FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION — PART 1
OF 2

LARKE COUNTY SOARD — RISK MANAGEMENT & CEIVIL LIABILITY DIVISION
NOTICE OF GOCURRENCE & LITYGATYON BOLD — ACTIVE PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY EVENT (FUBLIC
DEFENDER'S GFFICE)

Y S ©Lake County Board, Risk Mavagement & Civil Liability Division
© Anention: Leaal Risk Management Director
o 18 M. County Street, Waulkegan, 1L 630835
 Fax: B4T-984-5859

RS 0 o Cegory B Vicsay, Chisf Public Defender

. Railev Russell, Appainted Counsel

o County liability fund administiator / excess carrier intake {plesse ronte
. FROM: - Eliab Allababidi, Defendant (Pro Se / Faretra Invocation Pending)
DBI1E W, Winons 86, Chicago, IL 60636 | (7733 920-0020 | defeonSready @gmail.com

| SUBJECT: | NOTICE OF GCCURRENCE AND LITIGATION HOLD — CONTINUING

1 | PROFESSIONAL-LIABILITY LOSS EVENT, PUBLIC DEFENDERS OFFICE;
| PENDING FEDERAL ACTION NO. 1:26-09-06738 (COMPLAINT ATTACHED AN
. EXHIBIT F)

| CASE REFS: 23 CF 1346 (19th fnd. Cic, Lake County) | 3:26cv. Q6738 {N.

| PAGES: D PART 1 OF 2 50 PAGES (incinding this cover), Campanion Part 2 (40 pages) is
: o tesnsmitied sepacately ondee the same sobject Tine. Complete notice: 50 pages.

TRANSMISSION AND RECORD NOTICE

This transmission is directed o the department named above in its official capacity, I is 2 formal wiitten notice Intended for
administrative action, please route it to the named recipient immediately upon receipt This trorsmission, its facsimile
confirmation page, and the deparinent’s response (oF nonresponsed will e preserved and may be filed on the dochet of the
United States District Couvrt Tor the Neorthern Diztrict of Hiincls in Case Mo, 1:286-cv-06738 as proof of notice to Lake County. ¥
anv page is missing or illegible, contact the sendar ar (773) 2C-0030 or cefeonSready @ omail.com Tor immediate re-iransmission.




LARKE COUNTY BOARD — RISK MANRAGEMENT & CIVIL LIABILITY DIVISION

NETICE OF GCCUBRENCE & LITEGATEON HOLD - ACTIVE PROFESSIONAL LIABILITY EVENT {(PUSLIC
DEFENDER'S OFTICE)

L PURPOSE OF THIS NOTICE
This is 2 formal netice of scemrrence directed to the office mesponsible for evaluating and
reserving clzims against Lake County’s Hability insurance and risk fund, together with z litigation held

demand. lis purpose is practical: to give vour office actual notice of & continuing loss gvent while it is

still containa o enable

ey irwesr_iga‘:ion and reserve evaluztion, snd to identify the mwo

coprective

can be completed in a single business day — that stop the
exposure from compounding. A federa! civil-rights action naming Lake County and its personnel is

already pending; the file-stamped complaint is atached as Exhibit B,

1. THE DOCUMENTED RECUORD OF CONSTRUCTIVE ABANDONMENT

Om May 28, 2026, 2 zero-bond custodial arrest warrant issued apainst me in People v Allababidi,
No. 23 CF 1146, on a Petition for Revocation alleging a positive test for “Ampheiamine {ilegal
subsiznce)”. On May 29, 2026, at 5:32 PM - within 36 hours of the warrant - | tranamitted a written
request for emergency assistance directly o my appointed counsal, Assisiant Public Defender Bailey
Russell (Exhibit E). That transmission delivered te counsel the December 10, 2025 written clearance

from Cook County Adult Probation Officer Adison Weeks verifying that the dmg result reflected my

Tawfud, disclosed Addes ion (Exhibip A) entary evidence directly contradicting the
sworn allegation on which the waveant resis.
From May 29 through the date of this notice - twelve consecutive days and counting - counsel

has not responded, has not filed any motion, and hss not communicated in any form, despite confirmed
facsimile and e-mall transmissions (Exhibits D, E}. During that same period, on June 6, 2026, armed
officers conducted muliiple warrant-exgention altewipts 21 my residence. A complete faillure of
representaiion at s critical stage of prosscuiion is 3 structural Sixth Amendment viclation under Dnired

States v. Cropic, 466 U.S. 648 (1984}, and implicates Hlinois Rules of Professional Conduct 1.3

{diligence}, 14 (communication}, and 1.16 {withdrawal}, as well as supervisory Rule 5.1

he abandonment is compounded by an adminisirative lockout: on June 8, 2026, personnet of the

Lake Couniy Circuit Clerk (Hanna Becerrs, Department Chief Cindy Robers) declined in writing to
docket my 82-page pro se Emergency Ommnibus Filing and Foreita motion, stating that filings must
come through the Public Defender’s Office because that office remsing counsel of record (Exhibit By

Counsel will not act; the clerk will not accept filings excent throug

T
> r (=2

b counsel. The result is that no path

exists to put my motions before a judge. This Impasse slse obstiucts my compliance with the United




Srates Drsmicr Court’s May 29, 2026 order in Case No.o 1:26-cv-01077 {2k 253 which directed
gxhaustion of my defenses in the state formu (Eahibit C}

Om June 6, 2026, 1 filed 2 federal civil-rights sction, Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al, Case No.

E:26-0v-00738 (N 1L} (Kennally, 1}, The file-stamped complaint is atiached in full as Exhibil T so

"

that your depariment has the complete pleading, with the Court’s ECF stamp on every page, and can

evaluate this notice with full knowledge of the pending c¢laime against Lake County and its personnel.

HE NOTICE OF QOCDRRENCE, RESERVE-RELEYVANT FAUTS, AND
ITHGATION HOLD

A, Qerwrrence suwmmary For your caim file. Occurrence: complete non.wresponse of appointed
counsel (Bailey Russell; supervisory chain to Chief Public Defender Cregory K. Ticsay} during an

aclive zero-bond warrant

, May 28, 2026 through the present — 2 continuing ocourence accruing daily.
Metice to the emploves was immediate snd written {Exhibit E}, and included exculpstory
docwmuentation (BExhibit A} conwradicting the sworn basis of the warrant, Related pending littgation:
Allababidi v. Shepherd, et al, No. 1:26-0v-06738 (KD 1L, filed 6/6/2026, Doc. 1 attached as Exhibit
Fy, naming Lake County, companion habeas matters Mos. 1:26-cv-01077 and 1:25-cv-15181.

K. Why early intervention changes the reserve posture. As yowr office knows, the Locsl

Governmental and Governmental E 5 Tort Immunity Act (745 TLCS 10} does not proiect willful

and wanton conduct Day-one writlen notice o the employes, followad by sustsined inzction

documented in writing (Exhibits T, EY is the precise record from which willful-and-wanton and

;-Le

ratification findings are buill, Every additional dey of silence comverts what conld be evaluate

as 4
contained professional-negligence matter imo svidence suppotting immunity-piercing sllegations and

smunicipal vatification under Monedl — a categovically different veserve. Conversely, prompt corrective

action now is classic mitigation, and it will be refiecized in the federal record.

C. Litipation held. Litization being already pending, Leke County is under a duty to preserve. Bemand

©

is hereby made that vou direct preservation of: all e-mail, voicemail, telephone logs, facsimile receipt

3E
logs, case-management eniries, calendar entries, and intemal comrmumications of or conceming Bailey
Russell, Gregory R, Ticsay, Hanna Becevea, and Cindy Robers velating w0 People v, Allubabidi, No. 23
CF 1146, for the peved May 1, 2026 o the prosent, together with any documentwretention overrides
apphed 1o thern, Failure Lo presevve after this nolice cawies consequences pnder Fod. R Civ. P 37(e}
V. ACTIONS REQGUESTED OF YOUR DEPARTMENT (WITHIN THREEL
BUSINESRS DAYS)

T respectfully request that your department fzke the following actions within three {3} business days of

confirmed receipt:

Part T of 2 Page 3 of 80




1. Acknowledge receipt of this notice in writing {e-rmail suffices) and provide the claim or
ocenrrence file nurmber assigned.
2. Open an occurrence file and transmit this notice to the county’s liability fund administrator and

any excess or reinsursnce carrier whose policy could be implicated, per your standard

ocenrrence-teporling practice.
3 Issue the Hgation hold descobed in Section HLC and confinuin writing that it has issued.
4. Refer the two available corrective actions to the appropriate authority: {a) the Public Defender’
Office files an emergency motion to withdraw, clearing the docket Mook for ray pro se Farerta

appearance; of (bl it files an emergency motion to guash the May 28, 2026 warrant based on the

documented probab e {Exhibit Ay E action materially mitigates the county’s

exposure.

V.PRESERVATION OF RECORD (8 NO RESPONSE I8 RECEIVED

Fwoutd far prefer promaptl administeative corection 1o further litigation, and 1 temain available at
the welephone number and ezl shove (o assist your review, If no written response 15 received within
three business days, T will: (2) {ile (his notice and s facshndle confinuation pages on the federal docket
in Case Mo, 1:126-0v-06738 as evidence of notice to Lake County; (b) submit a complaint o the [iinois
Attorney Registration and EYisciplinary Commission concerning the conduct described above, including

the supervisory dimension under IRPC 5.1, and (¢} cile yvour depariment’s handling of this notice in

support of the municipsl-lis gations already plesded in the attached complaint. Bach of these

sleps 18 a matter of record preservation, not vhetoric; each becomes unnecessary upon 2 Hmely

subsizantive response.

{DEX OF EXHIBITS (YRANSMITIED ACROSS PARTS 1 AND 2)

County Adudt Probation (Gificer Adison Weeks) | Written verification cleaning the Addersll

A Cool
: D oe-man) thiead, Dec. ¥-10, 2023 E rescription result later sworn as an “illegal
. £

. ' Lake County Circnit Clerk written refusal to docket pro | The sdmunistrative Tockout: filings refused because

: o se filings, Juns 8, 2026 Cthe POY's Office remains counsel of record.

DO LS. Dhswrict Court order, Case Mo, 1:26-0v-01877, o Fedewal divection to exhaust state rernedies —
DN 25 {Miay 29, 20026) : Frustrated by the lockout.

B Correspondence with Clerk peesonnel documnenting ¢ Contemiporaneons record of the twelve-day sitence.

. counsel’s pon-responss, fune 8-9, 20Z6

) i Urgent request for reprasentation e-mailed 1o appointed | Deay-one actual notice 1o counsel of the warrant and
o counsel, May 25, 2026 ¢ the exculpatory clearance
LR ¢ File-stamped federal complaint, Aflababidi v i The pending federal claims against Lake County and

Shepherd, Mo, 1:.26-0v-06738, Doc. 1 (fled 6/6/2026, | its personnel; ECF stamip on every page.

¢ B3 pages; continuas in Part 2)

P XS i oho N Part 1 of 2 Page 4 of 50



VERIFICATION UNDGER 28 (.6.C. § 1746

I BHAB ALLABABID, Seclare under penalty of pejury under the Iows of the Uinited Stotes of America pursusnt o
28 U5.C ¢ 174n that the facts set forth in the foregoing Verfied Motce are tme and correct based on my personal
knowiedge.

Respectfuily submittad,

izl Ehats Allababidi
EIHAR ALLABABIDL, Defendant (Pro 8¢ / Fareitz Invocation Pending)

(773 9200030 defeonSready @ gmail com
Dated: fune 11, 20246

Part T of 2 Page & of 50




EXHIBIT A

COOK COUNTY ADULT PROBATION DEPARTMENT
CEFFICER ADIROM WEEKS E-MARL THREAD

(December 8410, 2025).
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Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXNBRIT A

&\\\i‘-‘@‘\g\: ﬂ'f?ﬁ‘“ﬁ ﬁ“‘tg Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>
::‘\ :‘:‘_‘ Vgl ¥ 2 NN AR

Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter

1 message

Adison Weeks (Adult 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
Gook Gounty Adult Probation Department

L I R R T T Ry
) }-=._.“_”'\1 N

n S KT

Rolling Meadows, lllinois 60008
847)818-2360

" TR e R L --b .
e O T I TEC T
AR S L SN T A T

Office: (

Tt S BT )
ERCR R

From: Ehab Hilfiger <dafconsreadydamati com>

Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 1:40 PM

To: Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <adison Wesks@@oookaouniyd gow>
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.

Pard Lol l—— Mage 7 of 50
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Hi! Here you go ms Adison.

oV wrote:

g

Cpre
PR,

DR

X

2025 at 12:37 PM Adison Weeks {Adult Probation} <

, Dec 10,

On Wed




Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXMIBRET A

Hey Ehab,
. Do you mind still please sending me a picture of your updated Adderall prescription? | know
you are still being prescribed it, but | just want to avoid anyone giving you a hard time for
taking it. Your drug test resulis 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

. Gook Gounty Adult Probation Department

Losa
Fof N
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From: Ehab Hilfiger <defcoriready@igmail com>

. Sent: Monday, December 8, 2025 5:04 PM

To: Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <AdisanWeeks@roakoouniyil gow>
. 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: Prescription 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
i a9 AMin person without fail.

Ill also keep you updated on the Lake matter.

. Thanks again for all your help and communication.

crens TR S il Tes TR Parl | of ¥ — Fage @ of 50



Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXMIBRET A

Best regards,

. Ehab Allababidi

On Mon, Dec 8, 2025 at 12:14 PM Adison Weeks {Adult Probation) <Adizon Wasl s @oonkonuntyl goy > 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 234 @ 9 AM
in person. You will NOT have to drug test this time, since your drug test results were all
negative. Once your Gook 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 Gaseload Officer

. | Cook County Adult Probation Department

. . E R R T )
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From: Ehab Hilfiger <defuon Sreadw@gmaiooms

: Sent: Monday, December 8, 2025 12:02 PM

To: Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <Adisoriwesks@cookoaunal gov>
. Subject: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter

ey TRERRS Fel Der S TERN) Part §oof 2 - Page 10 0f 50



Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXHBRET A E]

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. I'll
: 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 let me know if you need anything else.
Sincerely,

: Ehab Allababidi

mrew TR il e SO TERLD Pact 1ot 2 -—Page 11 of 30



EXHIBITB

LPARE COUNTY CIRCUIT CLERK REJECTION E-MALL

Written refusal of pri se Ommnibus Hiling and Faretta maotion by Clerk

personnel (June 8, 20263

Dot ety et N, D3 T TRE D Fel Chppe M SN BRI L W tod e A S e proh NN 0 Pact 1ot 2 -— Page 120850



Gmail - Motion https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?1k=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXNBRITE

Foo ey g :\“ i i
wﬁ}ﬁﬁ Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>

CC No Reply <CCNoReply@lakecountyil.gov> Mon, Jun 8, 2026 at 6:48 PM
To: "defconSready @gmail.com”™ <defconSready @gmail.com>

Good Afternoon Mr. Allababidi

We have received your email about adding this case to the call for 06/09/2026,

Unfortunately we cannot add this case to the call because we do not have the original motion
copy and the motion must be filed by your attorney. | would reach out to your public defender to
have this matter added to the call.

Thank you.

Hanna Becerra
Criminal/Traffic Court Services Representative
Clerk of The Circuit Court Erin Cartwright-Weinstein

B TV,
RN Coumy s

Waukegan IL 60085
(847)377-3282

Part P ool 2 - Paoe 1% 0f 50



EXHIBIT C
FEDERAL COURT ORDER

United States District Court minute eniry directing staie-court exhaustion

[~

{Case Mo, 1:26-0v-01077, Dkt 25, May 29, 2026).

AN Pact 1ot 2 -— Page 14 08 30



e 1 A mams

— Case L26-ov-01077 Documeant & 25 Flled O5/24/28 Page 1L of 1 Pags
ERHIBET &~ S e Lo EXXBRIT C

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.

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 Illinois 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. Rinehart,
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 1s 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. It was
generated by CM/ECF, 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.

Pact 1ot 2 -— Page 15 08 50



EXHIBIT D
RECORD OF COUNSEL NON-RISPONSE

F-mail comraspondence with Clerk personnal documenting the absence of any

responsa from sppointed counsel to emergency filings (June 8-9, 2026).

AN Pact 1ot 2 - Page 1608 50



Gmail - Re: RESPONSE TO PROCEDURAL DENIAL (Case 23 C... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXMBRITD

%\\i‘-‘\\@ \%sn;\ﬁ Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>

Re: RESPONSE TO PROCEDURAL DENIAL (Case 23 CF 1146): NOTICE OF
FARETTA INVOCATION & CONSTRUCTIVE ABANDONMENT

1 message

Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready@ gmail.com> Mon, Jun 8, 2026 at 9:32 PM
To: Cindy Robers <CRobers@lakecountyil.gov:>
Cc: "nshepherd@lakecountyil.gov” <nshepherd @lakecountyil.gov>, Bailey Russell <BRussell@lakecountyil.gov>

SUBJECT. Emergency Filing Coordination {Case 23 CF 1146) - Federal Exhaustion Mandate

Ms. Robers,

Thank you for your prompt reply and for taking the time to explain the 19th Judicial Circuit's policies. | completely
understand your administrative constraints regarding pro se email filings, and | appreciate your guidance.

Regarding your recommendation to coordinate with the Public Defender's Office, | completely agree that is the proper
channel. | transmitted the entire 82-page Omnibus Filing to my appointed counsel, Bailey Russell, via confirmed
facsimile yesterday, Sunday, June 8. Unfortunately, due to the extreme time-sensitivity of the active warrant and my
inability to secure a response from counsel thus far, | am cumrenty caughtin a procedural gap.

The reason for the urgency is that | am actively trying to comply with a directive from United States District Court
Judge John Robert Blakey. | have attached his Minute Order {(Case 1:26-cv-01077, Dkt 25), which explicitly instructs
me 1o raise these specific concerns with the state courtin the firstinstance. | am reaching out to your office to fulfill
that exact federal mandate.

Because the physical USPS package (Tracking: 9402 6118 9876 5528 9340 61) is currently in transit to your office,
and to ensure | am complying with Judge Blakey's order to use the state forum first, is there any administrative
mechanism or exception that would allow this emergency motion to be placed on tomorrow morning's 9:00 AM call
pending the arrival of the physical mail?

| am simply trying to ensure the state court has the opportunity to review this matter before | am required to return to
the federal docket. | appreciate your time and any guidance your office can provide in navigating this unique overlap
of state procedure and federal directives.

Respectiully,

Ehab Allababidi Defendant 8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 60656 (773) 920-0030 | <iefronSrasadyilamad com

On Mon, Jun 8, 2026 at 8:48 PM Cindy Robers <ot
' Mr. Allababidi,

Your email has been forwarded to me by one of my employees in an effort to resolve this

. matter. We here in the 19th Judicial Circuit don't accept filings via email, while I
understand that you have mailed these documents, we have not received them. Since you
. are currently represented by the Public Defender's Office I would suggest you reach out to
' them at (847) 377-3360 to find out who your assigned attorney is and speak with them in
regard to any motions you would like them to file on your behalf. I appreciate your

' understanding. Please reach out to me with any questions, my contact information is

. below. Thank you.

R R LA R I ST RN S Part ool 2 - Paoe 17 of 30



Gmail - Re: RESPONSE TO PROCEDURAL DENIAL (Case 23 C... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXMBRET D

Cindy Rebers

. Department Chief of Criminal, Traffic and Records
. Office of the Circuit Clerk Erin Cartwright Weinstein
18 N. County St.

. Waukegan, IL 60085

| (847) 377-3289

e N T R |
COOTOEE TSI AN DU 30V

Sent: Monday, June 8, 2026 2:08 PM
: To: Circuit Clerk <CicuiiCisidiakacouniviLany>, Courts <gouris@lakecounivil.ume>

: Cc: Nicholas Shepherd <ashepherd@lakecountyiogy>; Lake County State's Attorney
<gtaiessiiomeyGlakecounivil.goy>, Bailey Russell <BRusseli@linkecaunbd goy>

. Subject: RESPONSE TO PROCEDURAL DENIAL (Case 23 CF 1146): NOTICE OF FARETTA
. INVOCATION & CONSTRUCTIVE ABANDONMENT

Ms. Becerra,
. | am in receipt of your email regarding the Omnibus Filing. Please be advised of the following
: regarding my procedural standing and this emergency matier:

1. Constructive Abandonment: My 2. Faretta Invocation: I have 3. Mailing

appointed public defender, Bailey formally invoked my Compliance: The
Russell, has been contacted constitutional right to original physical
repeatedly and is refusing to proceed pro se under Faretta Omnibus Filing
communicate, file motions, or v. California. A clerk’s office  was placed into
provide representation during an policy cannot override a USPS custody at
active custodial warrant defendant’s Sixth 10:00 AM on June
execution. This constitutes Amendment right to self- 8, 2026 (Tracking

constructive abandonment under representation. Your refusal No: 9402 6118
United States v. Cronic. I cannot  to accept filings based on the9876 5528 9340

rely on counsel that has ceased to lack of an attorney's 61). It is currently

perform their constitutional signature is a denial of my  in transit to your

duties. constitutional rights. office as
requested.

. Directive: | am requesting that this motion be placed on the emergency call docket for June 9, 2026,
: at 9:00 AM bhased on this electronic notice, pending the arrival of the physical motion via USPS. |

. demand the Zoom/WebEx telephonic infrastructure link be transmitted to my email

D (defeontreadvdigmatl gam) no later than 4:00 PM today, June 8, 2026.

. If this office persists in refusing to docket an emergency motion from a pro se defendant whose

i appointed counsel has constructively abandoned them, please provide a written statement of the

Pact 1ot 2 -— Page 18 0f 30



Gmail - Re: RESPONSE TO PROCEDURAL DENIAL (Case 23 C... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXMBRITD

- specific policy being applied so | may include it in my immediate federal filing re
- inadequacy of the state forum.
- Ehab Allababidi Pro Se Defendant 8516 W. Winona St., Chicago, IL 60656 (773} 920-0030 |

g

Jl)f, H iL\hi GO

geloonfraady:

Ehab Allababidi

Fersonal Signature

Stas: 773-920-0030 (CAGE 16QC7)

Dranil defioanSeadyd

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 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. Norights, 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.

Ehab Allababidi

Personal Signature

T " M errnen
SN LR s it oom
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R ERCREE i{x}ilﬂi"{ 3}

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 wntten 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. Mo 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 resiricted to the designated recipient and is not to be forwarded or archived without authorization.
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EXHIBITE
URGENT BEQUEST FOR REPRISENTATION & COMPLIANCE NOTICE

Frmail ironsmitted to appointed counsel within 36 hours of the cusiodial
warrsnt, delivering scival notice of the warrant and the exculpatory probation

clearance (May 29, 2026).
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Gmail - Urgent Request for Assistance: Active Arrest Warran... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXNBRIT L

{%‘:\N“\\\g ﬁiﬁaﬂ Ehab Hilfiger <defcon5ready@gmail.com>

Urgent Request for Assistance: Active Arrest Warrant (Case 23CF1146)

1 message

Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready@ gmail.com> Fri, May 29, 2026 at 5:32 PM
To: Bailey Russell <BRussell@lakecountyil.gov>

Dear Ms. Russell,
I hope you are doing well.

| just contacted the Lake County Public Defender's Office intake desk regarding an active arrest warrant issued today
in my case (23CF1146). They informed me that you are the assigned public defender for this matter.

| am writing to respectfully request your immediate assistance. | am physically unable to safely travel to Lake County
to surrender. My impossibility of transit is currently the subject of an emergency appeal before the Seventh Circuit
Court of Appeals. | urgently need your help to review the exculpatory evidence and file a motion to quash the wamant
in my absence.

To save your office time, | have attached my active federal appellate filings, which contain the exact state records
proving the drug allegation in the State's petition was already cleared by Cook County Probation as a verified, lawful
prescription.

= Attachment 1: 26-2132 Documents_2.pdf {Please see Pages 39-44 for the written proof from Cook County
Probation clearing the drug test, and Pages 45-48 for the State's Petition).

= Attachment 2: NOTICE OF PERFECTED APPEAL FULL 05292026 3.pdf (Please see Pages 10-11 for the active arrest
warrant).

Thank you very much for your time and your dedication to this case. Please let me know the best way to coordinate
with you on filing this emergency moton.

Sincerely,

Ehab Allababidi Phone: (773) 920-0030

Ehab Allababidi

Personal Signature

-0 773-920-0030 (CAGE 18QC7)

deionniready@omail.onm

[RLRRLVR RN

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 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. Mo 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 resiricted to the designated recipient and is not to be forwarded or archived without authorization.
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Gmail - Urgent Request for Assistance: Active Arrest Warran... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ik=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...

EXNBRIT L

2 attachments

‘“\ﬂ 26-2133_Documents.pdf
= 1251K

.;:-ﬂ NOTICE_OF_PERFECTED_APPEAL_FULL_05292026.pdf
= 251K

Part ool 2 - Paoe 2% 0f 50
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EXHIBITF
FILE-STAMPED FEDERAL COMPIAINT (DCGC. Id

Altababidi v. Shepherd, et al., Case No. 1:26-0cv-06738 (N.B. {11, filed June 6,

2026, 65 pages, each bearing the Court’s ECF header stamap. Continuss in Part

2 of this iransmission.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
EASTERN DIVISION RS

FHAB ALLABABIDI, Case No. §2f-cv-0

Plainiff, Pro Se,

NICHOELAS SHEPEERD, Assistant State’s
Q\HL“‘I'“ &y, L;—“flm f?r_‘rijn Iy'

Judge: (To Be Assigned)
Magistrate: {To He Assigned)

ert‘, Cmm ty.

DESTINY LEE Adult Probation Officer,
Cock County:

MARGARET K, FONTANA, Divecior, Division of
Adult Probation Services, 19ih Judicial Circuit
(Lake County);

LAKE COUNTY, ILLINGIS,

COOR COUNTY, FLLINOLS,

Municipal Defendants. JURY TRIAY DEMANDED

COMPLAINT FOR DEPRIVATION OF CIVIL BIGHTS
UMNDER 42 U.S.C, § 1983

First Amendiment Retaliation | Fourth Amendment Malicious Prosecution

tisl g EEr) X A 'I/Iu OF
Fourteenth Amendment Due Process (Fabrication of Evidence)
Supervisory Liability | Conspiracy to Deprive Chvil Rights
Jury Treial Demanded

TABLEOFCONIENTE | e
L. Prefminary Statement
B Jurisdiction aud YVenue
X8, Exeepiion fo the Suod-Injunction Avt and the Younger Abstention Doctrine
Y. Parties
Y, Factual Allegations
A The Federal Habess Deadlines {April 13, 2026)
B. The Retalistory Petition for Revocation (May 14, 2026}
C. The Anonvmous Gfficer {(February 19, 20268)
Dr. The Mohility Kill (Janvary 14, 2026)
E. The Litigation Hold (May 22, 20263
F. The 7:00 AM Fraud Notice {May 28, 2026}
G The Warvant Execution (May 28, 2028
H. The Post -Warrant Lure (May 29, 2026}
1. The Causal Mexus: AG Withdrawal and Local Retaliation
1. Chrenological Timeline of the Censpivacy
WA, Claims for Relief

Couwnt T: Firsl Areendmernt Betaliation {All Defeadants}
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Casae L28-ov-08738 Document & 1 Filad: 08/08/28 Page 2 of 85 PageiD £2
Count 11: Fourteenth Amendment Due Process (Shepherd) EXHEBIY B

Clount T8 Foorth Amendrment Malicicus Prosecution (Shepherd, Cervantes)
Count TV: Supervisory Liabilily (Fontana)
Count V: Conspiracy b0 Deprive Civil Rights (AH Pefendants)
Count VI Municipal Liability (Monell) (Lake County, Cook County
VL Damages
VI Andicipatory Rebsical of Frrmanity Defenses
X Prayer for Belief
X, dury Demand

__l'

Dieclaration Under Penalty of Perjury
Certificate of Service

Index of Exhibits

INDEX OF EXHISETS

"‘hc foliowing exhibits are aitached herato and incorporated by reference as though fully set forth

herein, pursuant o Fed. B, Civ. P. 10{¢} and anthemicated under Fed. B, Bviddh 8302(1% 902013}, and

i

Extibit £ Cook County Adult Probation Drug Test Comrespondence — Officer Adison Weeks
d

confimmation emails (December & and 10. 2623) establishing presceiplion verification and “all negative”

adjudication
Extihit 2 Petivion for Revocation of Probation {(May 14, 2026} —— filed by ASA Nicholas Shepherd,

containing the knowingly false “Amphetaming (illegal substancey” allegation snd the Rule 131(b)-violating
signature block omitting all contact information

Fxhibit 3 Pimey Bowes Envelope with USPS Tracking --- forensic timestamps proving the fwo-stage wail

delay (May 15 meter stamp, May 18 USPS intake, May 21 dehvery)

Extibit 4: Formal Meworiahization Bmail (Pebruary 12, 2026) — sent to Dhirecior Fontana, documenting
the anonyraous officer call and requesting identification

Fahibit 5: Take County Court Minute Entry (May 28, 2026) — reflecting Defendant Cervantes’s physical

presence at the watant hearing

Exhibif 6: Warrmt of Arvest (May 28, 2026) — comummding all peace officers to arrest Plaintil and hold

without bond

Extibhit 7t Cervantes Post-Warrant Letter {May 2%, 2026) -

assigned probation officer, sent one da.y sfter the warrant executed

and only communicatdon fiom the

Fxhibit 8: Motice of Mandatory Litigation Hold (May 22, 2026} - served on all Defendants, identifvin
the fabricated drug allegation and forensic spolintion of response time

Exhibsit 2 Notice of Special Appearance an ud on the Court - filed with the Lake County Cironit
Clerk identifying Napu'c‘. PETjury

Fxhibit 10 Bmergency Email to Circuit Clerk and Al) Defendants (May 28, 2026, 700 AM) — attaching

exculpatory evidence zmd warning thad issuing the warmant would constilute federal wimess tarapering
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ceraie
eral hsbeas deadline. The mechanism was surgically precise: a
prosecutor whe swore under cath that a lawfully prescribaed medication was an “illegal substance”; a
probation officer who concealed her identity for 100 days 1o manufacture o {ake “failure to repon”

defanlt. a second prebation officer who demanded impossibie physicsl appearances despite

documented vehicle sabotage; and o supervisory director who received writien notice of the eniire
scheme and did nothing,

El

The mathematical Umeline is the

onfossion. Om April 13, 2026, a federal court set haboas

deadlines for June 5, 2026, Exactly thirty -one davs later, on May 14, 2026, Defendant Shepherd filad a
Petition for Revocation built o a dreg allegation that the State’s own coordinate agency had formally
adjudicated as compliam five months earlier. The arvaignment was schedeled 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 Plainiiff’s window to seek federal emergency intervention o
gxractly three business days. When Plaintil sem an BErevgency MNotice of Fraud on the Count a1 7:00

1

twir full hours before the warrant hesring

A€M on May 28 he 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 upen it that raorming

This 15 not 2 close case. The evidence is net circurmstantial, The Staie’s own written records

7 for Revocation. The conspiracy is not

mathematically disprove the swom aliegation in the Pat
inferred from paraliel conduct - i is demonsirated by cross-jurisdictional dsta exivaction,
synchronized court appearances, deliberate mail delays, and a post-warrant e Tetter sent the day alter
the custodial extraction was already consurmated. Plainff brings this action under 42 US.C. § 1983
te obtain declaratory and injunctive relief, compensatery and puniiive damages, and to vindicate the
copstitutional rights that Defendants have conspired to destroy.

JL JURIGDICTION AND VINUE

arises under 42 b.h,_,. *33 19&_: and the First, Fourth, and Fourtesnth Amendments to the

Constitution. This Court has subject-matter jurisdiction under 28 U 8., § 1331 {federsl

guestony amd 28 11.8.C. § 1343(a)3) (civil rghts).
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FXMHEBIY F

2. Venue is proper in the Northern Distrier of Hlinols, Bastern Division, pursuan

1 a

reside it oor committed the acts atleged within this District, and th

ey
=7
i3

132 1(b) becsuse il Defend
evenis giving rise to this action cccurred substantially within this District.

3. This Court roay award declaratory and injunciive relief undey 28 U.S.C. §§ 22012207 and Ped. R,

Civ. P. 57 and 65, Plainiiff seeks compensatory and punitive damages under 42 11.8.C § 1983 and Fed.

R. Civ. P. 38,

1L EXCEPTION TO THE ANTLINJUNCTION ACT AND THE YOUNGER
CABSEENTIONDOCTRINE st sssssssssssessosssssssssssseses

4 This Comt’s exewise of sunction Act, 28 US.C. § 2283,

durisdiction is not barred by the Ani-

because 42 US.C § 19583 is an Act of Congress that expressiy authorizes faderzl counts to enjoin

unconstitutional proceedings in state courts, Mitehum v, Foster, 407 1.5, 225, 243 (1872}

5. This Couwrt’s intervemtion s independently rvequired under the bad-faith, harassment, and
exfracrdinary circumstances exceptions to the Younger abstention doctrine. The state prosecution in
Fake County Case Noo 23 CF 1146 was brought in bad faith because Defendant Shepherd filed &
verified Pefition for Revecation containing assertions that are mathematically disproven by the written

records of the Stae’s own coovdinate agency {(Eahibit 1), The prosecution is mainizined with no

ressonsble expeciation of obtaming a valid revocation on the merits, but is instead explicitly calculsted
to serve as 2n instrurment of harassment and z jurisdictionsl vace condifion o moeot active federal habeas
dockels betore the June 5, 2026, deadline. Dombrowski v, Plister, 380 1.5, 479, 490 (1963}, Huilram

v, Pursue, Ltd., 4206178392, 611 (1875}

6. The staie court is incapable of providing an adaquate forum for adjudication of Plaintiff’s federal
constitutional ghts because the local state appavatus has actively nsudated itself from communication
by omitting mandatory contact parameters under MHinois Supreme Couwrt Rule 131{h), execuling #
zerc-bond bench warrant without conducting & minimum probable csuse hearing or taking testimony,

and issuing the warrant despite having recaived written notice of the Napue perjury two hours before

the heaving (Exhibits 9, 10} Gibson v, Bewyhil], 411 U8, 364, 577 (1673}

1v. PARTHES

7. Plaintiff KHAR AL ABABIDT (1308 Septemnber 24, 19963 is a natural parson residing at 8516 W,
Winona 8t., Chicage, THineis 60656, Plaimtiff 15 a cilizen of the United Staies and is proceeding pro se.
Plaintifi is subject to an actve no-bond bench warvant issved in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1144,
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gxecuted on May 28, 2026, at 2:00 AM, by the coordinated actions of the Dsr"andmi EXIBIT ¥

Plaintiff ¢

nges the constitutionality of that warrant and the refaliatory scheme thai produced it

8. Defendant NICHOLAS SHEPHERD is an Assistant State’s Attorney empioved by the Lake
County Stare’s Allorney’s Office, 18 N. County Btreet, Wankegan, Hlinois 60085, Detendant 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 Ravocation of
Probaticn in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146, which conisined a swom, knowingly false allegation
thatr Plainiil tested positive for an “illegal substance”™ when Detendant knew the resuit was anrbutable
to a lawfully prescribed medication. Defendant Shepherd deliberately omitted his phone number and
email address fiom the pleading in viclstion of linois Suprems Court Rule 131(b}, blocking Plaintiff
from contacting b to present exculpatory evidence before the warrant issued.

3. Defendant MARISA CERVANTES is an Adult Probation Officer emploved by the Lake County
Adult Probation Depariment. Defendant Cervantes is suad in her individuzal capacity tfior damages and
in her official capacity for prospective declaratory and injunctive reliel. On information and beliel, she

was the anonymous officer who contacted Plaintiff on February 19, 2026, at approximately 3:00 PM,

deliberaiely refusing to identify herself by name, supervisory authority, or direct contact information.

She executed the “lmpossibility Trap™ by concealing her identity for 100 days and manufacturing a

fake “failure to report” defauh. She physically appeared in Courtrooma T-611 on May 28, 2024,

alongside ASA Shephard o ensure the no-bond warrant was issued. She waited until May 29, 2026 —

the day afier the warrant was signed — to finally email Plaintiff, Yuring him into 5 custodial exiraction

that had already been execoted.

10 Defendant DESTINY LEE is sn Adult Probation Officer employed by the Cook County Adul
Frobation Depariment. Defendant Lee is sued in her individusl capacity for damages and in her official
capacity for prospective declaratory and injunctive relief. On Januacy 30, 2026, she demanded an
impossibie in-person appearance despite possessing actuzl, writen knowledge of the “Mobility Kill”
(the deliberately severed serpentine belt on Plaintff's vehicie on Jsnuary 14, 2026, documenied as
Predicate Act 6 in Case No. 1:25-cv-15800). She participated in the coordinated entfioreement scheme to
weaponize Plaintiff”s physical immohitity and wanufactoe 2 1echnical default. She only suspended her
threat of immediate viclation proceedings after Plaindff explicifly mvoked the pending federal RICO

action on the recorded call.
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1. Defendant MARGARET K. FONTANA is the Director of the Division of EXHEBIY B

Services for the 191h Judicial Circuit {(Lake Couniv). Defendent Fontana is sued in her individioal
capacity for damages and in her official capacity for prospective declsratory and injunctive relisf. She
was served with the February 19, 2026 Formal Memorialization (Exhibit 4), placing her on actual
notice that her probation officer was operating anomymonsly, had created an “hapossibility Trap”, and
was acting in concert with the prosecutor to meanufactiire 2 default. Defendant Fontana failed to

intervene, failed to identify the officer, and failed to correct the communication blockade, thereby

ratifying the constitutional deprivation.

Vo FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS
A, The Federal Habeas Deatiines (April 13, 2024)

12, On April 13, 2026, the Unied States Diswrict Court for the Novthern Distvict of Hlincis enteved
Minuie Ovders [Dki. 11} in two separate federal habeas corpus proceedings: Allababidi v Iunkin, Case
No. 1:26cv.-01077 (the Lake County habess}, and Allababidi v. Chief Adult Probation Officer. Case

Mo, 1:25-cv-15181 (the Cook County habess). Both orders divected the Respondents to “answer or

otherwise respond” by June 5, 2026

13, The Court found that Plaintiff slieged “a cognizable claim for relief” under the Rule 4 standard of
Sanders v, Radike, 48 Fdth 502, 509 (b Cie. 20223 The State was on notice that Plaintifi”s
constitutional claims wounld be adjudicated by a foderal court within 53 days,

B, The Retaliatory Petition for Revocation (viay 14, 2026}

.CI A

14 Exacly thirty-one days after the foderal habeas deadlines were set, Defendam Shepherd filad a

in Lake County Case WNo. 23 CF 1146, scheduling 2 mandstory

Petition for Revocation of Prebatio
arraignment for May 28, 2026 - exactly sight days before the June 5, 2026 federal response deadline

in both haheas cases.

{5, The Petition for Revocation zllesed that Plaintiff tested posiive for “Amphetamine {illegal

-

subsizneey’ on November 10, 2025, This allegation was knowingly false. The Cook County Adult

Probation Departaent — a coordinate agency of the Siate of Nhneds — had alweady received the
identicsl Isboratory resuli, verified the lawful Adderall prescription, and formally adjudicsied the

as compliant on December 10, 2023, Officer Adison Weeks confirmed in writing on Drecernber 8, 2025

o~

that Plainiiff’s “drug test results weres all negative

. and on Deceraber 10, 2025, that “it is 5l negative

=1

ismy eyes becanse | know vou are still taking the Adderall.” (See Exhibit 1, attached and incorporated
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by reference undev Fed. R, Civ. P 10{¢h EXIBIT ¥

16. Defendant Shepherd’s signature block on the Petition for Revocation contains no phone nurnvber, no
email address, and no office extension - a direet viclation of llincis Supreme Court Rule 131(k). This
ornission was nol inadvertent. 1t was a caleulated communication blockade designed to prevent Plaintiff

from contacting the prosecuior o present exculpatory evidence before the warrant could issue. (See

fiached and incorporaied by reference under Fed. R. Civ. P 10{ch)

17. The Sute’s own interal Pitney Bowes postage meter {(Z1P 60085} stamped the physical envelope
on Friday, May 15, 2026, one day after notarization. However, the envelope was withheld from the
USPS Carol Stremm processing facility until Monday, May 18] 2026, at 400 PM. Delivery was not
compleied wntil Thursday, May 21, 2026, In a [4-day procedural window, the State intentionally
copsumied exactly 50% of the timeline o transil. Because May 25, 2026, is Mewmoual Day, the 7-day
ransit delay compressed Plaintiff's operational window 1o seek federal emarzency injunctive relief to
xactly three business days. The Pitney Bowes postage meter stomap (May 153 is a governmeni-audited
forensic timestara proving the Sute held the envelope for at teast one full day after aotavization before
pven applying posiage. The USPS barcode confirms 4 second multi-day hold between the Pitney Bowes
meter and actual USPS imake. This deliberate two-stage delay is direct evidence of the forum

I

spotistion compoenent of the conspiracy. {See Exhibit 3, atfached and incorporated by reference under

Fed, B. Civ. P. 10{c})

., The Anonymons Officer (Febroary 19, 2026)

18. Om Febreary 19, 2026, at approxirately 3:00 PM, Plantff wceived 2 single telephone call from a
newly assigned Lake County probation officer who: {5} refused to provide her name; (b} refused io
identify her supervising autherity; and (¢} refused io provide direct contact informaation. The officer’s
initial aitempt o “command” an m-person appearmice on March 10, 2026, was downgraded upon
Plaintitt’s request for clarification to: “Well, if vou are able o make it here on March 10, 2026, T woudd
appreciate i1.”

19, Plaintiff immediately memorialized this call in a Formal Memorialization email sent to Directer
Fontana, the Lake County State’s Atorney’s Office, and the Clreuit Clerk. The ermail smtes: “Because

her identity snd direct contact information were not clearly established during the call, Divector

Fontana is formally requesied fo forward this communication io her immmediately.” (See Exhibit 4

[l

mehed and fncotporated by reference under Fed, R Civ. P 10} The State never identified the
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officer. 8he never contacted Plaintiff again. EXHEBIY ¥

ablished 2 Constructive Cormnpliance Window from 12:00 PM 1o 4:00 PM on March 10,

2076, making himself fully available for a telephonic or video check-in st Plaintiff’s verified contact
vectors, The State initiated zero calls during this four-hour window. No call logs. No veicemail. No
emgil. No field contact, The State deliberaiely abandoned s supervisory dioty to mannfaclure the
echnical default it now prosacuies.

. The Mebility Kill (Japuary 14, 2826}

21, On January 14, 2026, three hours before an in-person heazring on a RICT-related maiter, the

serpenting belt of Plaintiff”s mother’s vehicle - which she was using to drive Flaintiff to court as his

sole driver atier Hs Heense was revoked on October 3, 2025 — was deliberately severed.

is documented as Predicalz Act 6 in Allebabidi v Advocate Health, 2t al,, N 111 Case No.
25-ov-15800, Dki. 21, The cut was 2 clean 90-degree blade cut with ne fraying, no tensile
ol

deformation, and zero dry rot. The repair cost was $2.856.00.

a

22. Defendsnt Lee possessed actual, writien knowledge of this saboizge yot demanded an in-person
appearance on January 30, 2026, under threat of immediaie viclation proceedings. She only suspended
the threat after Plaimtiff invoked the pending fedeval RICO action. Defendant Cervames and Delendant
Shecherd aiso possessed actual knowledge via the February 19, 2026 Forel Mewonalization, which
documented the vehicle saboiage and Plaintiff”s physical inshility 1o travel to Waukegan.

E. The { ‘mg on Held {May 22,2426}

23 On May 22, 2026, Plainiiff served a Notice of Mandatory Litigation Hoeld (Ex

t §, artached and
incerporated by reference under Fed. B. Civ. P. 10{ch on the Lake County State’s Altorney’s Office,
ASA Bhepherd, and all Defendants. The Litigation Hold explicily identified the fabricated diug

allegation, the anonymous officer’s identity conceglment, the deliberas

=g

information, and the forensic spoliation of Plainiiffs response time. All Defend
notice of the constituticnsl violations six days before the warrant executed. The Litigation Hold
specifically demanded that 21 Defendants: {2} preserve 2ll electronie conununications, phone records,

# to the probation supervision of Plainiiff, (b) preserve sll intemal

ext messages, and emails vels
meraorandz, case notes, and supervisory directives relating to Case No. 23 CF 1146, (¢} refrain from
destroying, altering, or concealing any records subject to the Htigation hold; and {0} nnediately cease

4dd g

all retzbiatoty enforcement actions pending fedeval adjudication. No Delendant responded to the
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Litigation Hold, No Defendant acknowledged veceipt. No Defendant withdrew or mod

for Revocshion despite having six full

emonsirably false.
F. The 7:00 AM Frand Notice (May 28, 2026}
24, AU T:00 AM on May 28, 2026 — two full hours before the §:00 AM warrani hearing — Plaintifi’
sent an Emergency Special Appearance and formal Notice of Fraud on the Court (Exhibit 103 via email
to the Lake County Cirenit Cleck, ASA Shepherd, the Lake Counly State’s Attomey’s Office, and the

v

D] Public Integrity Section, with copies 1o Defendsnis Lee snd Fontsnza, The emal

b

MNapue perjury, atisched the exculpatory evidence (Ex

1}, notified the court of pending federal

proceedings, and wamned that fssuing @ warrant would constitute participation in a federal withess

tarapering conspiracy. The email attached the Netice of Special Appearance (Exhibit 9), the Litigation

prat

Hold (Exhibit 8}, and other exhibits. Every Defendant had the exculpatory evidence in their possession
efore the warrant hearing.
. The Warrant Execation (May 28, 2026}

25, At 300 AM on May 28, 2026, the Lake Couniy Circuit Court (Hoen. Christopher Stride, Couriroom

o
1

-611} executed 2 no-bemd bench warrant against Plaintiff. The coun docket reflects Defendant

it 6} commands all

Cervanies was physically present. (See Exhi

53 The full Warrant of Arves

peace officers of Tineis to arrest Plaintiff and hold his

stody without bond,

26. The warrant was 1ssued without a probable cause hearing, without taking testirnony, and without

o . 4.1

any adjudication of the merits. The state court issued the warrant despite having received the Notice of

PR

Specisl Appearance (Exhibit %) erjury and

....

two hours eadier, which explicitly identified the Napue p

ik

warned that issuing a warrant would constitute participation in federal witness tampering.

27 Defendant Cervantes waited until May 29, 2026 — the day after the wartant was signed and
executed io send her first and only communication o Plaintff — a lefter urging | o “turn

yourself in to the Lake County Jail” (Exhibit 7). After concesling her identity and contact information
for 100 davs, Defendam Cervantes finally revealed her email address Oncervanies @lakecountyil gov)
and phone number (847-377-3614} only after the warrant was already execwted, in 2 fransparent effort
te lure Plaintiff into the custodial extraction that had already been consummated. The tatter states: “You
failed 10 appear in coun on 572872026 and a warrant was issued for your arvest. | encourage you to turn

yourself in o the Lake County Jail to resolve this warrant immediately.
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H. The Cansal Nexms: Attorney General Withdrawal and Local Retaliation EXHIBIT Y

28. Pollowing the April 13, 2026 habess deadline orders, the Hlinois Attorney General’s Office filed a
“Motice of Non-lnvolvement” on April 28, 2026, officading the defense burden onio local

Respondents.

29, In response, Plaintiff activated federal service machinery under Fed R, Civ. P A{e X3 Stripped of
the Attorney General’s protection, the local Defendants could not defend the siate court record by June
5, 2026. Consequently, they conspived 1o physically incarcerate Plaintiff on May 28 to moot the {aderal

1

conri’s jurisdiction before the federal clock expired.

J. Chronslogical Timeline of the Conspiracy

30, The following chronclogical timeline demoenstrates the mathematically impossible alignment of

dates that conclusively establishes the reialiatory nature of Defendants” conduct:

4

s License revoked s Plaindff dependent on farmidy For transpoit

s Oficer Weeks:

“ull neparive” (Exhibit 1)

- Dieapite writlen pcrqu-t,dcre Df ki Cu](]v sabotage

D Mar. 10, 2025

Compliance Window : Plaineiff available 12-4 PM; zero State contact

D Apr. 28, 2026 | Local Defendants Teft unprotected

' May 15, 2626

Delivery to Plaintiff

 Memotial Day . Business deys further compressed

BB AM: Warrant executed | E days before Juae 5 federcal deadline

COUNT I FIRBST AMENDMENT RETALIATION

(Brovght Against Ad Defendanis in Their Individual Capacities Under 42 U8 C. § 1983
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31, Plaintiff vepeats and re-alleges each and every allegation set forth in pavagraphs |

fully sei forth herel

32. The First Amendment, made applicable io the states through the Fourteanth Amendment, protecis

the right of individuals 1o petition the government for redress of grievances, including the vght of

A =

access to the courts and the right to prosecute federal civil rights ltigation without state-sponsored

-

retaiiztion. Californiz Moetor Transport Co. v, Trucking Unlimited, 404 U8, 308, 510 (1972, Bil

e

Johnson's Restauranis, lne. v. WLRB, 461 US. 731, 741 {1983). The elemenis of a Flrst Amendment
Y

retaliation claim wnder § 1983 azre: (1) the Plaintiff engaped in constitutionally protected speech or

Tt that would deter a person of

conduct, {7y the Defendant took adverse action agzainst the Plais
crdinary firmness from engaging in profecied speech; and (3) the protecizd speech was a motivating
factor in the Defendants adverse action. Bridges v. Gilbert, 557 F.34 541, 346 (7th Cir. 2009},

Woodmff v. Mason, 342 F.3d 345, 551 {74 Cir. 2008}

33, Protected Activity: Plaintiff engaged in constitutionally protected activity by: (a) filing multiple
federal habeas corpus petiions {Case Nos. 1:26-0v-D1077 and 1.25-cv-15181} challenging the

a:

constituionality of his state conviciion; (b} filing a Civil RICO action (CTase WNo. 1:25-cv-15800)

ging 2 mulii-year eriminal enterprise by state actors; and (¢} serving federsl process upon the local
Defendants under Fed. R. Civ. P. 4{c)(3), compelling them 1o answer before a federal court. Each of

=

these activitizs 8 protected by the Petition Clause of the First Amendrment.

34 Adwerse Actions: Defendants took the following adverse sciions that would deter s person of
ordinary firmness from continuimg o exercise his First Amendment right fo petition the faderal couris:
(@ Defendant Shepherd filed 2 Petition for Revocation containing 2 knowingly false drug allegation
and scheduled the arraignment exactlly cight days before the federal habeas deadline (Exhibis 1-2); (b
Defendant Cervantes concealed her identity for 100 days to manufacture a fake “failure to report”

defanlt, then appeared in court on May 28, 2026, to ensure the warrant issued (Exhibits 4-7y; (¢}
Diefendant Lee demanded impossibie in-person appearances despite actual knowledre of the Mobility
Kiil; {(d&y Defendant Fontana, having received actuzl notice vig the February 19, 2026 Fommal
bemorialization, failed fo infervens, trin, supervise, or correct the retaliztory scheme {(Exhibit 4}, and

(e} all Befendants, acting in concert, sxecuted 2 custodial extracton designed to permanently sever

Plaintifi”s access to federal Hitgation infrastruciure.
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35 Camsal Nexums: The adverse actions were molivated by Plainitfs prol.cr:;ti

ematical timeline is dispositive: (g} April 13, 2026 — federal habess deadiines set. (by May 14,

i

2006 - exactly 31 days lster, the revocation petition was filed: (¢} May 28, 2026 - grraignment set
xactly 8 days before the June 5 federal deadling, (d) the peiiion conizined a knowingly false

allegation {Eahibits 1-2% (e} the wail was deliberately delayed 10 consurmne 30% of the wesponse

it 3y {f} Defendant Fonlana received zclusl notice of the anonymous officer schem
(Exhibit 4} and did nothing; and (g) the warrant was executed on May 28, 2026, at 5100 AM, wif
Diefendant Cervantes physically present {Exhibits 5-63. The statistical probability that this alignment is
coincidental is functionally zero,

g b

36. The adverse action - 2 custodial extraction eight days before a fedars) response deadiine - would

deter 2 person of ordinary flrrmess from continwing to exercise his Fiost Amendrent vight 1o petition

courts. Colli

the fade;

5 v. County of Kendall, 807 F.24 85, 958 (7th Cir. 1986} (bad-faith prosecution

bronght for harassment constitules inreparable harm) Plaintiff has been subjected 1o an active no-bond

amest warrant and faces imminent incarceration directly resuiting frora Defendants” refaliatory scheme.
COUNT I FOURTEENTH AMENDMENT DUE PROCERS

{Fabrication of Evidence in Viclation of Napue v. Hlingis; Brought Against Defendanr Shepherd in His Individual
Capacity Under 42 U.8.C § 1987)

37, Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges paragraphs 1 through 36 as if fully sei forth herein.

38. The knowing presentation of false evidence 1o 2 count violales the Bue Process Clause. Napue v,
Hinois, 360 1.5 264, 269 (1959 ("[A] conviction obtained through use of false evidence, known 1o be
such by representatives of the State, must fall under the Hourteenth Amendment.”y; Miller v. Paie, 386

U5 1, 67 (1967); Whitlock v. Brueggemsnn, 682 F.3d 567, 380 (7th Cir. 2012).

a

The night o be free from prosecution based on fabricated evidence appliss not only at sl but at

i)

every stage of a criminal or quasi-criminal proceeding, including prebable cause determinations for

arrest wamrants and probation revocstion proceedings. Fronks v, Delsware, 438 U8, 154, 1585-56

o

(1978 (1A wartant based on a false staterent knowingly and intentionally made must be voided ™,

Black v Ciiy of Milwankes, 2016 WL 7034014, at *4 (B3 Wis. Dec. 1, 2016}

'l

40, Diefendant Shepherd knowingly, intentionally, and with reckless disregard for the fruth included in

oA

a swomn Petition for Revocation the false statmuent that Plaintiff tested positive for “Acnaphetamine

an

{(iflegal substance}” on November 10, 2025, Ar the dme Defendant Shepherd signed, notanzed, and

2
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filed the Petition, he knew or shoold have known thatr (2) the Cook County

1

Depariment had received the identical laboratory result; (b} the Cock Cowunty Aduli Probaiion
Depsrimeant had verified the lawful Adderall prescription; {¢} the Cook County Adult Probation

BPepariment had formally adjudicated the iest as compliant on Drecember 10, 2025, and (d) Officer

Adison Weeks had confirmed in writing that the result was “all negative” and attributable o 2 lawfully

prescribed medication. (See Exhibit 1

Io'es

11, The 185.day delsy betwesn the Movember 10, 2025 drug test and the May 14, 2026 Petition for

Revocation is independemly dispositive of retaliatory intent. Addevall (rrised amphetamine salis) has 2
plasma half-life of spproximately 10-13 hours, meaning the substance s pharmacologicslly eliminaied

from the body within 72 hours of adminisiraiion. I Defendant Shephard genuinely believed Plaintiff

wiag using llegal amphetamines, trocediate enforcement action would have been warranted. Instead,

Defendant Shepherd waited 183 days — sliowing Plaintiff o file feders] habeas petitions, sctivate

RICO itigation, snd serve foderal process — before deploving the stsle test vesolt as 2 protext for

FEeQ }

incarceration. The 185-day delay is not consistent with legitimate law enforcement: it is consistent with

waiting until the federal deadbine created an opevationally useful window for custodial extraction.

onowas material o the warrant determination. The Petition for Revecalion relied

42 The false aliegsti

fary

on the drug allegation as independent grounds for revocation. Removing the false allegation would

have substantally reduced the probability that a nentral judicial officer would have found probable

cause to issue a ne-bond arrest warrani. The remaining aliegations in the Petition — the manufactured

“failure to report” default created by Defendent Cervantes’s [00-day identity concealment - are
themselves constitutionally infiven because they were produced by the very conspiraey alleged hervein.

< 1

Without the fabricated drug atlegation and without the manufactured defaclt, there was no lawful basis

For the warrant.

43, As a direct and proximate result of Defendam Shepherd’s {abrication of evidence, Plaimift has

suffered: (a) the isseance and execntion of & no-bond arrest warrant, (b} the deprivation of his liberty

interest in remnaining free from custodisl detention, (¢} the deprivation of his right 1o access the federal
courts; {d) severe emotional distress: and {2) damage to his repuiation and standing in the community.

COUNT HE POURTH AMENDMERT MALIIOUS PROSE{UTION
{Unreasonable Seipive / Wrongfid Legal Process; Brought Against Defendants Shepherd and Cervantes in Their
mdividuol Capacities Under 42 US.C. 5 1585)
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il

Ceyvantes, acting vnder color of state law, commenced

44, Pefendams Shepherd and

-

quasi-criminal judicisl proceeding sgainst Plaintiff by the May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation

of Probatien in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1146 and securing the issuance of an active, no-bond
arrest warrant coramanding all peace officars of the State of Iilinois to seize Plaintiff's persen snd hoid

hia in custody. Under Thompson v, Clark, 142 8. Ct 1332, 1337 (20223, a Pounh Amendwent seizure

1

16 the plainiifi”s liberty, including the

oceurs when the government initiates legal process
issusnce of an arrest warrant that resiricis freedom of movernent and subjecis the individual to the
thresr of mmrminent custodial detention, The sctive, zero-bond bench warrant v this case constitutes o
seizure within the meaning of the Fourth Amendment.

15, Defendants acted entirely without probable esuse. The sele factual predicate wias a test result that 2

cocrdinate state agency had adjudicated as negative and Tawiul five wonths prior (Exhibit 13

o

1

44, Defendants acted with objeciive malice, as demonstrated by the deliberate calewlatdon of the
ternporal sequence: (a) waiting 185 days after the November 10, 2025, fest io file the revocation

e 1 uOu, (-h\' suppee S‘;l"é) the t‘}‘;(,lllf‘ﬂlOlV coordinaton record from Cook C Ouul_f’ Adult Pll‘bauOu, (L)

omitiing &1 direct contact fields from the petition 1o enforce 2 commmunication blockade n vioiztion of

Hinois Supreme Court Rule 131(by and (d) dels

iiransit by 96 hours o exhanst Plaintiff’s
window to seek federal emergency intervention. A reasonable prosecutor in Defendant Shepherd’s

position, possessing the exculpaiory Cook County adjudication, would not have injitiated the revocation

proceeding. Whren v, United States, 517 1.8, 806, 513 (1996}, Gerstein v, Pugh, 420118, 103, 111-14

(1575},

e

47, BDefendant Cevvantes actively pagicipated in the malicions prosecution by: (8) concealing her
tdentity for 100 days to manufacture a fake failure-to-veport defanlt; (b) appesnng physically i
Courtroom T-611 on May 28, 2026, alongside Defendant Shepherd to ensure the warrant issued; and
(o waiting unti] May 29, 2026 — the day afler the wavreant was executed — 1o send her first and ondy
communication to Plaintifl, a wanspavent effort to Ture Wi into the already-comsummated custodial

exfraction.

48. As a direct and proximate result of the trandulent commencement of legal process, Plainiit has

suffered a severe deprivation of libeny consisient with a Fourth Amendwment seizure, specificatly: the

issuanee of an active, zero-bond arrest warrant commanding all peace officers in Hilnois to ssize his

2

4

person; the restriction of his freedom of movement: the targeied deployment of lecal law enforcement
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assels to execute a custodial extraction; and the 1otal disvuption of his lberty interest

from wneonstitntions? state detention. Manuel v, City of Joliet, 380 U8, 357, 367 (2617} {Fourth

Amendment governs claims for pretria! defention without probable cause).

49, The fraudulent legal process was void ab initio due to fabricated evidence, terminating in Plaintifi”s
favor under Thompson v, Clark, 142 5. Ct. atl 1341, Alternatively, even if the revocation petition
remains technically pending on the state docket, the sctive zero-bond warrant constitutes an ongeing,
uniazwful preirial seizure pursuant to wrongful legal process that vielsies the Fourth Amendment
independently of a final medts adjudication. The warram Wself was procured entively through verified
Fraud on the court, laeks any valid probable cause foundation, and operaies 25 an immediste, funciional
deprivation of Flaintiff's liberty. Heck v. Humphrey, 312 1S, 477, 484 n.2 {1994} (5 § 1983 claim for
wnreasonable selzure pursnant to legal process accrues when the seizure oconrs, regardiess of the

ouicome of the u 1k Wallace v. Kalo, 346 1.5, 384, 3390 (2007},

COUNT IV SUPERVISORY LIABILITY

{Brought Against Defendant Fontana in Her ndividual Capacity nder 42 17540, 8 1883)

50. Plaintiff repeats and re-allages paragraphs 1 through 49 as if fully set forth herein

51, Defendam Fontana had actsal notice on February 19, 2026, that her subordinale was operating

anonymoensly, had severed communication, and was manufacturing a technical default (Exhibit 43 She

4

tfailed io identify the officer. initiate any contacis, train or superviss, or preveni the retalistory

revocgtion. Supervisory ligbility attaches in the Sevemh Circnit when an official knows about

unconstitutional conduct and facillitates it approves it, condones it, or tums 2 blind eye for fear of what
they might see. Kemp v, Ligbel, 877 F 34 346, 351 (7th Civ. 20173 Jones v, Cliy of Chicagoe, 856 F.24
ags, 992 (7th Cir. 1988, But for her deliberaiz inaction and ratification, the manufzctured defnutis

would ot have existed.

1

32. Drefendant Fontana failed o fake any action: (3} she did not ideniify the anonymous officer, (b} she

did not instruct her to use Plaintiffs venfied contact vaciors; (¢} she did not initizte any field contacis,

home visits, or telephonic check-ins during the 60-day period before the revocation petition was filed;

(i} she did not train or supervise the officer 1o ensure compliance with constitutional reguire 5, and

i 4

(e} she did not intervene te prevent the filing of the retalistory revoeation petition.

COUNT VY CONAPIRACY TO DEPRIVE CIVH RIGHTS

(Browght Against All Defendanis in Their individiial Capaciries Under 42 U5 O § 19835
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53, Plaintiff repeats and ve-alleges paragraphs 1 through 52 a5 if fully set fouth herein

Frg

54 Defendants, acting under color of state faw, reached an explicit agreement, meeting of the minds,
and operational undesstanding 1o deprive Plaintiff of his clearly established constitutional rights,
including his First Arnendment right of access to the conrts, bs Fourth Amendient vight 1o be {ree

from unreasonable selzure pursnant Lo wrongful legal process, and his Fourteenth Amendment right io

be free from prosecutions initiated via fabricated evidence. Daugherty v. Page, 906 F.3d 606, 614 (Tth

Cir. 2018},

The existence of this conspiracy is not based on speculztive inference but is conclusively

A
[

emonstrated by highly interdependent. cross-jurisdictionsl actions requiring active cormamunication,

jeint coordination, and tactical synchronization between separate county agencies:

{2} The Data-Bridge Hand-off) On information and belief, Defendant Lee and Cook County Adult
Probation agents extracied the raw Novernber 10, 2023, chemical data from the shared
LEADS/probation network, intentionally stripped the accompanying December 10, 2025,
exculpatory compliance adjudication and prescrption verification records, and iensmitted the
isplated, un-coniextuslized data-packet to Diefendant Shepherd and Defendant Cervantes 1o

weaponize it as o pretextual charging asset in Lake County. This cross-jurisdictional data

extraction and selective suppression of exculpatory context is the mechanism by which the talse

amphetamine 2legshion came to appear in the May 14 Patition
p i PP ¥

(b} Cervantes concealed her identity for 100 days, manufacturing a default, while Lee demanded

impossible appearances 1o compound the record of noncormpliance.

1

() Shepherd drafted a revocation petition with s knowingly false drug allegation and omitied his
contact information to block exculpatory communication.

s o

{hy The Coordinated Court Appeatance. Defendant Cervantes and Defendant Shopherd synchronized

their physicsl presence in Courtroom T-611 at 2:00 AM on May 28, 2026, acting in concert t

[

supiprass the fact that Plaintiff had served an Emergency Notice of Fraud on the Court at 7:00
AR that morning, thereby ensuring the brraediate issuance of a zero-bond warrant threugh the

mutual presentation of falsified fscis and the conceslment of the exculpatory record served two

hours sarlier

{2} Pontana received actual notice and took no corrective action, ratifying the conspiracy.
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() The State’s mailroom delayed the envelope 96 hours 0 compress Plaintiff’s resy

over Memorizal Day.
(g3 Cervantes waited uniil May 29 to send her first communication, a pest-warrant letier urging
Plaintlf to “tauer yourself in”.

36 These overt acts directly caused Plaintifs constitutional injuries.

COUNT VE: ML

PRAOTICN:

{Brought Against Lake County, Hlinois, and Cook Counry, Rlinois Under 32 U 5.0, 3 1983}

CHAL LIABILITY (MONELL #POLICY, CUSTOM, AND

57. Plaintiff repeats and re-alleges paragraphs 1 throngh 56 g5 if fully set forth hes
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

Adudt Probation Departments and State’s Altorney’s Offices

59. Faibnre to Train/Supervise: Lake County falled to iral Probaticn Officers on the basic
| }

I

copstitutional equirements of transparency, notilicaton, and the prohibition agzinst retaliatory

enforcemaent. This failure to train was a moving force behind the anonymous officer’s 100-day
concealment and the subsequent manufacture of 2 technical defanit (Exhibit 43,
60, Widespread Custom of Retaliafion: The use of “Impossibitity Teaps” {demanding impossible

physical appesrances despite actual notice of vehicle sabotage} and forensic spoliation of mail {the

Piiney Bowes/USPS mail delay) represents a widespread, well-seitled cusiom of the Lake County

A

Phvision of Adull Probation Services, which was known b, or shoodd bave been known o,
poticy-making ofticials (Exhibit 3).

4

Systemic Hatification: Ddrector Fonians, as the final policymaker for Lake County Aduli

r\

Probation, had actual notice of the anonymous officer scheme on Febroary 19, 2026, and the Napue

perjury on May 28, 2026 (Exhibits 4, 10). Her failure (o intervene and ber subsequent ratification of the

retalistory  warrant execulion constitutes sn official policy of deliberate indiffe

constitutional rights of probationers.

62. Drata-HBridge Policy: The cross-juvisdictional exwaction and transimission of un-contextaalized

chermical data between Cock County and Lake County is a result of 3 formalized, deficient infer-agency
data sharing practice that creates a “irap” for the accused by suppressing exculpatory sdjudication
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secords. This poticy is the moving force behind the Napue fabrcation (Exhibit 1),

YIEL DAMAGES

paragraphs 1 through 62

=3

63, Plaintiff repeats and incorporates by reference

B4 As a direct and proximate result of Defendams” unconstitutional conduct, Plaintiff has seffered and

continues to suffer the following damages:

{z} Deprivation of Liberty: Plaintiff is subject to an active no-bond arrest warrani and face

23

nuninent incarceration as a divect vesult of Defendants” vetaliatory and false-evidence schene.

(b) Deprivation of Acvess to Ceuris: Plaintiff's shility to prosecute multiple pending federal
aetions---including habeas corpus petitions, 2 Civi R1C( action. and an interlocutory appes)
befors the Seventh Clrcuit-—has been severely impaired by the threatensd and executed custodial

axlraction.

4

(¢} Emational Bigiress: Plaintiff has suffered severe emotional distress, anxizty, and

psvehological harmaas 2 result of the retliatory prosecution, the false acensation ol ilepal drug

use, the getive mirest warrant, and ihe windial detention.

{dy Reputational Harm: The faise accusation of “illegal substance” use, sworn under cath and

filed in a public coun reeornd, has damaged Plaintff s reputation in the connaunity, among his

professional contacts, and before the fed ch he appesrs.

(e} Lass of Evidence: The custodial extraction threatens the permanent destruction of encrypted
digrital evidence central to Plaintiff’s Civil RICO action (Case No. 1:25-cv-1358007 and his
Tencent cyber-intrusion sction (Case Mo, 1:26-0v-03204, CRAA/DTS AL This evidence, if

destroyed, constituies irreparable harm that no monetary award can remedy.

(i Costs and Atiorneys’ Fees: Plaintiff is entitted 10 reasonable costs and attorneys” fees wnder
AZ211.5.C. § 1988,

{z}y ¥ehicke Repair Costs: The Mobility Kill (Predicate Act 6) resulied in $2,850.00 in

docurnented vehicle repair costs. This sabotage was a precondition 1o the manufactured “lailuwe 1o

eport” defsull tha

es and Lee weapenized io compound the revocation
petition. Thesea costs are directly fraceable to the retaliztory scheme and are recoverable as

consequential damages.
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{(h) Lost Emplovment and Eeoneomic Harm: The active no-bond arrest warrand

Plaintiff from maintaining normal employment. conduciing business activities, and traveling

o

freely within the state. The stigma of the false drug accusation, filed as 3 sworn public record, has
created ongeing economic harm that will continue until the unconstitutional warrant is vacate

a

(i) Intesference with Federal Litigation: Defendants” rotaliatory scheme has direcily inierfered
with Flaintiff”s ability to prosecuie the fotlowing federal actions: Allababidi v. Junkin, Case No.

1:26-cv-01077 (Lake County habeas); Aligbabidi v. Chist Adult Probation Officer, Case No.

—

25-0v-15181 (Cook Coumy habeas), Allababidi v. Advocate Health, et a1, Case No.
1:25-0v- 15800 (Civil BICO); and Allsbabidh v. Tencent Cloud LLC, et al., Case No.
1:26-cv-03204 ({CHAAMTEA evber-intrusion action}. The custedisl exiraction was designed fo

.

sever Plaintiff”s access to his Higation infrastructuove, destvoy encrypted digital evidence, and

creaie s junsdictions] fait accompli before the federal counris could act

BEBUTTAL OF IMMUNITY DEFENSES

y defenses and affirmatively pleads:

65. Plaintil anticipates immuni

A. Defendant Shepherd — Ko Absolgte Prosecutorial Immuanify, While prosecitors generally enjoy

absclute immumity from § 1983 damages for eonduct within the scope of theiv prosecutoerial functions,

1

'_\

frabler v, Pachuinan, 424 U8, 409, 430-31 (1976}, that immunity does not apply where the prosecutor
acls as @ complaining witness, perlorms invesligatory or administeative functions, or knowingly
fabricates evidence. Rebberg v, Paulk, 366 11.5. 356, 360 (2012} (shsolute immunity does not extend ic

acts ouiside the scope of legitimate advocscy. “such as fabricating evidence™). Buckiay v. Fiizsimmons,

506 1.5, 259, 273 (1993 {prosecutons receive only gqualified imanunity when acting in an investigatory

capacity or performing ad

2

siraiive dutics). Defendant Shepherd is not entitled to absolute fmmunity
ecause he functioned as an sdministrative verifier or complaining wiiness when he atiested to the

factual falsity of the chemical iest results despite having consiructive possession of the coordinate

agency reconds thay disproved his aliegation. Kalina v, Fleteher, S22 1.8, 118, 128 (1997) {2 prosecutor
acls as a complaining witness when personally attesting to the truth of faciual statements in a charging
document, and receives only qualified fnonunity for that function). The signature block on the Petition

for Revoeation does not merely initiate procesdings—it attests undev penalty of pegury o a specific

factual proposition (“Amphstamine (i

1

oral substance)”y that is mathematically faise

By knowingly

including 2 false aliegation of illegal drug use in a swom Petition for Revocation, Defendant Shepherd
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A

stepped outside the scope of legitimate advocacy and forfeited any clain o absolu

fabrication of evidence is not 2 prosecutorial function—it is a constitutions] tort.

. Defendants Cervantes, Lee, and Foniana - No Qualified Immunity, Qualified immuniiy
protects government olficials only where their conduct does not vielate clearly established statutory or

consiitutional rights of which a reasongble person would have known, Hadow v Fitzgerald, 457 US.

300, 818 (1982). The right to be free from rataliziory prosecution based on fabricated evidence was

—a

clearly established long before 2026, Napue v. ltlinots, 360 U8, 264, Z69 {1959} Franks v. Delaware,

L

438 1.8, 154, 155-36 (1978 Whitlock v. Bruepgemann, 682 F.3d 367, 580 (7th Ciy. 20123

Mo reasonable probation officer could believe that the fellowing conduct was lawful: (2} Defendant
Cerventes - concealing her identity for 100 days o manufacture a technical defaull while
sismultancousty coordinating with the prosecutor to schedule the warrant hearing eight days before the
federal deadline, (by Defendant Lee — demanding impossible in-person appesrances despite
documented vehicle sabotage and then transmitting un-contexivalized drug fest data to Lake County

A

throngh the cross-jurisdictional data-bridpe while suppressing the exculpatory compliznee adjudication;

1

woaclusl, written notice of the anonymous officer schome, the

(2} Defendsnt Fontana — receivi
Irmpossibility Trap, and the manufactured default, and tzking zero corrective action over a ¥8-day
period from February 19 through May 28, 2026, Each Defendant’s conduct independently satisfiss both
prongs of the gualified bmmuemty analysis: the conduct violated clearly established law, and no
ressonsble official could have belisved the conduct was Tawinl.

i

C. The fsint Action Docirine. Even if Defendant Cervantes were acting within her officizl duties, she
abandoned her nentval role and conspired with Defendant Shepherd o manufacture a default and
execuls 4 retaliatory arrest. Under the joint action doctrine, s state official who willfully participates in

& joint conspiracy with another state actor to deprive a person of constifutional rights acts under color of
ate Jaw for purposes of § 1983 woardless of whether the specilic act falls within the ofticial’s Formal
job deseription. Lugar v. Edmondson Ol Co., 457 11.8. 922, 942 (1982):; Dennis v. Sparks, 449 1.8, 24,
27-28 (1980} {private persons who jointly engage with stale officials in a conspiracy o deprive
constitutional rights act under coler of law}. The coordinated court appearance on May 28, 2026, where
both Defendant Cervantes and Defendant Shepherd were physically present in Courtvoom T-611 to

suppress the 700 AM frand notice and ensure the warrant issued, is direct evidence of joint action,

X, PRAVER POR RELIEY
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WHEREFORE, Plainti il Ehab Allababidi respectiully requests that this Court: EXIBIT ¥

A, Declaratory Relief

.CI

(1) Enter a declaratory judpgmen under 28 1.5.C. §§ 2201-2202 declaring that Defendants’
conduct, as alieged herein, violsted Plaintff’s righis under the First, Fourth, and Fourteenth

Amendments to the United Siates Constitntion.

Declare that the May 14, 2026 Petition for Reveeation and the May 28, 2026 arrest warram

issued in Lake County Case No. 23 TF 1146 are void sb initio 28 producis of u

conduct, including the knowing submission of fabricated evidence in viclation of Napue v,
Minis.

B. Injunctive Reliel (Pursuant (o BEx Parte Young)
{3 {ssue a permanent injunction enjoining Defendants Nicholas Shepherd, Marisa Cervantes,
Destiny Lee, and Margaret K Fomana, in their official capacities, slong with their subordinates,
depuiies, and sny peace officers acting under thelr direct instruction or in concert with them, from
teking any affirmative action to execute, enforce, or pricess the amrest warrsnt issued on May 28,

2026, in Lake County Case No. 23 CF 1 146

{1y Tssue a mandatory injuncrion ordering Defendants Shepherd and Cervantes to take sli

necessary ad e steps within their personal authority to fermally move the Cireuit Court
of Lake County to withdraw the facially frandulent May 14, 2026 Petition for Revocation of
Probation in Case No. 23 CF 1146 and (o dismiss with prejudice all vevocation proceedings

arising therefrom.

[=4

{5y Order Drafendant Fontana o implerment mandatory training on constitutional requirements for

probation supervision, including the dury 10 identify supervising officers, the prohibition against

reizliatory enforcement actions, and the requirement io accept snd respond o document

Consiructive Compliance Window submissions.

C. Compensatory Damnages

{&y Avard Plaintiff compensatory damages against each Defendant, jointly and severally, in an
amount o be determined a1 izl for the deprivation of his constitutiona! rights, emoetional disiress,

reputational barm, and loss of Tibenty, together with pre-judgment and post-judgraent interest.

3. Punitive Damages

Pact 1ot 2 -— Page 45 of 30
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{7y Award Plaintift punitive damages sgainst each Defondant, jointly and severa EXHEBIT B

sufficient 1o deter future unconstitutional conduct, given that Defendants” actions were motivaied

by an evil motive or intent or involved reckless or callous indifference to Plaintift’s federally

protected rights. Smith v. Wade, 461 U.5. 30, 56 (1983).

F. Aftorpeyvs’ Fees and Costs
(8) Award Plaintiff his reascnable costs and attorneys” fees under 42 U.5.C. § 1988, and sny other

applicable fee-shifting statute.

F. Sach Other Reliel
{3y Grant such othev and further velief 2s this Court deams just, proper, and necessary 1o remedy

the constitutional viclations alleged

X%, JURY DEMANID

Plaintiff demands a trial by jury on allf issues so triable, pursuant to Fed. R, Civ. P. 38(b}.

DECLARATION UNDER PENALTY OF PERIURY (28 1LS.C. § 17443
I, FHAR ALLABARIDI (DOB: September 24, 1996), declare under penally of perjury under the laws

of the United Staes of America pursuant to 28 US.C. § 1746 that the tacs set fovth in the foregeing

Complaint are true and correct based on my personzl knowledge, except those mallers stated on

information and balief. which 1 balieve to be true.

1 further declare that the exhibits referenced hevein and incorporated by reference under Ped, R Civ. P

Fe} are troe and correct copies of the originals, authenticated under Fed, R, BEvid S02(1Y, 202(13),

and 902(14).

Respectfully submitied,

fsf Ehsh Allabelidi

EHAR ALLABABIDI Pro Se Plaintiff
3516 W. Winona 8t., Chicage, 1L 60856
(773) 920-0030 | defoonsready @ gmail.com
Dated: June 6, 2026
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CERTIWICATE OF SERYICE

LEHATD ALLABARIDIL, certify under penaliy of perjury that on the date set forth above, 1 cansed the
forepoing COMPLAINT FOR DEPRIVATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS UNDER 42 US.C. § 1983,
together with the exhiblis incorporated herein by reference, o be filed with the Clerk of the United
States District Court for the Morthern District of Winois via the N, [linois Pro Se filing portal, which
apsils electronic notice o all parties upon appearance. Execoled under Fed. R. Civ. P. 5(bY}IHE)
and N1 B Local Rule 5.5,

requested, at the fr)] rrwmgr mjr TESSEST
ASA Nichelas Btepherd

fake County State’s Attorney’s Office

18 M. County Street, Waukegan, 1L 66085

Mariza Cervanies
Laske County Adult Probation Department
18 N. County Streel, Waukegan, 1L 60085

Drestiny Lee
Cook County Adult Probation Departrent
2121 Euoclid Ave., Rolling Meadows, 1L 60008

Margaret K. Fonfana, Direclov
Privision of Adult Probation Services
19th Judicizl Cirenit, 215 W, Water Street
Waukegan, L. 60083
FLake County, Hiinois
cfes Lake County State’s Attorney’s Office
18 W. County Street, Waukegan, [L 60085
Cook Connty, Ilinois

clo Cook County State’s Atiomey’s Office
63 W, Washington 8i., Chicagoe, 1L 60602

fsf Ehab Allababidi

EHAB ALLABABIDI, Pro Se Plaintiff
Dated: June 6, 2026
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URITED STATES BISTRICT COURT
MORTHERN DISTRICT OF 1LLINGIS
EASTERNMN DIVISION
Allababidi v. Shepherd, Cervanies, Lee, Fontana,
LAKE COUONTY, SLLINGIES, aud COOK COUNTY, ILLINGIES | Case No. 1:26-ev-0)

T A R R R R A R R R R A R R R R R A S R R

EXHIBIT PACKET

Filaed in Support of Plaintift™s Complaint for Deprivation of
Civil Rights Under42 US.C. 5 1983
(Filed Concurrently Herewith)
TABLE OF EXHEIBITE

EXHIBIT [: The Adison Weeks Ewail Thread — Proof of Lawful Prescription
FXHIEBIT 2: Petidiown for Revocation of Probation — Signed May 14, 2026
EXENBIT 3: Pimey Bowes Postage Meter Envelope ---- Forensic Timeline Spoliation
EXHEBEY 4: FPormal Memorialization of 2:00 PM Telephonic Directive - Anenymous Officer Notics
EXENBIT 5 Warrant Minute Entry --- May 28, 2026, 2:00 AM - Courtroom T-611
EXHIBIT 6: Warrant of Arrest -— The Instruroent of Constibutional Deprivation
EXHIBIT 7: Cervantes Letter — “Tuen Yourself In” Post-Warranl Luring
EXHIBIT 8: Notice of Mandatory Littation Hold — Actual Notice to Al Defendants
FXHIBIT 9: Motice of Special Appearance and Fraud on the Court — May 28, 2026, Filed Befors the
Warrant {ssusd
EXEHETE 10 700 AM Email --- Emergency Special Appearance & Netice of Praud on the Coutt -
Served Before the $:00 AM Warrant Hearing

INCORPORATION BY REFERENCE UNDER FED. R CIV. 2. 1<)

The extubits avtuched hereto are incorporated into the Complaint as if fully set fouth therein, pursuant to Fed. R Civ. P
1082y Hach exhibir is self-authenticating under Fed. R, Evid. 802(1) (damestic public documenisy, 902(13) (certified
glectrouic vecords), and 98214 (certified data copied from elecironic device, storage medinm, oc file). The Complaint
expressly references each exhibit and adopts its contents as pact of the pleadings.
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UNITED STATES DESTRICT COURT FXMHEBIY F
NORTHERN DEISTRICT OF HLLINGIR

FASTERN MVISION

Allabnbidi v. Shepherd, et af, | Case No. 1:26-0%-0___
LARE COUNTY, JLLINGIS; COOK COUNTY, ILEINOIE: Municipa! Defendants

A T S R S S R R R R S R R R A R S R R R S S

EXHIBIT 1
The Adison Weeks Email Thread — Proof of Lawlul Prescription

December 8—10, 2025

oot .

Eomali thread: Ehat Allababidi and Officer Adison Weeks, Cook County Adislt Probation Depariment

LVIDENTTARY PUREPOEE:

This exhibit is the complete Cmail thiead between Plaintifi and Cook County Adult Probation Officer Adison Weeks. spanning December
&-10, 2025, Officer Weeks confirms in wiiting that Plaint s Noverher 10, 2025 arug west results weeie “sll negative” and that sny positive
smphetamine resuit was atiribatshle (o a lawiuly prescribed Aodersll prescription. Oicer Weelks sintes: “rthe dip stick might have resulted
it oo Talse positive —— 0t 15 all negative In nly eves becouse T know vou are siill taking the Adderall” This mathematically proves that
Detendant Shepherd’s May 14, 2026 Petition for Kevocation contains a knowingly Talse allegation of il
RELLVANT LEGAL AUTHORTTY:

iilegal substance” use.

Hlectronic records are zeif-anihenticating wnder Fed, R EBavic, B0Z(15) and 2020140 The emsil thiesd Is acthenticated by Plaindfs
decldeation urder 28 U EC § 1746 ana F'ec;. REvIL 90Tk 1y Oicer Weels™s stateraents are admissions of o party’s agent under Fed. B
Evid SO1{dWZ¥ Dy, The emails are incorporated into the Complaint by reference under Fed. K. Clv. F. 1

APPFLICATION TO CASE TACTS:

This exhibit proves: (13 the Cook Coaniy Adueit Probation Depariment received the identical lsharstory resiit as ASA Shephera; (03 Officer

Weeks confirmed i weiting that the resuli was “all negative” on December 8, 2025; (33 Officer Weeks contiimed ¢n December [0, 2025,
for Revocation, filed May

that any positive resuit was Trom a lawfully prescribed Adderall prescription; ) Defendant Shepherd”s Petition

14, 2026, knowingly characterized this result as “positive for Amphetamine (illegal substance)”) and (5) the Coek County adjvdication
noearred Tive raaaths before the Lake County prosecation,

PROBATIVE CONCLUSION:

Thiz exhibit conclusively proves 3 Napue v. Hiinols viclation. Defendant Shepherd knowingly
Tshrication is not ambiguous - it is mathemstically refuted by the State’s own conrdinaie agenc
360108, 264, 260 {1939,

KEY EVIDENCE INDICATORS:

Dec 8: “Your deug test resulfs were ol pegative’™ | Dec 16: “it is aff negative in my eves because | kaow you are z6ll taking the
Adderallt” | Ofticer: Adison Weeks, Cook Couonty Adualt Probation | Ottice: (347)818-2360 | Preseription: Adderaf! (fawtol) |
Shepherd’s false claim: “Amphetamine {#legal substance)” | Napue vialztion: knowingly fake sworn statement

nresented false ""”u"’ll"‘el 1 court. The
_lf’S W

ritten record. See MNspue v. Thinais,

rerasl capy af fee Demad e Ric= 1 3 NI PRt L PLGTRFF L 0 TIRGe I 20 thE
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Gmail - Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance Letter
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Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <Adison.\Weeks@ cookcountyil.gov>

To: Ehab Hilfiger <defconSready @ gmail.com:>

Thanks so much!!

Adison Weeks, Officer
Gook Gounty Adult Probation Department

L o R T T e
R e TR AT
S LR RTINS A

Rolling Meadows, lllinois 60008
Office: (847)818-2360
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adison b, weeks

From: Ehab Hilfiger <:istconde
Sent: Wednesday, December 10, 2025 1:40 PM
To: Adison Weeks (Adult Probation) <Agison Weg

Subject: Re: Prescription Verification & Compliance
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https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?1k=3bf7ab5096&view=pt&...
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Ehab Hilfiger <def FEXHIBIYF n>

Wed, Dec 10, 2025 at 10:32 PM

oy

H-H
(51l

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.
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