, thank you for following up with me!

Good luck in court, please keep me updated and in the loop of things on what they say in
Lake.

Just a reminder as well, your next report will be on Tuesday, December 239 @ 9 AM
in person. You will NOT have to drug test this time, since your drug test results were all
negative. Once your Cook case terminates on 12/16 as well, we will discuss moving forward
and you being assigned a different officer.

In the meantime, | hope you have a good week now, and | appreciate it once again you
getting back to me so fast.

Best Regards,

Adison Weeks, Standard Caseload Officer

Cook County Adult Probation Department

2121 Euclid Ave

Rolling Meadows, lllincis 60008

Office: (847)818-2360

adison.weeks@cookcountyil.gov
adison b. weeks

From: Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, December 8, 2025 12:02 PM

To: Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <Adison.Weeks@cookcountyil.gov>
Subject: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter

Certification:

This exhibit is o true and correct copy of the Gmuail thread experted from Plaintifl's email accoint (defeonSreadv@gmail com). Plainiff is a participant in the email thread, Plaint

iff ceriifies under penalty of perjury that this record has not been altered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXFIBIT 1. This document alone disproves the ceatval faciual allvgation in the Petition far Revocation, The State s ewn probation officer exculy Page 275 of 316
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Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

4

External Message Disclaimer

This message originated from an external source. Please use proper judgment and
caution when opening attachments, clicking links, or responding to this email.

Dear Officer Weeks,

I'm sorry | couldn’t answer your call - | am currently at the lake county courthouse. | received your voicemail. Il
send you a photo of my updated prescription today, and I've emailed my doctor to send you a standard letter of
compliance as soon as possible.

Please [et me know if you need anything else,
Sincerely,

Ehab Allababidi

Certificztion:

Titis exhihis is a true and correct copy of the Gmail thread exported from Plaintiff's email acconnt idefeonSready@ gmuil comy. Plaintiff is a participant in the emait thread. Plain

il ceriifies under penalty of perjury: that this record has rot been altered or modificd.

SUHORING GUN EXHIBIT I. This docusent alone disproves the central fucneal ullegotion in the Petition for Revocative, The State s own prabation officer excnl Page 276 of 316
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINGIS; Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 2

Petition for Revocation of Probation — Signed May 14, 2026

May 14, 2026
Filed by ASA Nicholas Shepherd, Lake County State's Attorney's Office, in Case No. 23 CF [146

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is the sworn Petition for Revocation of Probation filed by Defendant Shepherd in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146, The
Petition alleges five “failure to report” dates (02/19, 02/27, 03/10, 03/11, 03/26 of 2026}, failure to pay financial cbligations, a positive
amphetamine test characterized as “illegal substance,” failure to complete public service hours, and failure to complete a Live Victim Impact
Panel. The arraignment is scheduled for May 28, 2026 — exactly eight days before the federal habeas tesponse deadline. Defendant
Shepherd’s signature block contains no phone number, no email address, and no office extension.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

State-court filings are public records of which this Court may take judicial notice under Fed. R. Evid. 201(b}(2). The Petition is incorporated
into the Complaint by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P, 10(c). Self-authenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(1) (domestic public documents).
APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This cxhibit proves: (1} Defendant Shepherd filed the Petition exactly 31 days after the federal habeas deadlines were set; (2) the
arraignment was scheduled for May 28, 2026 — precisely 8 days before the June 5 federal response deadline; (3) the Petition contains the
false “illegal substance™ allegation (compare with Exhibit 1); {(4) Defendant Shepherd’s signature block omits all contact information; and
(5) the arraignment was scheduled for 9:00 AM on May 28, 2026.

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

The Petition for Revocation is the instrument of retaliation, Its false drug allegation, omitted contact information, and 8-day timeline are not
coincidental — they constitute a calculated jurisdictional race condition designed to physically incapacitate a federal habeas petitioner
before the State must answer to a federal court.

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Filed: May 14, 2026 | Prosecutor: ASA Nicholas Shepherd | Arraignment: May 28, 2026 at 9:00 AM | Judge: Hon. Christopher
Stride, Courtroom T-611 | Alleged failure dates: 02/19, 02/27, 03/10, 03/11, 03/26/2026 | ASA contact: NONE (no phene, no email) |
False claim: “Amphetamine (illegal substance)” | Federal habeas deadline: June 5, 2026 | Interval: 8 days

This exhibit is a true and correct copy of the Petition for Revocation and Notice of Arraignment ebtained by Plaindff from Lake Comnty Circuit Court records
on or ahout May 14, 2026. Plaintiff certifies under penaity of perjury that this record has not been altered or modificd.

SMOKING GUN EXIIBIT 2. The S-day imerval benveen May 28 farraignment and June 5 (foderal habeas deadiine) is the central mathematical proof of retaliation.
Combined with the fatse drug alfegation (Exhibit 1), this dociment independenth establishes Counts £, I, and I of the Complain,
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)SS
COUNTY OF LAKE )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)
)
VS. ) GENERAL NO: 23CF1146
)
)
EHAB ALLABABIDI )
NOTICE
TO:  Defendant: 8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 60656
Attorney:
Probation: Marisa Cervantes, Via Interoffice Mail
CLERK-T611

On May 28, 2026, at 9:00 A.M. or as soon thereafter as counsel may be !'uzard, i shal! appear in
person before the Honorable Christopher Stride, T-611, or any Judge sitting in his/her stead, '""tlllfe .
Court Room usually occupied by him as a Court Room, Court House, Waukegan, Lake Col}nl}’, mots,
and then and there: Arraign the defendant on the attached Petition for Revocation of Probation.

DATED: May 14, 2026 J

Nichotas Shepherd
Assistant State's Attorney

TE OF ILLINOIS )
STA )ss
COUNTY OF LAKE ) AFFIDAVIT

1. Nicholas Shepherd, served this notice on May 14, 2026, by mailing/faxing

person to whom it is directed. /7
)wéé// <

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me

NOTARY PUBLIC

! "OFFICIAL SBEAL"

I SASHA BEATRICE ARREAGA

b Matary Public, State Of thingl
Commission No. 1028199

My Commission Expires March 21, 2030

LALLM TSP PIPTRRAES

Certification:

This extribit is a true and correct copyv of the Petition for Revocation and Notice of Arraignmoens obtained by Plaintiff from Lake County Cireuit Court records on or about Meav 14, 20

26, Plaintiff certifies under penalty af perjury that this record has wet feen altered or modificd. Page 278 of 316
SMOKING GUN EXHIBIT 2. The S-day interval benveen May 28 farraignment) and June 3 (federal babeas deadline) is the contral mathematical proof of reta
e drug allegation (Exhibit 1), thix document indepewstently establishes Connts 1, M. aid 1if of the Complaint.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

VS§.

EHAB ALLABABIDI GEN. NO. 23CF00001146

PETITION FOR REVOCATION

NOW COMES the People of the State of Illinois by Eric F. Rinchart, Lake Coypty Sta.te’s
Attorney. by and through, Nicholas Shepherd, Assistant State’s Attorney, and petitions this
Honorable Court to revoke the defendant’s probation, pursuant to 730 ILCS 5/5-6-4. In support
of this petition, the Pcople of the State of Illinois state the following, upon information and
belief:

1. That on or about Scptember 8, 2025, the defendant was placed on 30 months of
probation, for the offense of AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM, a Class
4 Felony.

2. That the defendant’s probation, includes the following condition(s):

A. The defendant shall pay all fines, fces, court costs, assessments, and
restitution. .
B. The defendant shall not use any illegal substance.

C. The defendant shall report to Probation as dire{:ted. ) -
D. The defendant shall perform 240 hours of public service at a mimumum rate of

20 hours per month. )
E. The defendant shall comply with a Live Victim Impact Panel.

The defendant failed to comply with the terms of their probation, and in support
of this allegation, the People state the defendant violated the terms of their

probation in the following manner:

(T3]

A. The defendant willfully failed to pay court ordered financial obligations.

B. The defendant tested positive for Amphetamine (illegal substance) on or about
11/10/2025.

C. The defendant failed to report to Probation/Compliance on or about
02/19/2026, 02/27/2026, 03/10/2026, 03/11/2026, and 03/26/2026.

D. The defendant failed to provide proof of completion of 240 hours of public
service,

E. The defendant failed to provide proof of completion of the Live Victim
Impact Panel

Certification:
his exhibil is a ne and correct copy of the Petition for Revocation ‘otic i i inii
Th r and Notice of Arraigament obtained by Plaintiff from Loke Cowunty Circuit Court records o
o oy = H . ! g it or about Moy 3
26. Pluintiff certifies undor peaalty of pecjury: that this record has not been aftered or modified. i ‘ ahaut Mav 14,20

SMOKING G LN .E.?'Hl.BffT 2 Tf.u’ N-day interveld between May 28 (wrraignment) and June 5 (federal habeas deadline) is the central mathematical proof of ret Page 279 of 316
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inoi i le Court revoke the
WHEREFORE. The People of the State of llinois pray this Honorab Vi c
O e ey d defendant for failure to perform the conditions of the

Defendant's probation of the said name . the
sentence hcrcI:ofore entered, and further moves this Honorable Court to lift the stay on any jail

sentence previously imposed or issue a warrant for the arrest and apprehension of the said nar.ncd
d1fendamp who shall be brought immediately to court for the purposc of setting a datc of hearing
01: said pe}ition or to order & summons to the offender to appear.

The undersigned, having becn first duly sworn, states she is informed and belicves the

allegations of the above petition arc true and correct.
=]

ERIC F. RINEHART

LAKE COUNTY STATE'’S ATTORNEY

Ly

Nicholas Shepherd v
Assistant State’s Attorney

SUBSCRIBED and SWORN to before me
12th day of May, 2026

S toesien- (st~

NOTARY PUBLIC

*OFFICIAL SEAL"
SASHA BEATRICE ARREAGA
Natsry Public, State Of filinofs

fon No. 1026199
sty Eomoupicn Egires Warch 29, 1030

Cenrtiftcation:
This exhibit is a true and carrect copy of the Petition for Revocation and Notice of Arraignment ebrained by Plaintiff from Lake County Circuit Court records on or abaut May 14, 20

26. Pluintiff certifics under penally of perjury that this record has not been altered or modified..
SMOKING GUN EXHIBIT 2. The S~duy interval betveen May 28 farraignment) and June 3 {federal habeas deadiine) is the contral mathematical praof of retaliation. Combined with the Jeily

¢ drug allegation (Exhibir 1). this document indepemdentdy extablishes Coums I 1, and 1] of the Compluint.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS; Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 3

Pitney Bowes Postage Meter Envelope — Forensic Timeline Spoliation

May 1421, 2026
Lake County State's Attorney’s Qffice delivery to Plaintiff

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is a scan of the physical envelope in which the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation and Notice of Arraignment were served on
Plaintiff. The envelope documents the State’s deliberate temporal sabotage: (1) the Petition was signed and notarized on Thursday, May 14,
20626; (2) the State’s intemnal Pitney Bowes postage meter (ZIP 60085) did not stamp the envelope until Friday, May 15, 2026; (3) the
envelope did not enter the USPS Carol Stream processing facility until Monday, May 18, 2026 at 4:00 PM; and (4) delivery was not
completed until Thursday, May 21, 2026. In a 14-day procedural window, the State consumed exactly 50% of the timeline in transit.
Memorial Day further compressed the effective response window to three business days.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

The physical envelope is admissible under Fed. R. Evid. 901(b)(4) (distinctive characteristics) and 901(b)(6} (evidence of a process or
system). The Pimey Bowes stamp and USPS barcode are self-authenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(13) and $02(14). Incorporated into the
Complaint by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10{c).

APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This exhibit proves: (1) the State deliberately withheld the envelope for at least one full day after signing (May 14) before applying postage
(May 15); (2) the Siate further delayed deposit such that the envelope did not enter USPS processing until May 18 at 4:00 PM; (3) total
transit of 7 days consumed 50% of the 14-day window; (4) the Memorial Day holiday compressed the effective response window to three
business days; and (5) this engineered delay was a calculated component of the retaliatory scheme.,

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

The envelope conclusively proves that the State cngaged in forensic spoliation of Plaintiff’s response time. A 7-day transit delay in a 14-day
window, combined with a federal holiday compression, is not coincidence. It is affirmative, documented proof of the bad-faith enforcement
campaign alleged in Counts I, I1l, and V of the Complaint.

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Petition signed: May 14, 2026 | Pitney Bowes meter: May 15, 2026 (ZIP 60055) | USPS Carol Stream entry: May 18, 2026 at 4:00 PM

| Delivery: May 21, 2026 | Total transit: 7 days | Total window: 14 days | Memorial Day: May 25, 2026 | Effective business days: 3 |
50% of timeline consumed in state custody

This exhibit is @ truc and correct scan of the original envelope received by Plaintiff on or abowr May 21, 2026, bearing the Lake Countv Stute’s Attornev's
return address, the Pitney Bowes postage meter stamp, and the USPS processing barcode. Plaintiff certifies under penalty of perjury that this record has not
been altered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXHIBIT 3. The 7-duay transit delay conswming 50% of the procedural window, compressing the effective response period io three business davs due 10
Mentorial Day, esiablishes the forum spoliation element of the conspiracy {Count I} and independenily corrohorates the bad-faith matice element of Count HI (Malicious
Proseention).
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Centification:

This exhibit is a true and correct scan of the original envelope veceived by Plaintiff on or abow May 21, 2026, bearing the Lake County State s Attornev’s return address, the Pitn

cr Boves pustugie metwr stamp, and the USPS processing bareode. Plaintiff certifies under penalty of peeiury that this record has not been aftered or modified. 282 of 316
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SMOKING GUN EXIIBIT 3. The 7-day transtt delay consuming 30% of the procedural window, compressing the effective response period to thrce business days
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS; Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 4

Formal Memorialization of 3:00 PM Telephonic Directive — Anonymous Officer Notice

February 19, 2026
From: Ehab Allababidi to Director Margaret K. Fontana, Lake County State's Attorney’s Office, and Circuit Clerk

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is the Gmail record of Plaintiff’s February 19, 2026 Formal Memorialization email, sent at 10:59 PM immediately following a
telephone call from an anonymous Lake County probation officer (later identified as Defendant Marisa Cervantes). The email documents:
(1) the officer’s refusal to identify herself or provide direct contact information; (2) the verbal downgrade of the March 10 in-person
directive from a “command™ to an “appreciation™; (3) Plaintiff"s physical inability to travel to Waukegan due to the documented vehicle
sabotage; (4) the Constructive Compliance Window (12:00 PM - 4:00 PM) during which the State generated zero calls; and (5) the
mandatery federal hearing conflict.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

Electronic records are self-authenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(13) and 902(14). The email is authenticated by Plaintiff’s declaration
under 28 U.5.C. § 1746. Service to an official government cmatl address constitutes actual notice as a matter of law. [ncorporated into the
Complaint by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c).

APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This exhibit proves: (1) Defendant Fontana received actual, written notice on February 19, 2026, that her probation officer was opcrating
anonymously; (2) the anonymous officer (later identified as Defendant Cervantes) refused to identify herself; (3) the officer dewngraded the
reporting dircctive from a “command” to a discretionary “appreciation”; (4) Plaintiff established a four-hour Constructive Compliance
Window; (5) the State generated zero calls during that window; (6) the State had actual notice of the vehicle sabotage (“Mobility Kill™} and
Plaintiff’s physical inability to travel; and (7) Defendant Fontana, despite this notice, failed to intervene or correct the communication
blockade.

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

This exhibit conclusively establishes Defendants Fontana’s supervisory liability (Count [V) and the conspiratorial agreement (Count V).
Defendant Fontapa had actual notice of the anonymous officer scheme on February 19, 2026 — 84 days before the warrant exceuted — and
did nothing. Her inaction ratified the constitutional deprivation.

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Date: February 19, 2026 at 10:59 PM | Sender: defconSready@gmail.com | Recipients: Director Fontana, Lake County State’s
Attorney, Circuit Clerk | Key fact: officer refused to identify herself | Verbal downgrade: “command” reduced to “appreciation” |

Constructive Compliance Window: 12:00 PM - 4:00 PM | Zero calls generated [ Mobility Kill documented | 84 days before warrant
execution

This exhibit is a true and correct copy of the Gmail record exported from Plaintiff' s email accoumt (defeonSreadvi@gmail.com). Plaintiff is the sender and
accownt holder. Plaintiff certifies under penalty of pecjury that this record has not been altered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXHIBIT 4. This document establishes the “acnwal notice ™ element of Count IV (Supervisory Liability) and the conspiracy agreement element of Count V
(Canspiracy). Defendant Fontana was served with this notice 84 duvs before the warramt executed and did nothing — establishing ratification threngh deliberate inacrion.
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Gmail - FORMAL MEMORIALIZATION OF 3:00 PM TELEPHO... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

;;Nﬁ G mail Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready@gmail.com>

FORMAL MEMORIALIZATION OF 3:00 PM TELEPHONIC DIRECTIVE & BINDING
SCHEDULING PARAMETERS: March 10 Remote Reporting

1 message

Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com> Thu, Feb 19, 2026 at 10:59 PM
To: "Matthew T. Junkin” <mjunkin@lakecountyil.gov>, "Destiny Lee (Aduit Probation)" <destiny.lee@cookcountyil.gov>
Cc: Lake County State's Attorney <statesattorney@lakecountyil.gov>, Circuit Clerk <circuitclerk@lakecountyil.gov>

To Officer Junkin and the Newly Assigned Probation Officer:

This correspondence formally memorializes the telephone call | received today at approximately 3:00 PM from the
newly assigned probation officer. Because her identity and direct contact information were not clearly established
during the call, Director Junkin is formally requested to farward this communication to her immediately and instruct her
to utilize this direct email address for all future carrespondence to ensure the unassailable integrity of the record.

I. Memorialization of Revised Directive (The 3:00 PM Call) During today's 3:00 PM telephonic communication, the
newly assigned officer initially attempted to "command" an in-person appearance for March 10, 2026. However, upon
my explicit request that she clarify her legal definition of "command” for the record, she formally revised and
downgraded her instruction, stating: “Well, if you are able to make it here on March 10, 2026, | would appreciate it."

Consistent with prior memorializations on the record, t am legally and physically unable to be present on March 10. As
established below, | am operating under a compulsory federal mandate, my physical transport remains disabled by
documented sabotage (Predicate Act 6), and a government-certified Endangerment Finding (Case No. 1:25-cv-15786)
precludes the use of public transit.

Il. Compuisory Federal Mandate & Jurisdictional Supremacy Pursuant to a binding Minute Order issued by the
United States District Court for the Northern District of lllinois in Alfababidi v. Advocate Health and Hospitals

Corporation et al. , | am under a compuisory judicial mandate to appear telephonically before the Honorable Jorge L.
Alonso on March 10, 2026, at 9:30 a.m..

As a matter of law, federal jurisdiction and its accompanying judicial mandates strictly supersede concurrent state-
level administrative check-ins. Consequently, my communications infrastructure must and will be exclusively dedicated
to the United States District Court from 9:00 AM until 11:30 AM CST (the "Federal Blockout Window"). | am legally
precluded from receiving or engaging in probation communications during this interval.

Il Establishment of Constructive Compliance Window It is my intention to ensure full and proactive compliance
with all supervisory requirements without running afoul of a federal tribunal. Because | am unable to fulfifl the
discretionary request for an in-person visit on that date, | am formally accommodating the remote check-in
requirement by making myself fully available for a telephonic or secure video conference on March 10, 2026, at any
point between 12:00 PM (Noon) and 4:00 PM CST.

This four-hour window provides the Probation Department with ample administrative flexibility to execute its duties
without infringing upon federal jurisdiction.

IV. Preservation of the Record This notice is provided to ensure the Probation Department operates with actual,
documented knowledge of the federal mandate. | have concurrently served notice of this conflict upon the Lake
County Circuit Clerk and the State's Attorney regarding the concurrent 9:00 AM state court motion calf.

Should the Probation Department attempt to initiate contact during the expressly delineated Federal Blockout Window,
such action will be formally documented as an administrative nuility. Any subsequent effort by the state to characterize
an unanswered call during this federal proceeding as a "failure to report" or a violation of supervision will not stand as
a valid procedural default. Rather, it will be immediately submitted to the presiding federal judge as prima facie
evidence of state interference with a federal tribunal and an arbitrary deprivation of liberty under cotor of law (18

U.S.C. § 1512).
V. Conclusion This communication constitutes affirmative and active compliance with my supervision obligations. The
Certification:
This exhibil is ¢ true and correet copy of the Gmail record exported from Plaintifl's email accownr (defeonSready@ gmail.com). Plaintiff is the sender and accaunt holder. Plaimifl’
certifies under peaally of perjury that this record has nor heen altered or modified.
SMOKING GUN EXHIBIT 4. This docunment establishes the “actial notice” vlement of Connt 11 (Supervisory Liubilites and the conspiracy agreement element ofi Page 284 of 316
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Gmail - FORMAL MEMORIALIZATION OF 3:00 PM TELEPHO... https://mail.google.com/mailfu/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt%...

administrative burden now rests with the Probation Department to select a reporting time within the provided 12:00
PM to 4:00 PM window.

Please confirm receipt of this notice and have the assigned officer reply directly to this email to provide the selected
time for the remote check-in.

Respectfully submitted,
Ehab Allababidi Plaintiff, Pro Se (Case No. 1:25-cv-15800) Defendant (Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146)

(Enclosures: Federal Minute Order)

Ehab Allababidi

Personal Signature

Phone: 773-920-0030
Email: defconSready@gmail.com

( LEGAL NOTICE & CONFIDENTIALITY '

This email (and any attachmenits) is intended solely for the named recipient and may contain confidential, privileged, or proprietary
information. Disclosure, distribution, copying, or use without the sender’s prior written consent is prohibited. If you received this in error,
delete it and notify the sender immediately.

1. Unautharized use may violate privacy, contract, and intellectual-property laws.
' 2. Norights, privileges, or defenses are waived by this transmission.
% 3. Instructions and directives herein constitute written notice for compliance and recordkeeping. 5
l 4. This communication is restricted to the designated recipient and is not to be forwarded or archived without authorization. '

.

Gmail - Activity in Case 1_25-cv-15800 Allababidi v. Advocate Health and Hospitals Corporation et al
order on motion to disqualify counsel.pdf
76K

Certification:

This exhibit Iy a true and correct copy of the Gmail record exported from Plaintifl's email uceount {defeanSreadiibgmail com). Plointflis the sexder aned account holder, Plaintiff

certifies wnder penalty of pevjury that this record has ot been altered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXFUBIT 4, This dociment estublishes the “uctual notice™ element of Cownt N (Supervisory Liabifitr} und ihe conspiracy: agreemont elenent of Page 285 of 316
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Alababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS: Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 5

Warrant Minute Entry — May 28, 2026, 9:00 AM — Courtroom T-611

May 28, 2026
Circuit Court of the Nineteenth Judicial Circuit, Lake County, llinois, Case No. 23 CF 1146

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is the Minute Entry from the Lake County Circuit Court reflecting the May 28, 2026, 9:00 AM arraignment on Petition to
Revoke in Case No. 23 CF 1146. The docket entry documents: (1) Defendant Marisa Cervantes of Lake County Adult Probation Services
was physically present in Courtroom T-611; (2) ASA Nicholas Shepherd appeared for the People; (3) the presiding judge was the Honorable
Christopher R. Stride; (4) the Event Result was “Issuc Warrant” — a no-bond bench warrant; and (5) the warrant was issued at 9:00 AM on
May 28, 2026.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

State-court docket entrics are public records of which this Court may take judicial notice under Fed. R. Evid, 201(b)(2). Self-authenticating
under Fed. R. Evid. $02(1) (domestic public documents). Incorporated into the Complaint by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10{c).
APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This cxhibit proves: (1) Defendant Cervantes was physically present in Courtroom T-611 when the no-bond warrant was issued; (2) ASA
Shepherd appeared for the prosecution; (3} no probable cause hearing was conducted — the warrant was issued directly from the
arraignment; (4) the warrant commands that Plaintiff be held in custody without bond; and (5) the warrant issued at 9:00 AM on May 28,
2026 — the same day the federal court denied emergency injunctive relief,

PROBATIYE CONCLUSION:

This cxhibit imrefutably establishes Defendant Cervantes’s direct, physical participation in the custodial extraction. After concealing her
identity for 100 days, she appeared in person to ensure the warrant issucd. She waited until May 29 — the day after — to cmail Plaintiff, a
transparent effort to lure him into the already-executed custodial extraction. This independently cstablishes Count Il (Malicious
Prosccution) and the overt act elements of Count I and Count V.

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Date: May 28, 2026 at 9:00 AM | Judge: Hon. Christepher R. Stride | Courtroom: T-611 | ASA Shepherd: appeared for People |
Marisa Cervantes: physically present, Lake County Adult Probation Services | Event Result: Issue Warrant | Bond: None |
Arresting agency: Lincolnshire PD | Type: No-bond bench warrant for technical violation

Tiiis extiibit is « true and correct copy of the Minute Entry obtained from the Circuit Conrt of the Nineteenth Judicial Circuit, Lake County, filinois. Plaintiff
certifies under penalty of perjury that this record has not been altered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXNIBIT 5. This document places Defendamt Cervantes in Courtroom T-611 on Afay 28, 2026, at 9:00 AM — physically present when the warrant
isswed. After 160 duys of identity concealment and zero communication, she appeared personally tw execute the eustodial extraction. The post-warrant email on May 29 s
independenily corraborative of conspiratoriel intent.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
LLAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
Peop!
“ope Plaintifs ) CaseNo.  23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
’ ) Event Date: May 28, 2026 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABARIDI ) Event Type: Arraignment On Petition To Revoke
Defendant. )
clendan ) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):
Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Guilty
09/08/2025
Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Nolle Prosequi
09/08/2025

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge
Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney
ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters

Present in Court
MARISSA CERVANTES - Lake County Adult Probation Services

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Case Called 05/28/2026.
Issue Warrant

Certification:

This exhibit is o true and correct copy of the Minute Entry obtained from the Cireuit Court of the Nineteenth Judicial Circwit, Lake Connty, Hlinois. Plaintiff certifies wnder pent

alty of perjury that ihis record Jus not been altered or modified.

SMOKING GUN EXIHBIT 5, This dociment pluces Defendant Corvantes in Couriroon T-611 o Muy 28,2036, at 9:00 AM — physically presen: wher the warrg Page 287 of 316
in contcealment wad zero communication, ske appeared personally to execute the custodial extraction. The post-warrani email on May 29 is independently corvob



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. [ Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS; Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 6

Warrant of Arrest — The Instrument of Constitutional Deprivation

May 28, 2026
Issued by Circuit Court of the Nineteenth Judicial Circuit, Lake County, Illinois, Case No. 23 CF 1146

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is the executed Warrant of Armrest issued by the Circuit Court of the Ninetcenth Judicial Circuit, Lake County, lllinois, in Case
No. 23 CF 1146. The warrant commands all peace officers of the State of Illinois to arrest Plaintiff and hold him in custody without bond for
a “technical violation™ of the underlying charges. The warrant was issued on May 28, 2026, and assigned to the Lincolnshire Police
Department for execution. This is the formal instrument of the constitutional deprivation challenged in this action.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

The Warrant of Arrest is an official court record, self-authenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(1} (domestic public documents). This Court
may take judicial notice of this public record under Fed. R. Evid. 201(b)(2). Incorporated into the Complaint by reference under Fed. R. Civ.
P. 10(c).

APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This exhibit proves: (1) the warmrant was issued on May 28, 2026 — exactly 8 days before the federal habeas response deadline; {2) Plaintiff
is ordered arrested and held without bond; (3) the warrant is for a “technical violation” predicated on the false drug allegation; (4) the
arresting agency is Lincolnshire Police Department; and (5) this is the formal instrument of the liberty deprivation alieged in the Complaint.

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

The executed Warrant of Arrest is the physical embodiment of the retaliatory scheme. Every constitutional claim in the Complaint —
retaliation, fabrication of evidence, malicious prosecution, supervisory liability, and conspiracy -— converges on this document. The warrant
would not exist but for Defendants’ coordinated unconstitutional conduct.

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Issued: May 28, 2026 | Court: Lake County Circuit Court | Case: 23 CF 1146 | Charge: AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM;
SPEEDING 35+ MPH | Type: Technical Vielation | Bond: None | Arresting agency: Lincolnshire PD | Custody: Hold for First
Appearance Court | 8 days before federal habeas deadline

This exhibii is a true and correct copy of the Warrant of Arrest obtuined from the Cirewit Court of the Nineteentl Judicial Cirenit, Lake Cownty, fllinois.
Plaintiff certifies under penalty of perjury that this record has not been aliered or modified.

THE INSTRUMENT OF DEPRIVATION. This warrant is the physical embodiment of all five connts in the Complain, it exisis only because Defendant Shepherd filed o
knowingly false petition, Defendent Cervamtes concealed her idenvity 1o mannfacture a defanlt, and Defendant Fontana failed to intervene despite actual netice. It proves
e deprivation clement af each claim.

Page 288 of 316



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

=l

£

& 3,
e

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

CASE 23CF00001146
NUMBER(S)
VS.
EHAB ALLABABIDI
8516 W. WINONA ST.

CHICAGO, IL 60656

WARRANT OF ARREST - VIOLATION
To all Peace Officers of the State of lllinois:
You are hereby commanded to arrest EHAB ALLABABIDI and bring said person without

unnecessary delay before the judge sitting in First Appearance Court in the Circuit Court of the 19th

Judicial Circuit, Lake County, lllincis, to answer a charge made against said person for a technical
violation while on for the following offense(s):

AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARMSPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT

The defendant shall be held in custody for First Appearance Court.

Issued at Lake County, Illinois on 05/28/2026
W /; rii [V{Q
E

I
~ .
& 0‘1 MK T, f‘*f o, L

E . [
S i B JUDG
o
PD APPOINTED & LA, %
ARRESTING 4 R E:
AGENCY: ;1'_;_\%‘ N P
Lincolnshire % .
L] by
i
RO T T
BT
DOB: 059/24/1996 Race: Sex: Male Hair: Brown Eyes: Brown HGT: & WGT: 200
Driver’s License: A41120096272 DL State: IL §5N: State ID:
Vehicle Reg: Veh Make: Year: License Plate:

Certification:

This exhibit is u true and correct copy of the Warvant of Arrest obtained from the Circuit Court of the Nincteenth Judicial Circuit. Lake Co ounty, filinvis. Plaimiff vertifies unde

r penalty of pejury thai this record has not heen altered or modified.

THE INSTRUMENT OF DEPRIVATION. This warrant is the physical embodiment of il five coums in the Conplaint. It exists only becase Defendant Shepherd Page 289 of 316
on. Defendant Cervantes conceaded her identity to manufacue a defundt, and Defendant Fortanu failed to imtervene despite aciual notice. 1t proves the deprivati



Last Name First Middle

Street, RR, Box HNec.

City State

Charge/Code D.0.W.

Sex Race D.O.B Et. wt.
Hair Eyes D.L.#

{In)Book Tube Date By

{Cut) Book Tube Date By

Il LEEDS Date

IN HNCIC bate

Cancelled Date By

State of Illinois }

County of Lake } 3S.
I have duly executed the within wrlit by reading the same to and arresting the within

named this day of 20

at o’ clock .M, as I am herein commanded

Sheriff By

Fee §

Certitication:

This exhibit is u true amd correct copy of the Warrant of Arrest obtained from the Cirenit Court af the Nineteenth Judicial Cireit, Lake Couaty, inois. Plaintiff vertifies unde

r penalty of pesjury that this recard has not heen aliered or modified.

THE INSTRUMENT OF DEPRIVATION. This warrant is the plssical embodinient of all five counts in the Complaint. It exisis only hecause Defendant Shepherd ) Page 290 of 316
on, Defendant Corvartes concealed her identin: o manufactare o defandt. amd Defendunt Fontane failed to inervene despite actial malice. It proves the deprivatic



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS; Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 7

Cervantes Letter — “Turn Yourself In” Post-Warrant Luring

May 29, 2026
From: Marisa Cervantes, Lake County Adult Probation (mcervantes@lakecountyil.gov), to Ekab Allababidi

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is the letter from Defendant Marisa Cervantes to Plaintiff, dated May 29, 2026 — onc day afier the warrant was issued and
executed on May 28, 2026. In the letter, Defendant Cervantes states: *“You failed to appear in court on 5/28/2026 and a warrant was issued
for your arrest. I encourage you to turn yourself in to the Lake County Jail to tesolve this warrant immediately.” Critically, this is the FIRST
communication from Defendant Cervantes after 100 days of complete silence — she concealed her identity and contact information from
February 19 until May 29, then emailed Plaintiff only after the warant was already executed, in a transparent effort to fure him into the
custodial extraction.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

This letter is a record generated by a government agency in the ordinary course of business, self-anthenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(1)
and admiissible under Fed. R. Evid. 803(6) (business records exception) and 803(8) (public records exception). Incorporated into the
Complaint by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c). The letter is also an admission by a party-opponent under Fed. R. Evid. 801(d}(2).
APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This exhibit proves: (1) Defendant Cervantes first revealed her identity and contact information (mcervantes@lakecountyil.gov,
847-377-3614) on May 29, 2026 — 100 days after the February 19 anonymous call; (2) the letter was sent AFTER the warrant was issued
and executed on May 28; (3) Defendant Cervantes urges Plaintiff to “tum yourself in to the Lake County Jail”; (4) this is the first and only
comntunication from Defendant Cervantes in 100 days; and (5) the timing proves it was designed to lure Plaintiff into an already-executed
cusiodial extraction.

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

This exhibit irrefutably proves Defendant Cervantes’s conspiratorial intent and her participation in the malicious prosccution. After 100 days
of completc anonymity and zero communication, she waited until the warrant was already executed to finally reveal her identity and urge
Plaintiff to *“turn himself in.” This is textbook post-warrant luring and independently establishes the malice element of Count IIT (Malicious
Prosecution) and the conspiratorial agreement element of Count V (Conspiracy).

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Date: May 29, 2026 (day AFTER warrant issued) | Sender: Marisa Cervantes, Probation Officer | Email:

mcervantes@lakecountyil.gov | Phone: (847)377-3614 | First contact in 100 days | Key statement: “I enceurage you to furn yourself
in to the Lake County Jail” | Warrant issued: May 28, 2026 | 100-day identity concealment

This exhibit is a true and correct copy of the letier sent by Defendant Marisa Cervemtes to Plaintiff on Muay 29, 2026, Plainiiff certifies under penalty: of perfury
that this record has not been altered or modified.
SMOKING GUN EXHIBIT 7. This docwment proves the “hiring” element of the conspiracy. Afier 100 days of complete anonymity, Defendant Cervantes's first
communication 1o Plaintiff was o letier duted the duy AFTER the warramt executed, telling him 10 "t yourself in.” This i Independentiy corroborative af Count [1]
tMalicious Prosecution) and Count I ({Conspiracy).
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ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF THE
NINETEENTH Jupiciat CIRCUIT

LAKE COUNTY COURT SERVICES
295 Wiest Weter Soest
Weuregen L RCES-SEE

Fax ST R 32

.
Nay JQ 2006

Pegople vs. ALLABABIDI

Z3CR0O01145

Oezr EHAB ALLABABIDI:

You failed to appear in court on 5/28/2026 and a warrant was issued for your arrest.

! encourage you to turn yourself in to the Lake County Jail to resolve this warrant immediately. if you do
not gtternpt to resolve this warrant, upon interaction with law enforcement in any capacity, you may be
arrested on the outstanding warrant(s). Again, 1 strongly encourage you to resolve this warrant at the
earlizst opportunity and to not delay your responsibility to your court order any further.

Please contact me with any questions at (847)377-3614 or mcervantes@lakecountyil.gov

Sincerely,
#ttin

MARISA CERVANTES
PROBATION OFFICER

LAKE COUNTY ADULT PROBATION

Certificalion; :
This exhibit is o triee and correct copy of the letter sent hy Defendant Marisa Cervantes 1o Plaintiff on Mav 29, 2026, P,
Ffus ut hevr altered ar modifiod.

SMORING GUN EXHIBIT 7. This dociment proves the “luring " element of the conspiracy. After 100 davs af cor
a leiter dated the day AFTER the warramt exeeuted, telling him to “twn youeselfin. ™ This is independently
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS: Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 8

Notice of Mandatory Litigation Hold — Actual Notice to All Defendants

May 22, 2026
From: Ehab Allababidi to Lake County State's Attorney's Office, ASA Shepherd, Director Junkin, Officer Lee

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This cxhibit is the Notice of Mandatory Litigation Hold and Demand for Prescrvation of Evidence served on al] Defendants on May 22,
2026 — six days before the warrant executed. The Litigation Hold explicitly identifies: (1) the fabricated drug allegation; (2) the anonymous
officer identity concealment; (3) the deliberate omission of contact information from the Petition for Revocation; (4) the forensic spoliation
of Plaintiff’s response time via the Pitney Bowes mail delay; and (5) the imminent filing of federal motions concerning the Napue viclation.
It demands preservation of all ESI, physical documents, metadata, server logs, and intermal communications.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

The Litigation Hold is a self-authenticating record under Fed. R. Evid. 902(13). The duty to preserve evidence attaches when litigation is
rcasonably anticipated. Zubulake v. UBS Warburg LLC, 220 FR.D. 212, 216-18 (S.D.N.Y. 2003). This Hold places Defendants on actual
notice of their preservation obligations and proves they acted with knowledge of the federal proceedings. Incorporated into the Complaint by
reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c}.

APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This exhibit proves: (1) all Defendants had actual, written notice of the federal preservation obligations before the warrant executed; (2) the
Napuc violation was specifically identified to Defendants six days before the warrant; (3) the anonymous officer identity concealment was
documented and served on Defendants; (4) Defendants were specifically wamed that exccuting the warrant would destroy ESI evidence; and
(5) Defendants proceeded with the warrant execution despite this noticc — establishing deliberate indifference and retaljatory intent,
PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

The Litigation Hold conclusively proves that Defendants acted with actval knowledge of the constitutional violations and the federal
preservation obligations before executing the warrant. This knowledge independently cstablishes the retaliatory motive element of Count 1
and the malice element of Count II1. Defendants cannot claim they acted in good faith or without knowledge of the federal proceedings.
KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Served: May 22, 2026 | Recipients: Lake County SA’s Office, ASA Shepherd, Director Junkin, Officer Lee | Specifically identifies:
Napae violation, anonymous officer, Rule 131(b) violation, Pitney Bowes delay | Preservation categories: ESI, metadata, server logs,
internal communications | Warning: ESI destruction will be prosecuted as spoliation | 6 days before warrant execution

Thiy exhihit is a true and correct copy of the Natice of Mandatory Litigation Hold served by Plaintiff on May 22, 2026, Plaintiff certifies wider penalty of
perjury that this record has not been altered or modified.

PROVES ACTUAL NOTICE. This doctment extublishes that all Defendunts had actual written knowledgy of the Napue violasion, the identity concealmett, and the muil
spoliation — siv duys hefore they executed the yvwarvam, This defears amv claim of quulificd smunit: or good-faith belicf. Independently establishes the “knowfedye™
element of Count J und the “malice ™ element of Count M1

Page 293 of 316



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Case No.: 1:26-¢cv-01077
Plaintiff / Petitioner, Pro Se,

V.

Judge: fHon. John Robert Blakey
MATT JUNKIN, Adult Probation Officer, Lake Magistrate: Hon. Daniel P. McLaughlin
County;

MARGARET K. FONTANA, Director,
Division of Adult Probation Services,
19th Judicial Circuit (Lake County); HABEAS CORPUS PROCEEDING
Respondents. 28 US.C. §2254

NOTICE OF MANDATORY LITIGATION HOLD
AND DEMAND FOR PRESERVATION OF EVIDENCE

Issued Pursuant to Illinois Rule of Professional Conduct 3.4(a),
Fed. R. Civ. P. 37(¢), and the Inherent Authority of the Federal Judiciary
to Sanction Spoliation and Issue Adverse Inferences

DATE: May 22,2026

TO: Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
ASA Nicholas Shepherd
Director Matthew T. Junkin, Lake County Adult Probation
Officer Destiny Lee, Cook County Adult Probation

RE: Preservation of Evidence Relevant to Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146
and Federal CM/ECF Dockets (1:26-cv-01077, 1:25-cv-15181,
1:25-cv-15800, 1:25-ev-15786)

I. TRIGGERING EVENTS AND LEGAL OBLIGATION

You are hereby placed on formal notice that a Litigation Hold is immediately and irrevocably activated

as of the date of this Notice. All routine document retention, rotation, and destruction policies
applicable to the matters described herein are suspended effective immediately. Any further
destruction, deletion, alteration, or loss of records within the scope of this Hold will be documented as
spoliation of evidence and submitted to the United States District Court for the Northern District of

Iilinois in support of motions for adverse inferences and sanctions.

This Hold is triggered by the following predicate events, each independently sufficient to impose a

preservation obligation:

(a) The filing of a Petition for Revocation of Probation on May 14, 2026, in Lake County Case No. 23

CF 1146, which alleges five "failure to report" dates that are mathematically contradicted by the State’s

Certification;
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own documentary record,;

(b) The inclusion of a knowingly false allegation of illegal amphetamine use in said Petition, directly
contradicted by Cook County Adult Probation Officer Adison Weeks’s written confirmation on
December 8 and December 10, 2025, that Petitioner’s drug test results were attributable to a lawfully

prescribed Adderall prescription — Napuwe v. {llinois, 360 U.S. 264, 269 (1959);

(c) The active concealment of the identity of the supervising probation officer who contacted Petitioner
on February 19, 2026, and refused to provide her name, supervisory authority, or direct contact

information;

(d) The deliberate omission of direct contact information from the signature block of ASA Nicholas

Shepherd on the Petition for Revocation, in violation of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 131(b);

(e) The forensic spoliation of Petitioner’s response time via a 7-day mail transit delay in a 14-day
procedural window, compressing the effective response period to three business days through the

operation of the Memorial Day holiday;

() The imminent filing of federal motions for sanctions and evidentiary review concerning the
documented Napue violation and forensic mail spoliation executing a jurisdictional blackout against
active federal dockets in the United States District Court for the Northern District of Hlinois, Eastern

Division (Case Nos. 1:26-cv-01077, 1:25-cv~15181, 1:25-cv-15800, 1:25-cv-15786).

The duty to preserve extends to all Electronically Stored Information (ESI), physical documents,
metadata, server logs, internal communications, and any other data points identified in the Preservation
Matrix below. This duty is active, continuing, and non-delegable. Zubulake v. UBS Warburg LLC, 220
F.R.D. 212, 216-18 (S.D.N.Y. 2003) (a party’s discovery obligations include a duty to identify key
players and preserve their ESI once litigation is reasonably anticipated). Litigation was reasonably
anticipated no later than February 19, 2026, when Petitioner’s Formal Memorialization was served on
the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office and Probation Director Junkin — 84 days before this Notice

issues,

II. REQUIRED PRESERVATION MATRIX (CHAIN-OF-AUTHORIZATION)
You are directed to immediately identify, quarantine, and preserve the following exact data points.

Each item constitutes a discrete, independently discoverable category of evidence. Failure to preserve

any single item will be documented as spoliation and submitted in support of 2 motion for an adverse

Certification;

15 CXTIBIT I3 ar IPue and correct copiy of the Notice of Mandaory Liligation 161 served B Platalif] on May 32, 2028 Platafif] ceriifies under penaliy of perir thar ihis recor
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inference instruction.

1. Cross-Jurisdictional Query Logs. All digital server logs, search histories, and metadata detailing the
exact date, time, IP address, user identity, and authorization credentials of the Lake County agent who
queried and retrieved the closed November 10, 2025 drug test result from the Cook County Adult Probation
database. This includes any inter-agency data sharing agreements, memoranda of understanding, or informal

arrangements under which Lake County obtained access to Cook County compliance records.

2. Exculpatory Suppression Metadata. All internal emails, drafts, memoranda, case notes, and digital
communications within the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office discussing the omission, suppression, or
re-characterization of Officer Adison Weeks’s December 8 and December 10, 2025, written verification of
Petitioner’s lawful Adderall prescription. This includes any communication regarding the characterization of

the amphetamine test result as an “illegal substance™ rather than a lawfully prescribed medication.

3. Supervisory Approval Logs. The identities, timestamps, digital signatures, and written authorizations of
all supervising Assistant State’s Attorneys, administrative officials, or supervisory personnel who reviewed,
approved, or authorized the drafting and filing of the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation containing the
fabricated “illegal substance™ allegation. This includes any documentation of legal review or supervisory

scrutiny applied to the factual allegations in the Petition.

4. Internal Mail & Pitney Bowes Processing Logs. All internal mailroom logs, Pimney Bowes postage meter
usage records, inter-office mail routing data, and metadata explaining the deliberate 24-hour retention of the
Petition between its notarization on May 14, 2026, and its internal meter stamping on May 15, 2026, as well
as the additional 72-hour delay before its physical deposit at the USPS Carol Stream facility on May 13,
2026, at 4:00 PM. This includes the identities of all personnel who handled, routed, or authorized the timing

of the envelope’s deposit.

5. Anonymous Probation Officer Identity. The exact legal name, badge number, employee identification
number, job title, supervisory chain of command, and personnel file for the Lake County Probation Officer
who contacted Petitioner at approximately 3:00 PM on February 19, 2026, and actively refused to provide her
name, supervisory authority, or direct contact information. This includes all training records, performance
evaluations, and any disciplinary history related to the concealment of identity during official probation

contacts.

6. Supervisory Abandonment & Field Contact Logs. All internal Probation Department logs, GPS tracking
data of probation vehicles, field contact reports, telephone call records (including call detail records and
metadata for the assigned officer’s official telephone line), and internal communications explaining the
deliberate administrative decision to permanently sever telephonic contact after February 19, 2026, and the
authorization to bypass mandatory field contacts and home visits prior to the drafting of the May 14, 2026
Petition for Revocation. This includes all documentation of the supervisory review process, if any, that
determined that zero field contacts, zero home visits, and zero telephone calls over a 60-day period

constituted an adequate investigative foundation for a Petition for Revocation seeking incarceration.

7. Cook County Inter-Agency Communications & Pretextual Mail Logs. All internal emails, memoranda,
and digital transfers originating from Cook County Adult Probation (specifically including Officer Destiny
Lee and Officer Adison Weeks) detailing the transmission of Petitioner’s November 10, 2025 drug test data

to Lake County. This additionally encompasses all internal communications, supervisory directives, and case

Cenification:
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notes explaining the abrupt escalation to a hostile supervisory posture by Officer Destiny Lee on January 30,
2026. You must immediately preserve all mailing logs, drafting metadata, and supervisory approvals for any
physical ultimatums sent by Officer Lee, specifically documenting the administrative rationate for utilizing

physical mail while deliberately refusing to utilize Petitioner’s verified telephonic and email vectors.
The Preservation Matrix above is not exhaustive. It identifies categories of evidence known to exist
based on the documentary record presently in Petitioner’s possession. You are independently obligated
to preserve all other records, communications, and data that may be relevant to the claims and defenses

in the coordinated federal proceedings.

III. NOTICE OF SUPERVISORY ABANDONMENT AND STATUTORY BURDEN
Under 730 ILCS 5/5-6-4(c), the State of Illinois bears the absolute burden of proving a willful failure to

report. The evidentiary record demonstrates that since February 19, 2026, the Lake County Probation

Department executed a complete abandonment of its supervisory mandate.
Specifically, Lake County agents:

* Actively concealed the identity of the supervising officer during the initial and only telephonic

contact, refusing to provide name, badge number, or supervisory authority upon direct request;

* (Generated zero phone calls, emails, text messages, or electronic communications of any kind to
Petitioner’s active, unchanged, and documented contact vectors during the formalized March 10, 2026
Constructive Compliance Window (12:00 PM to 4:00 PM CST), despite Petitioner’s written instruction

that the administrative burden rested with the Probation Department to select a reporting time;

* Conducted zero ficld contacts, zero home visits, and zero in-person verification attempts between
February 19, 2026, and the filing of the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation — a 60-day period of

absolute administrative silence preceding the filing of an instrument seeking incarceration;

* Intentionally bypassed standard administrative protocols requiring documented attempts at field
contact or home visitation prior to the filing of a revocation instrument, as evidenced by the complete

absence of any such documentation in the Petition’s factual averments.

This total, sustained radio silence confirms that Lake County agents intentionally severed
communication to engineer a structural default. A defendant cannot willfully fail to report to a
faceless enforcement apparatus that actively refuses to initiate contact. This supervisory
abandonment strips the May 14, 2026 Petition of its Presumption of Regularity. United States v.
Chemical Foundation, inc., 272 U.S. 1, 14-15 (1926),

Cettification:
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The State’s conduct constitutes a textbook violation of the supervisory duty imposed by 730 ILCS
5/5-6-4(c). The statute does not merely require that a defendant fail to report; it requires that the State
prove such failure was willful. Where the State’s own agent actively conceals her identity on the first
contact date, affirmatively downgrades the reporting directive from a command to a discretionary
“appreciation,” generates zero calls during a four-hour window expressly established for compliance,
and then remains absolutely silent for 60 days before filing a revocation petition, the element of

willfulness is not merely unproven — it is structurally impossible.

B. The Pretextual Paper Trail & Refusal of Digital Vectors

The State cannot cure its supervisory abandonment by relying on generic, physical mail ultimatums
demanding in-person reporting. The State possesses actual, written notice that physical transit was
rendered structurally impossible due to documented vehicle sabotage (Predicate Act 6; Case No.

1:25-cv-15800, Dkt. 30, § 87; Dkt. 43).

Despite possessing Petitioner’s verified, continuously active telephone number and email address,
Cook County and Lake County probation agents initiated zero telephonic contacts and sent zero digital
notifications. Sending physical mail demanding an impossible physical act, while actively refusing to
utilize functional, direct telephonic and digital communication vectors, constitutes the deliberate
manufacturing of a pretextual paper trail. The burden of supervision rests with the State: the State
cannot intentionally bypass available, functional communication channels and subsequently claim a

“willful” failure to report.

IV. CONSEQUENCES OF FAILURE TO PRESERVE
Failure to preserve any data point identified in the Preservation Matrix above will be documented as

active spoliation of evidence and submitted in support of the following relief, which Petitioner will seek

from the coordinate federal tribunals:

Adverse Inference Instructions. Under Fed. R. Civ. P. 37(e)(2), where electronically stored
information that should have been preserved is lost because a party failed to take reasonable steps to
preserve it, and the court finds that the party acted with the intent to deprive another party of the
information’s use, the court may presume that the lost information was unfavorable to the party that
failed to preserve it. Parker v. City of Chicago, 2005 WL 1384056, at *4-5 (N.D. Iil. May 20, 2005)

(adverse inference instruction for spoliation of ESI).

Centification:
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Monetary Sanctions. The cost of forensic examination, reconstruction, and motion practice

necessitated by any spoliation will be sought as sanctions payable personally by the responsible

custodians and their supervisors, pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 37(e)(1) and the court’s inherent authority.

Chambers v. NASCO, Inc., 501 U.S. 32, 43-44 (1991).

Supplemental Filing in Federal Criminal Investigation. Evidence of deliberate spoliation will be

submitted to the United States Attorney’s Office for the Northemn District of Illinois as supplemental

evidence in connection with the pending investigation under 18 U.S.C. § 1512(b) (witness tampering)

and 18 U.S.C. § 1519 (destruction of records in federal investigations).

This Notice is issued with the full understanding that the duty to preserve is self-executing. No court

order is required to activate a litigation hold once litigation is reasonably anticipated. Zubulake v. UBS

Warburg LLC, 229 F.R.D. 422, 432 (S.D.N.Y. 2004) (the duty to preserve attaches when a party

reasonably anticipates litigation). Any argument that this Notice should have been formally served by

the Court rather than by the pro se Petitioner is a concession of willful ignorance of established federal

preservation law.

V. REQUIRED CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE

Each recipient of this Notice is directed to provide a written certification of compliance, under penalty

of perjury, within seven (7) calendar days of service. The certification must:

* Identify by name and title the individual(s) responsible for implementing and supervising the

litigation hold;

* Describe the specific steps taken to preserve each category of evidence identified in the Preservation

Matrix;

* Confirm that routine document retention and destruction policies have been suspended as to all

records within the scope of this Hold;

» Identify any records within the scope of this Hold that have been deleted, destroyed, altered, or

otherwise made unavailable since February 19, 2026, and explain the circumstances of such loss;

» Identify any third-party vendors, contractors, or service providers (including Pitney Bowes, USPS,

and any ES! hosting services) who may possess records within the scope of this Hold.

Certifications should be directed to Petitioner via the contact information provided below. Petitioner

reserves the right to seek judicial enforcement of this Hold and any associated discovery obligations.

Certification:
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Respectfully submitted,

{s/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se

Plaintiff / Petitioner

8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 60656
(773) 920-0030 | defeconsready@gmail.com
Dated: May 22, 2026

Certification:
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify under penalty of perjury that on the date set forth above, I caused the
foregoing NOTICE OF MANDATORY LITIGATION HOLD AND DEMAND FOR
PRESERVATION OF EVIDENCE to be served on the following recipients:
Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office

18 N. County St., Waukegan, IL 60085

Email: statesattorney@lakecountyil.gov

ASA Nicholas Shepherd
Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
18 N. County St., Waukegan, IL 60085
Email: nshepherd@lakecountyil.gov

Director Matthew T. Junkin
Lake County Adult Probation Department
18 N. County St., Waukegan, IL 60085
Email: mjunkin@lakecountyil.gov

Officer Destiny Lee
Cook County Adult Probation Department
Email: destiny.lee@cookcountyil.gov

Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office (General Fallback)
Email: statesattorney{@lakecountyil.gov

Lake County Circuit Clerk (General Fallback)
Email: courts@lakecountyil.gov

Lake County Circuit Clerk
18 N. County St., Waukegan, IL 60085
Email: CircuitClerk@lakecountyil.gov

Executed under Fed. R. Civ. P. S(b}2)(E).
fs/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABARIDI, Pro Se
Plaintiff / Petitioner
Dated: May 22, 2026

Certification:
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS: COOK COUNTY, ILLINCIS:; Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 9

Notice of Special Appearance and Fraud on the Court — May 28, 2026, Filed Before the
Warrant Issued

May 28, 2026
Filed by Ehab Allababidi, Pro Se Defendant, in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is the formal Notice of Special Appearance and Fraud en the Court filed by Plaintiff in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146 on
May 28, 2026, before the 9:00 AM warrant hearing. The Notice declares to the state court that the Petition for Revocation contains a
documented Napue perjury violation, presents the exculpatory Adison Wecks email (Exhibit 1), and formally notifies the court that the
proceeding is fraudulent. The Notice also informs the court of the pending federal injunctive proceedings and that issuing a warrant would
constitute participation in a federal witness tampering conspiracy.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

This Notice is a verificd court filing in the underlying state proceeding, self-authenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(1). This Court may take
judicial notice of this public record under Fed. R. Evid. 201{b)(2). Incorporated into the Complaint by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P. 10(c).
The Notice is admissible as evidence of Plaintiff’s opposition to the warrant and the state court’s knowledge of the fraud.

APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This exhibit proves: (1) Plaintiff formally notified the state court of the Napue perjury before the wamant issued; (2) the state court was
specifically warned that issuing the warrant would constitute participation in federal witness tampering; (3) Defendant Shepherd and
Defendant Cervantes were served with this Notice; (4) the state court proceeded to issue the warrant despite this notice; and (5) the
Defendants cannot claim they acted without knowledge of the constitutional violation.

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

The Notice of Special Appearance and Fraud on the Court conclusively proves that the state court and Defendants had actual, written notice
of the Napue violation beforc the warrant issued. The state court’s decision to proceed and issuc the warrant despite this notice
independently establishes the bad-faith exception to Younger abstention and corroborates the conspiracy alleged in Count V.

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Filed: May 28, 2026 (before 9:00 AM) | Court: Lake County Circuit Court, Case 23 CF 1146 | Recipients: Judge Stride, ASA
Shepherd, Dircctor Junkin, Officer Lee | Key content: Napue perjury identified, exculpatory evidence attacked, federal proceedings
notified, witness tampering warning | Warrant issued despite notice

This exhibit is a true and correct copy of the Notice of Special Appearance and Fraud on the Cowrt filed by Plaintiff on Meay 28. 2026. Plaintiff certifies under
penalty of perjury that this record has not been altered or niodified.

PROVES STATE COURT WAS WARNED. Filed ut 8:000 AM on May 28, befare the 9:00 AM warrant hearing. The Notice explicith: idemified the Napue violation and
warned that issuing o warrant would muke the court @ participant in federal witnexs pmpering. The warrant isswed amvwvay. This independenthy corroborates the “had
Jiith” element of Cotart [ and the canspiracy element of Count V,
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, Case No.: 23 CF 1146
Plaintiff,
Judge: Hon. Christopher Stride
V. Courtroom: 7T-617
EHAB ALLABABIDI, CRIMINAL DIVISION
Defendant, Pro Se. Probation Revocation Proceeding

NOTICE OF SPECIAL APPEARANCE AND
FRAUD ON THE COURT
Defendant, Pro Se, Appears Specially to Challenge This Court’s

Jurisdiction Based on Documented Prosecutorial Perjury,
Forensic Spoliation of Notice, and Pending Federal Injunctive Proceedings

DATE: May 28, 2026
TO: The Honorable Christopher Stride
Circuit Court Judge, Courtrocom T-611
19th Judicial Circuit, Lake County, Illinois
18 N. County St., Waukegan, IL 60085
Via: Circuit Clerk / Courts Administration Routing
RE: Emergency Special Appearance and Formal Notice of Fraud on the Court
Regarding the May 28, 2026, 9:00 AM Arraignment
in Case No. 23 CF 1146

I. PRELIMINARY STATEMENT AND NATURE OF THIS FILING
Defendant Ehab Allababidi, appearing pro se and specially in the above-captioned matter, files this

formal Notice of Special Appearance and Fraud on the Court pursvant to Iilinois Supreme Court
Rule 101(d}, 735 ILCS 5/2-301, and the inherent power of this Court to protect itself from fraudulent
proceedings. This filing constitutes a formal, verified pleading intended to place the Court on actual

record notice of the following irreducible facts:

This Notice is not an email. It is a formal, verified court filing submitted under penalty of perjury,
served upon the Clerk of the Circnit Court, ASA Nicholas Shepherd, and the Presiding Judge of
Courtroom T-611. It establishes the evidentiary record precluding any claim that Defendant’s

objections were not properly filed.

Defendant appears specially solely for the purpose of challenging this Court’s jurisdiction over the May
28, 2026 arraignment proceeding. This special appearance does not waive any jurisdictional,
procedural, or constitutional defenses, including but not limited to objections to personal jurisdiction,
subject matter jurisdiction, the sufficiency of process, and the existence of pending coordinate federal

Certification;

T EXHIBIT IS a e iunld Ciri e copy of e Nelice af Special Appearcice and Frimd oi ihe Courd Jitod Ty PIaimif o Alav 28, J076.F) ATATHT cvrfifies wrder pometiy af permT

ol cocatildunnivl been Gleneilar modifieilc of Special Appearance and Frand on the Court - ot
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proceedings that divest this state tribunal of jurisdiction to proceed with a retaliatory custodial

incarceration.

The grounds for this special appearance and the accompanying notice of fraud upon the Court are as

follows:

II. DOCUMENTED NAPUE PERJURY — THE FABRICATED AMPHETAMINE
ALLEGATION
The Petition for Revocation of Probation submitted by Assistant State’s Attorney Nicholas Shepherd

contains objective, verified prosecutorial perjury. The State is requesting a bench warrant based on a

fabricated allegation of an “illegal amphetamine substance” for a November 10, 2025 drug test.

Attached hereto and incorporated by reference is the written, documentary proof from Cook County
Adult Probation Officer Adison Weeks, dated December 8 and December 10, 2025, officially
adjudicating this test as compliant and verifying it as a lawfully prescribed Adderall prescription. On
December 8, 2025, Officer Weeks confirmed in writing that Defendant’s “drug test results were all
negative.” On December 10, 2025, Officer Weeks confirmed: “the dip stick might have resulted in a

false positive — it is all negative in my eyes because I know you are still taking the Adderall.”

ASA Shepherd’s suppression of this exculpatory evidence and subsequent presentation of false material
facts to this Court constitutes a textbook violation of Nupue v. {llinois, 360 U.S. 264, 269 (1959), and
operates as a fraud upon this tribunal. Under the doctrine of falsus in uno, falsus in omnibus, the
verified perjury in the Petition instantly delegitimizes the entirety of the charging instrument. Because
the Petition is infected by a documented Napue violation, the State has forfeited the Presumption of

Regularity. United States v. Chemical Foundation, Inc., 272 U.S8. 1, 14-15 (1926).

Furthermore, the November 10, 2025 drug test was administered under the jurisdiction of Cook County
Adult Probation. Cook County officially adjudicated that test, verified the lawful prescription, and
closed the compliance inquiry on December 10, 2025. The State’s attempt to re-litigate a test result that
a coordinate agency of the State of Iilinois already resolved in Defendant’s favor is barred by the

doctrine of collateral estoppel. Ashe v. Swenson, 397 U.S. 436, 443 (1970).

1. FORMAL NOTICE OF PENDING FEDERAL JURISDICTIONAL
PROCEEDINGS
This Court is formally notified of the following jurisdictional conflicts that preclude the May 28, 2026

arraignment:
Certification;
THIE eXRIGIT IV d True and corredt copy of the Notice of Special Appearance and Fraid on the Courd Jiled i PIGIRH] on My 28, 2026, Plainiif} certifies tnder penaiiy of perjiry
thantlis recatilhasings ben @ileretlor modificite of Speciul .4{;;:(‘:1;‘:1;!('0 wndd Fraved en the Cowt Doama Y nfs
PROVES STATE COURT WAS WARNED. Filed ot 8:00 AM on May 28, before the 9:00 AM warrant hearing. The Notice explicithy identified the Napue violation

twenld make the court a participant in fedcral witness tompering. The warrang issned anysay. This indopendenthe cormoborates the “bad jaith " ¢lement of Cann,
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A.Federal Appellate Invocation. Emergency Rule 8 Injunction and Mandamus proceedings have been
initiated in the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit to stay this exact 9:00 AM
proceeding due to its retaliatory sequencing eight days prior to a federal habeas deadline. (N.D. IIL

Case No. 1:26-cv-01077)

B.Federal District Court Confirmation. On May 27, 2026, the Courtroom Deputy for the Honorable
John Robert Blakey formally confirmed on the federal record that an Article 111 order regarding this
exact arraignment is currently being drafted. This Court is on actual notice that a coordinate Article III

tribunal is actively exercising its jurisdiction to issue an injunction concerning the very proceeding

scheduled for 9:00 AM today.

C.Civil RICO Evidence Spoliation. The execution of a custodial warrant today operates as an overt
act of witness tampering under 18 U.S.C. § 1512(b), designed to permanently sever Defendant’s access
to the digital infrastructure utilized in active Civil RICO litigation (N.D. IIl. Case No. 1:25-cv-15800).

Formal Litigation Holds and ESI Quarantines have been served on the State.

IV. THE FORENSIC SPOLIATION OF NOTICE — THE MEMORIAL DAY TRAP
The State’s bad faith is mathematically proven by its deliberate, forensic spoliation of Defendant’s

response time, utilizing transit delays to execute a “Holiday Compression Trap.”

The Petition for Revocation and Notice of Arraignment were drafied, signed, and notarized on
Thursday, May 14, 2026, However, the physical envelope containing the summons demonstrates active
temporal sabotage: the State’s internal Pitney Bowes postage meter (ZIP 60085) did not stamp the
envelope until Friday, May 15, 2026. The State subsequently withheld the envelope such that it did not
enter the USPS Carol Stream processing facility until Monday, May 18, 2026, at 4:00 PM.

In a 14-day procedural window between the filing (May 14) and the threatened incarceration (May 28),
the State intentionally consumed exactly 50% of the timeline in transit. Furthermore, because Monday,
May 25, 2026, is Memorial Day (a federal and state holiday), the 7-day transit delay successfully
compressed Defendant’s operational window to seek federal injunctive relief to exactly three business
days (May 22, May 26, May 27). This is not administrative inefficiency; it is a mathematically

engineered timeline designed to guarantee a jurisdictional default before the June 5 federal deadline.

V. RELIEF DEMANDED
WHEREFORE, Defendant respectfully demands:

Certification;

Titls CXFIDI 15 a frue and cortect copy of the Notice of Special Appedrance and Framd om e Cour? filed By Plamif on May 28, 2026, Planiff <eriifies under Peimny of periy

thatiphix cecaliastnics been@liedeitanr modifieite of Special Appearance and Froud on the Conrt Mnme? 0
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(1) An immediate stay of the 9:00 AM arraignment scheduled before this Court on May 28, 2026,
pending resolution of the coordinate federal injunctive proceedings in the United States District
Caourt for the Northern District of Illinois (Case No. 1:26-¢cv-01077) and the Seventh Circuit Court

of Appeals;

(2) The striking of the fraudulent Petition for Revocation of Probation filed by ASA Nicholas
Shepherd on May 14, 2026, as it is infected by a documented Napue perjury violation and

operates as a fraud upon this tribunal;

(3) The immediate preservation of all state routing metadata, including Pitney Bowes digital
meter batch logs, internal mailroom chain-of-custody ledgers, and any supervisory authorization
records governing the hold-and-release protocol for the May 14-18, 2026, mail processing
window;

(4) A finding that this Court lacks jurisdiction to proceed with the May 28, 2026 arraignment
because: (a) the charging instrument is void as a product of documented fraud upon the court; (b)
a coordinate Article III tribunal is actively drafting an injunction concerning this exact

proceeding; and (c) the proceeding constitutes an overt act of witness tampering under 18 U.S.C.

§ 1512(b);

(5) If this Court issues a bench warrant at 9:00 AM based on a prosecuting instrument infected by
a documented Napue perjury violation, while a coordinate Article III tribunal is actively drafting
an injunction, this Court transitions from a neutral arbiter to an active participant in a federal
witness tampering conspiracy, and Defendant reserves all rights to seek immediate mandamus

relief and to file a verified complaint with the 1llinois Judicial Inquiry Board; and

{6) Such other and further relief as the interests of justice require.

VERIFICATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERJURY
1, EHAB ALLABABIDI (DOB: September 24, 1996), declare under penalty of perjury under the laws

of the State of Illinois and the United States of America pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109 and 28 U.S.C. §

1746 that the following facts are true and correct based on my personal knowledge:

1. 1 am the Defendant in the above-captioned matter, People of the State of illinois v. Ehab Allababidi,
Case No. 23 CF 1146, pending before the Honorable Christopher Stride in Courtrocom T-611 of the
19th Judicial Circuit, Lake County, Illinois.

Certification:

TRIS eXRIBIT 5 u frav aitd corredt copy of the Nolice o] Special Appearanice aed Frand on the Conrt iled by Platatif] or Mav 28, 7026, Plaintif] certifies under pendliy of pesnry.

thabhis wecatillusnal bognatioetlor modifiedl: of Special . J‘(: pearance wd Frawd e the Cowrt Te- A oes
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2. 1 appear specially in this matter solely for the purpose of challenging this Court’s jurisdiction. This

special appearance does not waive any jurisdictional, procedural, or constitutional defense.

3. On or about May 21, 2026, I received a copy of the Petition for Revocation of Probation filed by
ASA Nicholas Shepherd on May 14, 2026. The Petition alleges, inter alia, that I tested “positive for

Amphetamine (illegal substance)” on or about November 10, 2025. This allegation is faise.

4. On December 8, 2025, Cook County Adult Probation Officer Adison Weeks confirmed in writing
that my drug test results were “all negative.” On December 10, 2025, Officer Weeks confirmed that any
positive result was attributable to a lawfully prescribed Adderall prescription and stated: “it is all
negative in my eyes because I know you are still taking the Adderall.” A true and correct copy of this

written confirmation is in my possession and has been filed in the coordinate federal proceedings.

5. On May 27, 2026, 1 was informed by the Courtroom Deputy for the Honorable John Robert Blakey
in the United States District Court for the Northern District of [llinois, Eastern Division, that an Article
Iil order regarding this exact May 28, 2026 arraignment is currently being drafted. Emergency Rule 8

Injunction and Mandamus proceedings have been initiated in the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals.

6. The signature block of ASA Nicholas Shepherd on the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation
contains no phone number, no email address, and no office extension, in violation of [llinois Supreme

Court Rule 131(b).

7. The envelope containing the summons bears a Pitney Bowes postage meter stamp dated May 15,
2026, one day after the notarization date of May 14, 2026, and did not enter USPS processing until May
18, 2026. This deliberate delay compressed my 14-day procedural window to three business days over

the Memorial Day holiday.

1 declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on May 28, 2026 in Chicago, Illinois.

{s/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se Defendant
8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, 1L 60656
(773) 920-0030 | defconSready@gmail.com
Dated: May 28, 2026

Certilication:
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, EHAB ALLABABIDI, certify under penalty of perjury that on the 28th day of May, 2026, I caused
the foregoing NOTICE OF SPECIAL APPEARANCE AND FRAUD ON THE COURT to be served
via electronic mail (email) upon the following recipients at the email addresses indicated below.
Electronic service is effective under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 11(b)(6) and Fed. R. Civ. P.

5(b)(2)(E). No physical or mailed service was made.

TO: Circuit Clerk Administration

Email: CircuitClerk@lakecountyil.gov

TO: General Courts Routing

Email: courts@lakecountyil.gov

TO: Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office

Email: statesattorney@lakecountyil.gov

TO: ASA Nicholas Shepherd

Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
Email: nshepherd@lakecountyil.gov

CC: Matthew T. Junkin, Director

Lake County Adult Probation Department
Email: mjunkin{@lakecountyil.gov

CC: Officer Destiny Lee

Cook County Adult Probation Department
Email: destiny. lee@cookcountyil.gov

CC: United States Department of Justice

Public Integrity Section
Email: pin(@usdoj.gov

This Notice is served via electronic mail because the Lake County Circuit Clerk does not maintain an
electronic filing portal accessible to pro se litigants in criminal cases, and because the urgency of the
proceeding demands immediate delivery. Electronic service is proper under Il Sup. Ct. R. 11(b)(6)
where personal service is impractical due to the exigent circumstances. A copy of this filing is also
being transmitted to the N.D. Illinois CM/ECF system in Case No. 1:26-cv-01077 as a supplemental

exhibit in the pending federal habeas corpus proceeding.

/s/ Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se
Defendant
Dated: May 28, 2026

Certification:

This exFihie &5 a {rie and canect capy of e NGIce of Speeial Appearaice and Framl on ihe Conrt Jiled Ty Pl o Tay 28, 2025, Plainfiff ceriijies under peaalfy of perms
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION

Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al. | Case No. 1:26-cv-0
LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS; COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS: Municipal Defendants

EXHIBIT 10

7:00 AM Email — Emergency Special Appearance & Notice of Fraud on the Court — Served
Before the 9:00 AM Warrant Hearing

May 28, 2026 at 7:00 AM

From: Ehab Allababidi (defcon3ready@gmail.com) to Circuit Clerk, Lake County State’s Attorney, ASA Shepherd, with CC
to Officer Lee, Director Junkin, and DOJ Public Integrity Section

EVIDENTIARY PURPOSE:

This exhibit is the Gmail record of Plaintiff’s email sent at 7:00 AM on May 28, 2026 — two hours before the 9:00 AM warrant hearing —
serving the Emergency Special Appearance and formal Notice of Fraud on the Court on the Lake County Circuit Clerk, ASA Nicholas
Shepherd, the Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office, and the DOJ Public Integrity Section. The email explicitly: (1) identifies the Napue
perjury in the Petition for Revocation; (2) attaches the exculpatory Adison Weeks email as proof; (3) notifies the court of the pending federal
injunctive proceedings; (4) wams that issuing a warrant constitutes participation in a federal witness tampering conspiracy under 18 U.S.C.
§ 1512(b); and (5) attaches the Litigation Hold and other exhibits. The email attachments include the Notice of Spectal Appearance, Dkt. 16,
and both Litigation Holds.

RELEVANT LEGAL AUTHORITY:

Electronic records are self-authenticating under Fed. R. Evid. 902(13) and 902(14). The email is authenticated by Plaintiff"s declaration
under 28 U.S.C. § 1746. Service to official government email addresses (CircuitClerk@lakecountyil gov, statesattorney(@lakecountyil.gov)
constitutes actual notice as a matter of law. The email was sent two hours before the warrant hearing, proving Defendants had actual, written
notice of the fraud before the warrant issued. Incorporated into the Complaint by reference under Fed. R, Civ. P. 10(c).

APPLICATION TO CASE FACTS:

This exhibit proves: (1) at 7:00 AM on May 28, 2026, Plaintiff served the Napue cvidence and fraud notice on the state court, prosecutor,
and probation dircctors; (2) ASA Shepherd received the exculpatory evidence at his official email before the 9:00 AM hearing; (3) the state
court had actual, written notice of the fraud before issuing the warrant; (4) Defendants procecded with the warrant execution despite this
notice; and (5} the DOJ Public Intcgrity Section was capied, establishing a federal criminal nexus. The email attachments prove the
complete evidentiary record was in Defendants” hands before the constitutional deprivation occurred.

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

This email conclusively proves that every Defendant had actual, written netice of the Napue perjury, the pending federal procecdings, and
the witness tampering warning — two full hours before they executed the warrant. No Defendant can claim ignorance, good faith, or lack of
notice. This independently establishes the knowledge element of Count 1, the malice element of Count III, the supervisory notice clement of
Count IV, and the conspiratorial agrecment element of Count V.

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Sent: May 28, 2026 at 7:00 AM | Sender: defconSready@gmail.com | Recipients: CircuitClerk@lakecountyil.gov,
statesattorney@lakecountyil.pov, nshepherd@lakecountyil.gov | CC: destinylee@cookeountyil.gov, mjunkin@lakecountyil.gov,
pin@usdoj.gov | Subject: EMERGENCY SPECIAL APPEARANCE (COURTROOM T-611): Nofice of Fraud on the Court |

Attachments: Notice of Special Appearance (5 pages), Dkt. 16, Emergency Mandamus, AG Litigation Hold, Lake County Litigation
Hold | 2 heurs before warrant hearing

This exhibit is a true and correct copy of tihe Gmail record exported from Plaintifl s email account (defeonSready@gmail.com}. Plaintiff is the sender and
account holder. Plaintiff certifies under penaity of perjury that this record has not been altered or modified.

TWOQ I{OURS BEFORE THE WARRANT. This email proves that at 7:00 AM on Muy 28 — nwe fill hours before the 9:00 AM warrant Iiearing — everv Defendant had the
exailpentory evidence, e fraud notice, and the Winiess tampering warning in their inbox. They read it. they knew it was perjured, and they executed the warrant anvway.,
This single document defents every immunip: defense and establishes every slemont af knowledge and malice.
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Gmail - EMEI}GENCY SPECIAL APPEARANCE (COURTROOM ... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...
I .

1of2

"3 .
N@ Gmail Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready@gmail.com>

EMERGENCY SPECIAL APPEARANCE (COURTROOM T-611): Notice of Fraud on
the Court, Napue Perjury, and Pending Seventh Circuit Injunction (Case 23 CF
1146)

1 message

Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready@gmail.com> Thu, May 28, 2026 at 7:00 AM
To: Circuit Clerk <CircuitClerk@lakecountyil.gov>, couns@lakecountyil.gov, Lake County State's Attorney
<statesattorney@lakecountyil.gov>, nshepherd@lakecountyil.gov

Cc: "Destiny Lee (Adult Probation)” <destiny.lee@cookcountyil.gov>, "Matthew T. Junkin® <mjunkin@Iakecountyil.gov>,
pin@usdoj.gov

URGENT: MANDATORY ROUTING TO THE HONORABLE CHRISTOPHER STRIDE {COURTROOM T-611)

To the Clerk of the Circuit Court, ASA Nicholas Shepherd, and the Presiding Judge:

This communication constitutes an Emergency Special Appearance and formal Notice of Fraud on the Court
regarding the 9:00 AM Arraignment scheduled today, May 28, 2026, in Case No. 23 CF 1146.The Petition for
Revocation of Probation submitted by Assistant State's Attorney Nicholas Shepherd contains objective, verified
prosecutorial perjury. The State is requesting a bench warrant based on a fabricated allegation of an "illegal
amphetamine substance” for a November 10, 2025 test. Attached hereto is the written, documentary proof from Cook
County Adult Probation Officer Adison Weeks, dated December 8 and 10, 2025, officially adjudicating this test as
compliant and verifying it as a lawful Adderall prescription.

ASA Shepherd's suppression of this excuipatory evidence and subsequent presentation of false material facts to this
Court constitutes a textbook violation of Napue v Hinois, 360 U.S. 264 (1959), and operates as a fraud upon this
tribunal.

Furthermore, this Court is formally notified of the following jurisdictional conflicts:

1. Federal Appellate Invocation; Emergency Rule 8 Injunction and Mandamus proceedings have been initiated
in the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals to stay this exact 9:00 AM proceeding due ta its retaliatory sequencing
eight days prior to a federal habeas deadline (N.D. lll. Case No. 1:26-cv-01077).

2. Federal District Court Confirmation: Cn May 27, 2026, the Courtroom Deputy for the Honorable John Robert
Blakey formally confirmed on the federal record that an Article lll order regarding this exact arraignment is
currently being drafted.

3. Civil RICO Evidence Spoliation: The executicn of a custodial warrant teday operates as an overt act of
witness tampering (18 U.S.C. § 1512(b)) designed to permanently sever Pelitioner's access to the digitai
infrastructure utilized in active Civil RICO litigation (MN.D. ill. Case No. 1:25-cv-15800). Formal Litigation Holds
and ESI Quarantines have been served on the State.

RELIEF DEMARNDED: If this Court issues a bench warrant at 9:00 AM based on a prosecuting instrument infected by
a documented Napue perjury violation, while a coordinate Article Ill tribunal is actively drafting an injunction, this Court
transitions from a neutral arbiter to an active participant in a federal witness tampering conspiracy.

Petitioner demands an immediate stay of the 9:00 AM arraignment, the striking of the fraudulent Petition for
Revocation, and the immediate preservation of all state routing metadata. The formal Natice of Special Appearance
and the verified federal evidentiary exhibits are attached.

Ehah Allababidi, Defendant / Pro Se Petitioner 8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 60656 (773) 920-0030 |
defconbready@gmail.com

Certiltcation:

This exhibit is a trie and correct copy of the Gmail record exported from Pluintifis emait account (defeonSreadv@gmail.com). Plaintiff is the sender and account holder. Plaintiff

certifies under penaliv of perjury thut this record has not been altered or modified.

IO HOURS BEFORE THE WARRANT. This emal] proves that at 2:00 AM on My 28 — pwo full howrs befiore the 9:00 AM vavant hearing — every Defendun Page 310 of 316
e potice, and ihe wibtess lampering warsing in their inbox. Thev read 81, they knew it was perfured. and they executed the worrant anvway, This single docume



Gmail - EM

2of2

]‘RGEN CY SPECIAL APPEARANCE (COURTROOM ... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

p7 @ Ehab Allababidi
Personal Signature
Phone: 773-920-0030 (CAGE 16QC7)
Email; defconSready@gmail.com

. ™\

* information. Disclosure, distribution, copying, or use without the sender’s prior written consent is prohibited. If you received this in error,

LEGAL NOTICE & CONFIDENTIALITY !

This email (and any attachments) is intended solely far the named recipient and may contain confidential, privileged, or proprietary :

delete it and notify the sender immediately.

1. Unauthorized use may violate privacy, contract, and intellectual-property laws.

2. No rights, privileges, or defenses are waived by this transmission,

3. Instructions and directives herein constitute written notice for compliance and recordkeeping.

4. This communication is restricted to the designated recipient and is not to be forwarded or archived without authorization. ,
)

5 attachments

NOTICE_OF_SPECIAL_APPEARANCE_AND_FRAUD_ON_THE_COURT.pdf
44K

) DKT16.pdf
20139K

@ EMERGENCY_PETITION_WRIT_MANDAMUS_05272026.pdf
55K

@ AG_LITIGATION_HOLD_DOERSCH_05232026.pdf
76K

@ LITIGATION_HOLD_LAKE_COUNTY_05222026.pdf
58K

Centilication:

Titis exhibit is a trne and corvect copy of the Guuail record exported from Plaintifl"s email account (defeonSreadvitgmail.com). Plaintiff is the sender and accourt holder. Plai il

certifies under peaulty of perjuny dia this record has rot been allered or modified.
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Gmail - Response to Request for Assistance https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

Nl Gma” Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>
Response to Request for Assistance

1 message

Bailey Russell <BRussell@lakecountyil.gov> Mon, Jun 15, 2026 at 7:24 PM

To: "defcon5ready@gmail.com” <defcon5ready@gmail.com>
Cc: "Gregory C. Ticsay" <GTicsay@lakecountyil.gov>

Dear Ehab,
We have reviewed our records that show that you proceeded pro se on October 6, 2025.

Since that date our office has not been reappointed to represent you. This is the reason
we have not responded. We do not represent you at this time.

Regarding the clerk refusing to accept your pleadings, the clerk is incorrect in believing
that we are the attorney of record at this time.

Sincerely,

Bailey C. Russell

Page 313 of 316

1of1 b/15/40, 5:35 PV



FILED

STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)SS 6/17/2026 2:50 PNV
COUNTY OF LAKE )
Erin Cartwright Weinstein
Clerk of the Court

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH  Lake County, lllinois
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
)

Vs. ) General No. 23CF1146
)
)

Ehab Allababidi
ORDER

Public Defender Withdraw/Discharge

It is Hereby Ordered that the Lake County Public Defenders is discharged as attorney of record
in the above-entitled cause;

Nunc pro tunc to October 6, 2025

el i ik

, ' Judge

Dated at Waukegan, Illinois, this17 day of June

a Pursuant to a hearing held in this matter, a Public Defender Fee in the amount of § is
hereby ordered.

o Pursuant to a hearing held in this matter, it has been determined that no Public Defender Fee
shall be assessed.

Rev 8/03 171-336
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,,/ i'l‘“\g\ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT

\ / LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
)
People
b Plaintit ) CaseNo.  23CF00001146
v ’ ) Location: Courtroom 611
' ) Event Date:  June 17,2026 9:00 AM
PEOPLE VS ALLABABIDI ) Event Type:  Status
Defendant. )
) Clerk: Johanna B
Charge(s):
Count 1 625 ILCS 5/11-503(a)(1) AGG RECKLESS DRVG/BODILY HARM 4 Guilty
09/08/2025
Count 2 625 ILCS 5/11-601.5(b) SPEEDING 35+ MPH OVER LIMIT A Nolle Prosequi
09/08/2025

Criminal/Traffic - Minutes

Christopher R Stride, Judge

ECR Specialist, Lake County Court Reporters
Nicholas Shepherd, States Attorney

Bailey Russell, Public Defender

Present in Court
ALLABABIDI, EHAB, Appellant, Defendant present via video

Nature of Proceedings:

Event Result: Heard 06/17/2026.

Public Defender Discharged
WARRANT WILL NOT BE QUASHED
Oral Motion

TO LIFT STAY ON JAIL SENTENCE
Granted

Order Entered
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FILED

6/18/2026 10:48 A
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE NINETEENTH

JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, LAKE COUNTY, ILLINOIS Erin Cartwright Weinstein
Clerk of the Court
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS Lake County, lllinois
VS.
EHAB ALLABABIDI GEN. NO. 23CF00001146
ORDER

This matter coming before this Honorable Court with the Court being fully advised
of the premises. It is so ordered:

1. The stay of the 180 day Lake County Jail term of the defendant’s sentence is
hereby lifted.

Enter:
Dated: June 17, 2026

/)
\/WPJN U XQ

\/ JUDGE
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