Petition to U.S. Supreme Court for
Writ of Mandamus

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Case No. 12-6561

In re DR. LINDA LORINCZ SHELTON, Petittoner

DR. LINDA LORINCZ SHELTON,
Defendant - Petitioner,

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT CLERK,
ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT,
ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT FIRST DISTRICT,
CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
AND JUDGE MICHAEL MCHALE,
Plaintiff - Respondent.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS ) CREE NIMBER LCC1l0008301
V. } DATE OF BIRTH 09/02/55
LINDA SHELTON ] DATE OF ARREST 00/00/00
DeFendan € IR NUMBER 1527850 SID NUMBER

ORDER OF COMMITMENT AND SENTENCE TO
COOK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

The above named defendant having besen adjudged guilty of the offense(s} enumerated below

is herelyy sentenced to the Cook County Department of Corrections as follows:

Count SratuLory Cication Otfense Sennence Clas
ool F2i-5/1-3 ) _ DIRECT CRIMIFAL COHTEMET HOS pavs 120
and said sentence shall run concurrent with gount{sh I D TR e e
P St P WS, DAYS
@nd said sentence shall ren (eapeurrent wich! tconsecutive tol the senbence impased an:
K HOE ., DAYS
and said sentence shall run {consurrent withl (Consecutive Lol che santence inposed o
T B - ] ; i MoS. _ DAYS
and said sencence shall cun [Congurcent Withl {Fansecunive tol the sentence imposed ang
MOS. DAYS

and =sxid sencence shall cen (concusgent withl {consecutive sel the sepiencs pmpoged o

The Court finds that the defendant is entitled to receive credit for time actually serve

in custedy for a total credit of days as of the date of this order

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above sentence(s) be concurrent with
the sentence imposed in case number(s)
AND: consecutive to the sentence imposed under case number (5]}

T IS FURTUER ORDERED THAT T

rT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk pravide the Sharaff of Zook Coenty with & copy of this Order and that bhe Shecift

Labe the defendant into custody and deliwer his/her to Cho Coow Councy Deparlmanc af Cerrections and that the Department rake

nis/her into custedy and confine Hisdher in @& mannor provided by law uncil the above seprence is fulfilled.

DATED MAY 11, 2010 ENTER:

CEETIFIED EY

%5 JUDGE
NG o
0 ‘o
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK. COUNTY

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS ) CnSE NUMBER ACCI0O0093201
V. 1 DLTE OF BIRTH 09/02/55
LINDA SHELTOM } DATE OF ARREST 00/0 o/o0
TR MNUMBER 1527850 SID WUMBER

Defondant

ORDER OF COMMITMENT AND SENTENCE TO
COOK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

The above named defendant having been adjudged gquilty of the oifense(s) emumerated below

is hereby sentenced to the Cook County Department of Corrections as fcllows:

Ceount Sratusory Cicacion offense Senconce Claszs
o0l 720-5/1-3 DIRECT CRIMINAL COWTEMPT MOS, pays 180 0
apd waid sencence shall fun comcuzrent with count (5]
MOS. DAYS
and said sentence shall rup ({epnourTent with) [gonsececive £l che spntence i=mposed on:
MO, R
and said pentence shall fun {eancurcrank wick} fcons=ausive ol che senTeace imposed on:
MOS. DAYS
S - —— —— —
and said sentence shall pun (cancurrent wigh] {eonnecucive Tob rhe sentence imposed ond
KOS DAYS —

and gaid gentence spall sun lcansusrenk wich! [cgnescuzive ga) chs SBREEDCE imposed on:

The Court finds that the defendant is entitled to receive credit for time actually serve

in custody for a total credit of days as of the date of this order

1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the zbove senrence (s} be copcuxrrent wich

the sentence imposad in case number{s)

anD: comsecutive EO the sentence imposed under case number (s}
RCCLO008301 ACCLO009401 .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT - MO GOOD TIME CREDIT BE GIVEN

r= f5 FURTHER OFDERED chac The Clark provide ihs Sherid# gf Cosk Counly with a G2pY of thiz order and that the SheriEE
ca%e she dofandanl Db cuseody and geliver himfher To the oSt Couity peparcment ol Correctiens and that the Department bake
wimfher Inko cuarody znd confins himfhes 1n & mancar prgvidel BY 1aw untii the above sealkine=s ig fuliillec,

DATED JUNE 10, 2010 =wTER: 06/10/10 ./

ceprIeizo BY M MARYANN REYES ?ﬁ % / : {?27

urEALE WICHASL B 18127

DISUTY CLERR 1




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS ) CASE NUMBER ACCLOQ09401
. } . DATE OF BIRTH 0s/02/55
LINDA SHELTOMN ) DATE OF ARREST 00/00/00
= fendanit IE NUMBER 1527850 SID NUMBER o

ORDER OF COMMITMENT AND SENTENCE TO
COOK COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF CORRECTIONS

The above named defendant having been adjudged guilty of the offense(s) enumerated below
is hereby sentenced to the Copk County Department af Corrections as follows:

[a{n2 TR 114 StatuLory Citation Dffrnge Sestence Class
0oL 720-5/1-3 _ DIRECT CRIMINAL CONTEMET HMOE, pars 180 (o}
and =aid sontence shall run concuzrent with count (sl TS
2l HOs. DAYs
and said sencence shall run {cancurcent with! (copsecoutive fa) the sentence impased on:
- - MOS . DAYS
and said sentence shall vun {cansurgent withb {cansecstive tol the sentence imposed ons
= s R S
and said sentence shall run (cooncurrent withl {eeasecutive to) Che sentence imposed on:
2 MOE, __ DnE

and said seatence shall run (comcurrent withl lconsesutive tal the sentence impoesed ©h:

The Court finds that the defendant is entitled to receive credit for time actually served
in custody for a total credit of ___ days as of the date of this order

1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the above sentencel(s) be concurrent with
the sentence imposed in case number(s)

AND: consecutive to the sentence imposed under case number (s}
ACC10O008301 ACC10008301

— e

IT TS FURTHER ORDERED THAT NO GOOD TIME CREDIT BE GIVEN .

IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk provide the Sheciff of Cosk County mith a capy af this order and that the Sheziff

cake the defendant inco custody and deliver himffhar to the Cook Oounty Uepartment pf Correchtions and that the Deparbméent cake

kismfher inte custody and confine himfher im a mannax provided by Law until the ghove senteace iz fulfilled.

DATED JUNE 10, 2010 ENTER: 06/10/10 Vs
CERTIFIED BY M MARYANN REYES - % %17% (e}
GLIGE IE{THE!-:—: MICHAEL B 14527

LDPUTY CLERY

GCPE OBS10F20 12:44:13 gg | coo M0l




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CRIMINLALDIVISION

People of the State of Illinois )
) ACC 100083-01
v. ) ACC 100093-01
) ACC 100094-01

Linda Shelton )

ORDER MODIFYING SENTENCES

On May 11, 2010 the court sentenced Linda Shelton to the following:
ACC 100083-01 120 days Cook County Jail
On June 10, 2010 the court sentenced Linda Shelton as follows:

ACC 100093-01 180 days Cook County Jail
ACC 100094-01 180 days Cook County Jail

All 3 sentences were ordered to be served consecutively

The court also orderced that the defendant was to receive no good time eredit

This court now modifies its sentencine orders as follows:

ACC 100083-01 (120 days) and ACC 100093-01 (180 days) shall run concurrently.
ACC 100094-01 (180 days) shall run consecutively to those sentences.

It is hereby ordered that all previous orders denying the defendant credit for good
behavier are vacated.

(Continued)

PAGE 1 0f2
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) 88
COUNTY OF COOK )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - CRIMINAL DIVISION

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINQIS )
)
Plaintiff, )
)

VS ] No. AC-C1-0008301

) No. AC-C1-0009301

LINDA SHELTON J  No. AC-C1-0009401
)
Defendant. )

REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS had at the hearing of the
above-entitled cause before the Honorable MICHAEL McHALE, judge

of said court, on the 1st day of October, 2010.

PRESENT: HON. ANITA M. ALVAREZ
State's Attorney of Cook County
by, MR. KURT SMITKO
Assistant State's Attorney,
on behalf of the People;

MS. LINDA SHELTON
appearing pro se.

Kathie Kerns, CSR
Official Court Reporter
CSR #084-002547

RPPENDIYX
CCe-1-
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THE COURT: A1l right. Let's bring out Linda
Shelton.
[PAUSE HELD]
THE COURT: Before the court is Linda Shelton.
Miss Shelton, I have suggested that they put
you at counsel table since we have a Tot of matters to 1itigate.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I can handle papers better
that way and I can see you. Otherwise I can't see you, you are
just a voice on top of a big blob of wood.

THE COURT: Feel free to put your papers out,
whichever you like to do.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: *I've got plenty of papers. I
can quote everybody of every Supreme Court case.

THE COURT: Just a moment now. Let's identify
ourselves for the record. Miss Shelton is before the court.

For the State.

MR. SMITKO: Kurt Smitko, S M I T K O assistant
state's attorney.

THE COURT: We are here on a number of different
matters, literally one dozen matters which have been filed
before the court. Because we have so many things to litigate on
and there are other court calls with other judges, I will set
some very clear ground rules before we begin in an effort to

make this a smoother process.



I will state which motion or pleading that
we are proceeding on; I will then ask Miss Shelton to briefly
argue the motion if I feel I need to hear it; I will then ask
for a brief response from the State if I feel it 1is necessary; I
will then rule on the motion and I will not be interrupted.

In addition, I reserve the right to
interrupt either of the parties at anytime in order to, for
example, clarify your position, question you further, warn you
or stop you if you become redundant. And again, you do not have
the right to interrupt me.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: May I ask a question?

THE COURT: In a moment. You also do not have the
right to cause a disturbance.in the courtroom. Failure to abide
by these ground rules could result in your removal from the
courtroom and me ruling on these motions in absentia or without

you being present. Have both sides heard what I said?

Mr. Smitko.

MR. SMITKO: Yes, Judge.

THE COURT: Miss Shelton.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I have two guestions.

THE COURT: Did you hear what I said?

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Not until I have two questions
answered.

THE COURT: No. I will let you ask whatever you

CCB-3
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want, but I am asking you a question now. I just went through
some ground rules., Did you hear the ground rules? Do you need
me to repeat the ground rules?

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I need vyou to clarify two
questions.

THE COURT: Go ahead.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Are you stating that we are
not allowed to make any objections? You said we can't talk.

THE COURT: This is argument. There is no
testimony here. No, I don't expect any objections.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: So you don't allow objections.
Okay .

THE COURT: Anything else?

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Yes. How do you define
disturbance?

THE COURT: I will be the judge of that. But I
think you should be well aware at this point, given your history
with this court, what a disturbance is. In order to answer your
question, your past behavior has been what's known as a
disturbance. Anything similar to that would be considered a
disturbance by the court.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Would you please define
that --

THE COURT: No, I won't.

CC &4
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DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- because I don't consider
anything that I did a disturbance.

THE COURT: I'11 be the judge of disturbance, yes.
And it's really not for you to decide.

Do you have any questions on the ground
rules, Miss Shelton?

DEFENDANT SHELTON: So you are refusing to define
disturbance?

THE COURT: No, I have defined it for you. Based
upon your past behavior, don't do anything 1ike that again.
Whether you agree with me or not.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: $So you are refusing to define
disturbance?

THE COURT: I have defined it for you as best as I
feel is necessary.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Okay.

THE COURT: Since you are asking me these
questions about the ground rules, I am assuming you have now
heard me and we are going to move on.

First of all, I am going to deal with, this
is Case No. 10 HC 000012. This is a habeas petition filed by
Miss Shelton. I don't need to hear argument on this. The State
has filed their response, I have read it, . and I have read the

petition and --

czc: ‘;_5 - — A
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DEFENDANT SHELTON: Excuse me. I have a reply to
their response --

THE COURT: Miss Shelton.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- that I have --

THE COURT: Miss --

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- that I have written and I
have not been able to copy because I don't have any access to
the courts because --

THE COURT: That's a separate motion.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- because they have not
enforced your order for access to the court. So I have a
complete response. I can read it if you want.

THE COURT: No.- -If you want to file it you may.
Listen --

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I need copies made because
this is the only copy I have.

THE COURT: Okay. We can make you copies of
anything you would like after this.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Thank you.

THE COURT: I will have Mr. Smitko. Mr. Smitko,
any problems with that if she wants any copies?

MR. SMITKO: No, Judge.

THE COURT: After these proceedings please make

any copies that she wishes. You will give them to the deputy,

CC &



Miss Shelton, she will give them to the State, and he will copy
anything you like.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: And he will file anything that
needs to be filed?

THE COURT: Yes. So right now you are saying you
want to file something additional in your habeas. That's fine.

Now certain of these matters I will not ask

for argument on, and this is one of them. As the State
correctly points out in their response, a habeas petition falls
under the rules of Civil Procedure and as such reguires proper
service of process. Under section --

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Excuse me, I do have to
object --

THE COURT: Listen, you are already interrupting,
Miss Shelton.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- because the Illinois

Supreme Court in Henning v. Chandler says that Article 10 --

THE COURT: Miss Shelton, stop. Stop, stop, stop
talking.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- contains specific
procedural provisions regulating habeas corpus actions.

THE COURT: Remove her from the courtroom. Remove
her from the courtroom. If you are going.to do this you're not

going to get anywhere.
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DEFENDANT SHELTON: So you are not going to let me
respond to this response?

THE COURT: MNo. It 1is my discretion whether or
not I need to hear argument. It's moot.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: This is a Supreme Court ruling
that says Article 2 does not apply to habeas. So you are saying
the I11inois Supreme Court does not apply in this courtroom?

THE COURT: I am not getting into the merits with
you. You haven't done proper service. Period. That's it. Do
you want to let me rule --

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I haven't done service because
you haven't allowed me to copy this.

THE COURT: It is your choice. Go into lockup or
let me talk. Which would you like to do? I've got twelve
matters to rule on here today.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Okay. Will you allow this to
be copied and filed so this is filed as my response?

THE COURT: You know what, will you bring me what
it is there. We will give you a copy. Let me just Took at it
right now.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I mean, the Illinois Supreme
Court ruled --

THE COURT: I don't want to.hear argument, Miss

Shelton. How much more clear can I be?

CC -8
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DEFENDANT SHELTON: How much more clear can I be
that you can't violate the law, sir? This is the I1linois
Supreme Court.

THE COURT: Your interpretation of things differs
from mine.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: No. You are violating the
I11inois Supreme Court says that Article --

THE COURT: Be quiet.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: 2 --

THE COURT: Be quiet.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- does not apply to habeas.
It's --

THE COURT: Be guiet or you will be taken out of
the courtroom.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- that's paragraph 2.

THE COURT: Out of the courtroom. Get her out of
here.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Okay. Give me everything
back. And say that this judge is refusing to follow the
IM11inois Supreme Court., That's the I11inois Supreme Court
ruling. Mr. Smitko didn't read it.

THE COURT: You can come back if you are going to
go by the ground rules. If not, I will make all my rulings

without you here, Miss Shelton. Your choice,

CCés e
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THE DEFENDANT: I am not leaving until you file
that with the court.

THE DEPUTY SHERIFF: Linda. Linda.

THE DEFENDANT: I am not leaving until you file
that with the court. You have to follow the I11inois Supreme
Court --

THE COURT: Close the door.

THE DEFENDANT: -- because that's what the Illinois
Supreme Court says. You must follow the Illinois Supreme Court.

THE DEPUTY SHERIFF: Got a radio, Frankie? Call.

THE DEFENDANT: You must follow the ITlinois
Supreme -- You stop it.

THE DEPUTY SHERIFF: Calm down.

THE DEFENDANT: He has to follow the I1linois
Supreme Court.

THE COURT: Al11 right. For the record
Miss Shelton was wheeled from the courtroom, then threw herself
out of the wheelchair onto the floor as she continued to scream.
She clearly did not want to follow the ground rules as laid out
by this court. She did hand to the deputy a six page
handwritten response to The People's response, which we will
copy and file for her. We will give her a copy of that in the
lockup and we will try to have her come eut again if she wants

to calm down. If she does not calm down this court is going to

CC&-‘]U
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rule in her absence on all of her remaining motions. We will
take a brief recess to see what she wants to do. Court is in

recess.

[RECESS HELD]

(WHEREUPON, the following proceedings
was resumed and held as follows
herein:)
THE COURT: It is now about 10:15. Let's give
this another shot.
THE SERGEANT: Your Honor, Miss Shelton, is not
cooperating with us.
THE COURT: This is on the record. I'm sorry.
THE SERGEANT: Sergeant London Thomas, Star 10402,
Cook County Sheriff's Department.

Miss Shelton is not cooperating with us to
take off her restraints to appear in court. Would you Tike her
to appear in court with her restraints on?

THE COURT: Do you feel that you are adequately
prepared to deal with her without the restraints?

THE SERGEANT: We are, but she is not allowing us
to take them off.

THE COURT: Oh, I see.

THE SERGEANT: She is not cooperating with us.

C(,i- 11
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THE COURT: 1In other words, she won't let you
remove the restraints but she is asking to come back into the
courtroom?

THE SERGEANT: Exactly.

THE COURT: Let the record reflect I typically do
not have defendants in restraints in court unless they present a
serious security risk. I will say this is the fTirst time I have
had a defendant want to have the restraints on in court.
Nevertheless, Sergeant, if that's what she is asking for then we
will oblige. So if she will not let you remove the restraints
without any threat of physical harm to you or your men, SO be
it. Bring her in with the restraints on. The record should be
clear she is only appearing in open court in restraints because
of her own choice.

THE SERGEANT: Coming out, Your Honor.

[PAUSE HELD]

THE DEPUTY SHERIFF: Coming out, Your Honor.

THE COURT: A1l right. Thank you.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Those ground rules do not
apply because that's an act of treason. It's an act of treason
to say that you can't defend yourself. That judge should be
arrested for treason. He should be arrested for treason. The
I11incis Supreme Court, he is bound to follow. And so is this

guy and he knows he is not following 1t.

CC g12



o= R I > 4 ) B - 4

—
o W

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

THE COURT: For the record you can put her at the
table, as long as you guys are comfortable with that.
I have allowed Miss Shelton to file what is

entitled Response to People's Motion to Dismiss Petitioner's

Reguest For Habeas Corpus Relief. Miss Shelton, it is filed

with the Clerk. We all have copies. Did you get your copy?

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Yes, and I would like to argue
it

THE CQURT: Yes, I am going to give you a chance
to argue that. I will Timit you to approximately 5 minutes,
however, which is allowed within my discretion. Go.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: :The State first committed
fraud by saying I was sentenced to three sentences of 60 days
each which is fraud upon the court. Of course you illegally
sentenced me to 120 days, then 180 days, then 180 days
consecutively which is 16 months without a jury trial which is a
violation of the United States Supreme Court rulings 1in
previously filed documents. The State has committed fraud.
Their motion is irrelevant and immaterial because the I1linois

Supreme Court says, and I gquote, "in Hennings v. Chandler, 229

I11inois 2018 2008, Article 10 of habeas code contains specific
procedural provisions regulating habeas corpus actions and these
sections control over the general provisions of Article 2.

Therefore, the entire section one of the State's response 1is

CCp13 -
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irrelevant, immaterial, and fraud upon this court. In the
alternative alleges that it should be dismissed because it is
legally insufficient." This court has, number one, violated the
law that says that you have to give up jurisdiction when I ask
for substitution of judge as a right. On May 11th, initially
this court in page 3 of the rulings, when I came in here, I
said, "Where is Judge Bieble?" You said that Judge Bieble was,
I think teaching something, do you want to continue with you. I
said, "IT you follow Article 10, if you follow the law" -- I
gave a conditional response -- "then it's okay for you to hear

the habeas. If you don't follow the law, no. Then you
proceeded not to follow the law. :You violated Illinois Supreme
Court rule canon, Rule 63 canon 3 A1 and A4. You refused to let
me make a record which is necessary to say why a next friend

habeas is required under Weber v. Garza. Then you said that you

can't file a habeas as next friend if you are a nonattorney,

which violates U.S. Supreme Court rulings in both Boumediene v.

Bush. Justice Souter's footnotes said even the father of the
Guantanamo's prisoner whose nonattorney can file, and a 1955

decision where United States, X Rel Toth v. Quarles, said that

the sister who was a nonattorney could file a next friend
habeas. Therefore, since you violated these U.S. Supreme Court
rulings you lost jurisdiction. You also lost jurisdiction. And

then when you violated my condition that I only would refuse

(:ﬂ; $-14 sEas mera
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substitution of judge as a right if you followed the law then I
said, "Okay, then we are going on to Judge Bieble. I want
substitution of judge." So in two ways you Tost jurisdiction
there.

Then you went on and you violated the
U.S. Supreme Court in a number of other decisions that are
written in my habeas petition, and since you are only give me
S minutes I am not going to repeat them, but there are numerous
U.5. Supreme Court decisions that say you cannot give more than
one contempt sentence, uhm, vielation in any trial or hearing.
This was one hearing on the Melunga habeas petitions. You
committed two counts of violation:of the U.S. Supreme Court by
not hearing. It's still four-and a half months and it's been
since April and the Melunga habeas petitions have not been
heard. That's two more counts of treason. You haven't heard my
two habeas petitions in forthwith. The habeas I11inois law says
forthwith., That does not mean two months, it does not mean
two weeks, it does not mean one week. The case law says it is
within 72 hours.

You, you, said made consecutive sentences.
The law says under Brown -- this is an I11inois decision, I am
not going to repeat the citation because I am using up my
9 minutes, it's already in my habeas -- says you cannot give

consecutive sentences in contempt. And then the U.S. Supreme
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Court and numerous Il1linois decisions says you cannot sentence
aggregate contempt of more than 6 months. You made a 16-month
sentence without a jury trial and that voids all of the contempt
rulings. So you have lost jurisdiction in a half a dozen
different ways. All of your orders are void.

Your actions, every action you've taken
since the page 3 of the initial hearing we had on May 11th --
and it wasn't even a hearing on the habeas, this was just a
preliminary discussion -- you were just saying, you were trying
to say this isn't even a legal filing. If it's not a legal
filing then it's not a legal hearing. So you didn't even call
it a hearing yet. So therefore if you read what I wrote, which
you're not giving me more than-5 minutes, which is not giving me
justice because I need more than 5 minutes to go through the
more than twenty acts of treason that you committed that void
all of your rulings. So you can't say that this habeas had to
be filed. You have to file the habeas on the Sheriff, you have
to bring the Sheriff in here, you have to read the habeas law.
You violated every one of the habeas law. You owe me $2,000.
The State's Attorney or the I1linois Attorney General must fine
you $2,000. You owe me $2,000. You owe Miss Melunga $2,000.
Kazmierski, Brosnahan -- read the habeas law. If you don't
grant habeas forthwith -- granting habeas means serving the

Sheriff, having the Sheriff bring the process and the person
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into the courtroom, and promptly hearing the evidence as to why
there is no jurisdiction. You haven't done any of that. You
violated every part of that habeas law. You violated
substitution of judge as a right. A1l your orders are
completely illegal. It is all explained in my motions, and you
are not giving me time to do justice to my motions by explaining
ik

Then on top of that, the U.S. Supreme Court
in Prater and Mayberry said that, "Judges who are embroiled in
controversy cannot hear their own contempt. They must assign
another judge."

THE COURT: One more minute, Miss Shelton.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: You have not assigned another
judge --

THE COURT: One more minute.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- to hear the contempt. So
you have to decide, do you want me to charge me with contempt
more than 6 months? If so, you must have a jury trial and a
different judge. If you want to vacate everything and charge me
with contempt for less than 6 months then I've already served
it. Because I also have in all of my motions all the Taw that
says --

THE COURT: 30 seconds, please.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- you may not deny good time
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jail credit. That is part of the U.S. Supreme Court decision
and --

THE COURT: You can argue of all of those motions,
Miss Shelton --

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- and three other decisions.

THE COURT: You will get a chance to argue.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I will argue every one of
those because you have committed twenty acts of treason.

THE COURT: Yes, you are. But you have 15 seconds
more of this one.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: On this one, the acts of the
entire motion by this state's-atterney to dismiss the habeas is
fraud upon the court, void, and there are dozens of reasons why
I have already served the sentence --

THE COURT: We are going to deal with that.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- I've already served it,
number one. That's one reason to release me. The second reason
is you committed so many acts of treason all your orders are
void. You are without any jurisdiction --

THE COURT: Okay, time's up. Times's up. You
need to stop.

DEFENDANT SHELTON; -- therefore you have to
release me immediately.

THE COURT: And I will give you a chance to argue
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each and every one of those other motions that you mentioned.
This is not the last time that I will give you a chance to raise
those points. I want you to know that.

I have read your response in the interim
when we took a recess. Mr. Smitko, did you get a chance to
review her response?

MR. SMITKO: Yes, Judge.

THE COURT: Would you 1ike to make any statement
regarding the service of process issue?

MR. SMITKO: No, Judge, I would rest on my motion
to dismiss. The only thing I would add, Judge, is I would
correct the sentences on there. That was a typographical error.

THE COURT: The State acknowledges there were some
typos regarding the sentences, right?

MR. SMITKO: Yes, Judge.

THE COURT: For the record the sentences were 120,
180, 180 consecutively originally,

DEFENDANT SHELTON: May I reply to his response?

THE COURT: No, that's not part of the ground
rules.

You know what I am going to do actually? I
will Tet you know something that I think is going to make you
happy, Miss Shelton. I know that's probably shocking for you to

hear. As for the ruling on your habeas, I will set that aside
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for a moment and I will jump to one of your other motions, just
to Tet you know I am acting in good faith today. I am going to

deal with your motion, Emergency 1401F Petition To Vacate Orders

Denying Day-For-Day Credit, et cetera, et cetera. Listen

carefully. I think you will 1ike the result.

Defendant has moved that she is entitled to
receive credit in custody for good behavior. In her motion she
cites statute 730 ILCS 130/3, which is the County Jail Good
Behavioral Allowance Act. The defendant has also cited a number
of cases that are on point as well. The defendant is correct,
she is entitled to good behavior credit under this act.

However, in order to get good credit she must meet the statutory
definition of good behavior which reads as follows: "Good
behavior means the compliance by a person with all rules and
regulations of the institution and all the laws of the State
while confined in the county jail. Good behavior allowance
means the number of days awarded in diminution of sentence as a
reward for good behavior, commonly known as day-for-day credit.”
Therefore, the defendant's motion to vacate all orders denying
good time credit by this court is granted, but only insofar as
she will be given credit for days in which her behavior matched
and will match in the future the statutory definition of

good behavior."

I will sign an order modifying
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Miss Shelton's sentences based on some other rulings today that
we haven't gotten to yet. I hope to get to them. The order
will reflect the change and vacate any order in which I said she
is not to get good time credit.

You have essentially cut your sentence in
half today, Miss Shelton, because you are correct. The statute
says there is an exception for indirect criminal contempt; it
does not apply to direct criminal contempt. So you are quite
correct vou will receive --

DEFENDANT SHELTON: It does applies to direct
criminal contempt.

THE COURT: It does ‘is what I'm saying, and
agreeing with you. Yes, it does.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Yes. You were wrong. You
cannot, you cannot then make any order saying that you can
decide not to do it. Only if you are given a disciplinary
ticket and you are given a due process hearing can the
Department of Corrections take away good time credit,

THE COURT: I agree.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: If you do it any other way
that is illegal.

THE COURT: I am not saying I am. I am leaving it
up to the Sheriff. I am just letting them know what the

statutory definition is under the law. So you have won that
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motion. You have essentially cut your sentence in half today.
If you can manage to get through the rest of these motions today
you should be out pretty soon.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I should be out today.

THE COURT: Well, we'll argue that.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I should have been out the
first day.

THE COURT: We'll argue that in a minute.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: I should have never been
sentenced because everything you did was illegal.

THE COURT: Even when you win you can't win
graciously, can you?

DEFENDANT SHELTOM: No, because you are wrong.
You have no jurisdiction --

THE COURT: Well, if I am wrong maybe I better
leave the sentence the way it is. But we'll leave that aside.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: You have no jurisdiction.

THE COURT: Right, no jurisdiction. Okay. So we
are going to continue on. I could have chosen any of these
motions in order but I chose to give you that one in order to
let you know some good news. That is if you manage to get
through this hearing without being held in contempt again.

So let's proceed accordingly. Back to the

habeas. Under Section 735 ILCS 5/2-203 the law requires that,
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"Service of an individual defendant shall be made either by
leaving a copy of the summons with the defendant personally or
by Teaving a copy at the defendant's usual place of abode." In
addition, Section 5/2-202 is entitled Persons Authorized to
Serve Process. "Process shall be served by a Sheriff." It also
states, "The court may in its discretion upon a motion order
service to be made by a private person over the age of 18 years
of age or not a party of action in court." And also in my
discretion I may appoint a qualified special process server.
The defendant has failed to abide by those rules and therefore
lacks proper service of process on this habeas. The defendant
has also not produced a proper return of service. After a
careful review of the files, it seems the defendant simply had
an individual by the name of David Cady drop off a notice on the
twelfth floor of the State's Attorney's office here at 26th
Street. That is not proper service for Sheriff Thomas Dart, who
is captioned as the respondent on Miss Shelton's habeas petition
Further, Mr. David Cady is not known to the court, was not
appointed as a process server, therefore this habeas ending in
12 1s denied without prejudice. Meaning you can refile it if
you want to under the appropriate circumstances.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: May I respond?

THE COURT: No. That's my ruling and we are done

with that.
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DEFENDANT SHELTON: I am responding. Illinois
Supreme Court says --

THE COURT: We're done, we're done, we're done.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- Article 2, Article 2 --

THE COURT: If you don't be quiet you are going to
be removed from the courtroom.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- does not apply to habeas.

THE COURT: MWarning one. Warning one.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: This is Illinois Supreme
Court --

THE COURT: Warning number two.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: ‘-- you cannot violate the
I11inois Supreme Court. =

THE COURT: One more warning and we are done for
the rest of the day, Linda.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- you canncot violate the
I1l1inois Supreme Court. It says, the habeas corpus says --

THE COURT: Do you want to be present for the rest
of the ruling? If you don't --

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Excuse me, judge. Excuse me,
judge.

THE COURT: Good-bye. It's been nice seeing you,
Miss Shelton.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: Excuse me, Judge. Excuse me,
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Judge. You have to follow the I1linois Supreme Court. You must
follow the I11inois Supreme Court. Any person who is an
attorney in here who -- who -- who --

THE DEPUTY SHERIFF: Linda.

DEFENDANT SHELTON: -- you must follow the
ITTinois Supreme Court. You must follow the I1linois Supreme
Court. You must -- you are all committing treason. You are
aiding and abetting treason of this judge. You are all aiding
and abetting treason. You are aiding and abetting treason. You
are aiding and abetting --

THE COURT: A1l right. For the record I have had
Miss Shelton removed from the courtroom as she clearly could not
abide by the simple ground rules as laid out by the court. I
will note I gave her three warnings and she then on her own
threw herself out of the wheelchair. I should also note that
she appeared last Tuesday and again today with her hand
bandaged. I want it to be clear that that was some sort of
preexisting injury that did not occur today here in court. She
then passively resisted, sort of passively resisted, making it
difficult for I believe four to six sheriffs to pick her up
physically and carry her from the courtroom, screaming at the
top of her lungs the entire time. I can still hear her behind
the close door in the lockup screaming at the sheriffs. It was

just not possible to conduct court business with her in that
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condition. I tried the best I could, giving her ground rules
and warnings and she chose not to abide by those. Therefore, I
am intending to rule on the remaining of her motions in
absentia. She was aware of that possibility and chose not to
join us.

So the next matter, Notice of Motion For

Rule to Show Cause Why All Jail Supervisors and Thomas Dart

should Not Be Held in Contempt of Court. As with my ruling on

Miss Shelton's habeas petition today the same ruling applies
here: There has not been proper service, no proof of a proper
return of service has been shown to this court, and therefore
her motion for rule to show cause'is denied.

Moving on. - Her next motion is entitled

Motion to Vacate All Orders For Failure to Substitute Judge As

Right. With respect to that motion, defendant alleges that she
requested a substitution of judge as a matter of right, and
since her request was not granted by this court all of the
orders which followed must be vacated. She relies on the
transcript of proceedings from May 11th of this year during her
first appearance before this court. Upon reading that
transcript I find the relevant portions for this motion to be on
pages 3 and 4. On May 11th the defendant initially inquired as
to the whereabouts of Judge Biebel and stated that she wanted to

be heard only by Judge Biebel as he was the only judge who had
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not committed treason. I then responded to her inquiry and our
dialogue was as follows:

The Court: Well, I don't know what time he is
going to be here, and I am the presiding judge in his
stead today so I am hearing your motion. Do you want
to continue this for Judge Biebel? 1 gave the

defendant a choice in that question. Her response:

Miss Shelton: Well, if you are willing to have
fidelity of law follow Article 10 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, I have no problem.

The Court: I am going to follow the law. Are we
proceeding or not?" That was iy second opportunity to give her
a continuance. Her response:- "Yes.

The court then attempted to engage
Miss Shelton as to exactly what her purpose in court was at that
time and things quickly became problematic for her as she
continued to talk over and interrupt this court. After I warned
her not to interrupt me, she then stated that she wants to
continue the case to Judge Biebel. I denied that request as I
had already as a courtesy given her two opportunities for a
continuance which she had declined. She made her choice to
begin a hearing on her filing and we had begun to discuss that
filing. After I started my inquiry I was -unable té get very far

because the defendant continued to interrupt and speak over me,
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despite several warnings not to do so. I have already ruled on
the specifics of her contemptuous behavior on that date, so I
will not restate them here further.

But in summary, I find that the defendant
was given two opportunities to have a continuance which she
declined. She was not entitled to begin a hearing and then stop
it and then demand that a judge of her choosing hear the matter.
That is effectively forum shopping and she has no right to
expect that.

Further, the relevant I11inois statute here
is 725 ILCS, 5/114-5A, Substitution of Judge, which states:
"Within 10 days after a cause has been placed on a call of a
trial judge" -- trial call of -a judge, I should say, "the
defendant may move the court in writing for a substitution of
that judge on the ground that the judge is so prejudiced against
her that she cannot receive a fair trial."

Given that the defendant had no charges
pending against her at the point in which I held her in contempt
it is doubtful that she even had a right to a substitution of
judge under the statute. However, assuming arguendo that she
did have that right, the defendant also failed to meet the
statutory requirements by making the motion in writing including
the necessary language.

Miss Shelton in support of her motion cites
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Jiffy Lube International v. Agarwal. AGARWAL. T will

refer to cases by name since the citations are included in her
motions. I find that case to be factually distinguishable as
the case had been pending in front of a judge for almost

four months when the defendant filed a written motion for
substitution of judge for cause under subsection D of the
statute.

Miss Shelton's argument applies to
subsection A, which is basically a pro forma opportunity to seek
a substitution of judge if done properly. As I have already
explained, even if she had the right to an SOJ at that time, she
chose to proceed with the hearing:and then at best improperly
made an oral motion for S0J. - Thus the case cited by her does
not support her position. For those reasons her motion is
denied.

Next motion entitled Petition to Vacate

Convictions and Sentences Because of a Vigorous Defense of

Constitutional and Civil Rights. The defendant argues that her

behavior in this court was not contemptuous because she was
vigorously defending the Constitution. She attempts to
characterize her actions as an overenthusiastic and emphatic
defense. The defendant cites several cases in support of her
motion; however, I find that none of the cases are on point and

do not support her argument. Criminal contempt consists of
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conduct which is calculated to embarrass, hinder, or obstruct a
court in the administration of justice or to diminish its
authority or dignity bringing the administration of law into

disrepute., I cite People v. Simak, S I M A K, 161 I11. 2d at

297. I find that the record is quite clear that Miss Shelton's
behavior certainly hindered and obstructed the administration of
justice in this courtroom on both May 11th and June 10th, and I
must respectfully disagree with her characterization of her
conduct on those days. I also find it ironic that I might have
very well have entertained the merits of Miss Shelton's filing
on that day had she given me the chance; however, I never got
that chance. Miss Shelton did not even allow the court the
courtesy of providing me with-an opportunity to finish a
sentence while she screamed in the court and at times screamed
directly at spectators in the gallery, making a complete
spectacle of her§e1f. This behavior made it quite impossible
for me to conduct court business. Thus her motion that I vacate
her convictions and sentences based on her argument is denied.

Next motion entitled Emergency Motion to

Vacate Sentences Due to Void lack of Jurisdiction, citing

certain sections. The gist of this motion is that I ran her
three sentences consecutively which was not in accordance with
the law. For the record again, those consecutive sentences were

120, 180, and 180.
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The defendant claims my sentencing of her
was improper. She maintains that I must now vacate the
sentences for her second and third contempt convictions as they
should run concurrently with the first. The defendant maintains
that because the maximum sentence allowed is 6 months, then the
sentences must run concurrently. She has now served more than
the maximum time if good time credit is also included, which I
have already ruled that it is.

She cites statutory authority and case law
to support her position. She cites first an old statute from
1991, which was then Chapter 38 ILCS 1005-8-4, subsection A,
which states in her motion: "The 'court shall not impose
consecutive sentences for offenses which were committed as part
of a single course of conduct during which there was no
substantial change in the nature of the criminal objective." I
don't believe that our Code of Criminal Procedure even applies
to direct criminal contempt. There is no penal statute for that
charge in I1linois. It is not referenced in the sentencing
statute either. 1In addition, under the Criminal Code of section
720 ILCS 5/1-3 it states, "No conduct constitutes an offense
unless it is described as an offense in this code or another
statute of the state. However, this provision does not affect

the power of the court to punish for contempt,” which is exactly

what I did. Direct criminal contempt and its penalties have
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been defined by case law in I1linois. Thus the portion of the
Criminal Code cited by Miss Shelton I believe is inapplicable.
There are a number of cases supporting my power, the court's
power to maintain order in the courtroom and punish summarily
for contempt. These cases hold that when a defendant is held in
contempt in circumstances in which the court is restoring order
and is punished summarily, there is no prohibition to those
sentences running consecutively. A quote from a

U.S. Supreme Court case, it's Codispoti v. Pennsylvania. An

interesting first name in that case citation. But it's CoDI
SPOTI. I think I will just refer to it as the Pennsylvania
case for convenience. In that case -- the citation by the way
is 418 U.S. 506 -- the court there said, "There are reoccurring
situations where the trial judge to maintain order in the
courtroom and the integrity of the trial process in the face of
an actual obstruction of justice convicts and sentenced the
accused for various acts of contempt as they occur. Undoubtedly
where the necessity of circumstances warrants, a contender may
be summarily tried for an act of contempt and punished by a term
of no more than 6 months nor does the judge exhaust his power to
convict summarily whenever the punishment imposed for separate
contemptuous acts exceeds 6 months. That the total punishment
meted out exceeds 6 months in jail or prison would not

invalidate any of the convictions or sentences, for each
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contempt has been dealt with as a discreet and separate matter
at a different point." Miss Shelton argues that her three
contempts were all part of a single course of conduct and
therefor be sentenced concurrently on all matters.

However, I believe the record 1is quite
clear, and based on that I conclude the defendant's three
contempt convictions were absolutely not part of a single course
of conduct. Each occasion was a completely separate episode
with a significant period of time elapsing between each
contemptuous act. On May 11th, six hours elapsed between the
first and the second acts, during which defendant was removed
from the courtroom for her disturbances. The third contempt was
committed an entire month later on June 10th, each instance
involved separate warnings from the court with possible outcomes
before each finding.

The cases cited by Miss Shelton do not
support her position as in each of those cases the facts
involved a single course of conduct which makes them
distinguishable from the facts here.

Additionally, additionally, 1in each instance
here I held her in contempt in an effort to maintain order and
stop a major disruption caused by her. Further, in the first
and third instances in contempt I punished her summarily after

having her removed from the courtroom and then having her
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brought back. I sentenced her on the same day fTor those
matters. On the first contempt I gave her 120 days, sentenced
her on the third contempt on the same day to 180 days. Any
delay of sentencing on the same day was simply required, as the
defendant's removal was necessary to restore order each time.
The delays in sentencing on the first and third contempts were
only matter of hours. However, in support of those delays I

cite People v. Collins, 57 I11. App. 3rd at 934. In that case

the defendant appeared in open court naked and was removed in
order to restore order. Approximately one and a half to
two hours later the judge brought him back into the courtroom
after he had been clothed, at which time he was held in contempt
and given 180 days. The appellate court found that any delay
between the defendant's act and the entering of contempt order
was reasonable under the circumstances. So too were the delays
here regarding Miss Shelton. So I find that because she was
summarily sentenced on the first and third contempt convictions
it is proper for those sentences to run consecutively.

Turning now to the defendant's second
contempt conviction. She committed contempt on May 11th and I
sentenced her on June 10th approximately a month later. I
delayed sentencing on the second contempt because I was awaiting
the return of a BCX. Behavior clinical examination. I ordered

that BCX on May 11th as a precautionary measure and ultimately
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that report was not done because defendant refused to cooperate
with the doctors. I had the defendant's best interest in mind
when I took that precautionary step. Nevertheless, it is true I
did not summarily sentence the defendant on her second contempt
conviction; therefore, my sentence on her second contempt of

180 days will be changed to run concurrently with her first
contempt conviction of 120 days. The ruling will then have the
effect of the first and second contempt convictions running
concurrently. Her third conviction will still run consecutively
to the first two for the reasons I have outlined in my ruling.
As such her motion is denied in part and granted in part.

Next motion., ‘Petition to Vacate Aggregate

Sentences Exceeding Six Months-and for me to schedule a jury

trial. Off the record. Back on the record.

Defendant argues she was entitled to a jury
trial because her sentences were aggregate and in excess of the
s1x months maximum sentence. Her attempts to characterize her
three contempt convictions as part of a single course of
conduct; I have already ruled those were not part of the single
course of conduct or proceeding. In support she cites several
cases, which again I find to be factually distinguishable and
ultimately do not support her position. She cites

In Re: Marriage of Betts. Betts never actually addresses the

appropriateness of the sentence, rather it deals and focuses on
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the right to counsel as a separate issue. It does spend a long
time describing the law of criminal contempt, but it does not
support her position. She also cites the Bloom case. In that
case an attorney filed a fake will, the judge found him in
contempt and gave him two years in jail. It was one act and one
sentence. Under those conditions the I1linois Supreme Court and
the U.S. Supreme Court, I believe, said that that defendant is
entitled to a jury trial because it exceeded the six months.
However, the Bloom court also distinguished those facts from
situations where the court finds a defendant in direct criminal
contempt and punishes summarily. The Bloom court stated
"criminal contempt may be punished summarily if the judge
certifies that he saw or heard-the conduct constituting the
contempt and that was committed in the actual presence of the
court. The power of a judge to quell disturbance cannot attend
upon the impaneling of a jury." That's exactly the situation we
have here with Miss Shelton.

She also cites the Pennsylvania case I
referenced earlier, a U.S. Supreme Court case. Again, factually
those facts do not relate to that case. In that case a
defendant was on trial pro se, judge found him in contempt seven
separate times during the trial, and then delayed sentencing
until after the trial. He was not punished summarily. That's

not what we had here, with the exception of the second contempt,
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which I have already run concurrently, so it keeps it within the
S$1X months,

Under these circumstances these sentences
were not aggregated and thus do not total a single sentence
beyond the maximum sentence for a minor criminal contempt,
therefore she is not entitled to a jury trial under these
circumstances. And she spends the rest of the motion being
redundant and rearguing points from other motions which I need
not address. This motion is denied.

On September 3rd she filed a batch of new
motions which I think I can take care of fairly quickly. She

filed an Emergency Motion to Stay ‘the Sentence. That was filed

on September 3rd. I find that -to be redundant and just
rearguing and duplicative of other motions. That motion is
denied,

Motion For Defendant to Be Declared

Indigent, and there is a lengthy title afterward which I will
summarize. Basically complaining about late notices of appeal
being filed and not being given free transcripts. I find this
motion to be moot. First of all, notice of appeal was filed and
1s contained in the three contempt files as I saw. Also, on
July 9th Judge Biebel filed three separate orders, one for each
contempt, ordering that the defendant be given free transcripts.

A1l of these matters with respect to her appeal are now within
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the jurisdiction of the appellate court. I no longer even have
jurisdiction, This is the inappropriate venue for her to be
filing this motion. She has already got what she wants, whether
she realizes or not. She has been ordered to be given free
transcripts. That motion is denied.

She Tiles something entitled A Memorandum of

Fact to Correct Judge McHale's False Defamatory Statements of

June 10, 2010. I don't even know what this filing is supposed

to be. It doesn't even move for anything. The record speaks
for itself, the transcripts speak for themselves. It is
pasically a rant by Miss Shelton that goes on for nine pages.
This memorandum of fact, so to speak, is stricken or denied.

EmerqenchMGtinn to Advance and Hear

Instanter Five Different Issues is the other one. That's also

filed on September 3rd. In paragraph one she complains of the
continuance I gave the State responding to the habeas back on
August 30th, gave it a date until September 28th. She objected
to that continuance. Granting the State time to respond and
giving me time to plow through the voluminous filings of the
defendant was entirely reasonable. Additionally, this argument
is now moot since we are here today ruling on all of her
motions.

Paragraph 2 is duplicative of the separate

motion concerning the fining of judges, which I will address in
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a moment.

Paragraph 3 seems to complain any delay of
her appeal on contempt charges. I have already dealt with that
in a separate motion. She's got her transcripts, and I no
longer have jurisdiction concerning her appeal.

Paragraph 4 also duplicates portions of
separate motion concerning her misplaced belief that I held her
past the maximum sentence allowed. I already ruled on that
motion. It is redundant.

Paragraph 5, complaints for three petitions
for habeas corpus still not being heard as she also argued
today. She uses the phrasing in her motion, and as we heard
today in open court, indicating she believes these are still
pending and waiting to be heard. The defendant is incorrect in
that belief and the record should be clarified on that point.
There are four habeas corpus petitions filed by Miss Shelton in
front of this court. 10 HC 0006 and 07, those habeas petitions
were denied by Judge Biebel on June 29, 2010: they are not
pending. 10 HC 00008 was denied by Judge Dennis Porter on
June 8, 2010; it also is not pending. 10 HC 000012 was denied
by me today for the reasons that I stated. A1l of her petitions
for habeas corpus are now disposed of. She can refile if she
wants to with proper service and she was told that. Thus her

emergency motion to advance and hear these various matters, that

CC £ 39 o
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is denied.
And last, but certainly not least, Motion

Filed to Fine Judges under certain sections. Miss Shelton's

entire motion here is premised on sections from the statute
concerning habeas corpus. Citing 735 ILCS 5/10-106, that's the
first section relied upon by Miss Shelton. The section talks
about the possibility of fining judges up to $1,000. However,
the fines are contingent upon the following language of that
section, which proceeds the mentioning of fines. I find the
relevant portion of the section to be: "Any judge empowered to
grant relief by habeas corpus who shall corruptively refuse to
grant the relief when legally applied for in a case where it may
lawfully be granted or for the purpose of oppression
unreasonably delayed in granting of such relief is entitled to
be fined." I find there has been nothing corrupt or
unreasonable in the denial of Miss Shelton's habeas petitions.
The denials were not based on any oppression. I also find that
petitions were not legally applied for, there was insufficient
service, and as such could not be legally granted. As such, her
motion to fine judges is denied.

I believe that's all twelve matters. 1
believe that is everything that she has pending before this
court. I won't hazard to guess as to when we will see her next

filing, but hopefully she will move on to the appellate court.
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Mr. Smitko,

MR. SMITKO:
THE COURT:

anything further?
No. I think she said it all, Judge.

She sure did. Thank you.

(WHICH WERE ALL THE PROCEEDINGS HELD IN
THE ABOVE-ENTITLED MATTER.)
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) ss:

COUNTY OF COOK )

I, KATHERINE A. KERNS, CSR, RPR,
Official Shorthand Reporter of the Circuit Court of Cook County,
County Department - Criminal Division, do hereby certify that I
reported in shorthand the evidence had in the above-entitled
cause and that the foregoing is a true and correct transcript of

all the evidence heard.

L

L

.

_ Official Shorthand Reporter

Circuit Court of Cook County

On this 27th day of January, 2011
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CRIMINLALDIVISION

People of the State of Illinois
ACC 100083-01
ACC 100093-01
ACC 100094-01

¥

Linda Shelton

et et Y St et

ORDER MODIFYING SENTENCES

On May 11, 2010 the court sentenced Linda Shelton to the following:
ACC 100083-01 120 days Cook County Jail
On June 10, 2010 the court sentenced Linda Shelton as follows:

ACC 100093-01 180 days Cook County Jail
ACC 100094-01 180 days Cook County Jail

All 3 sentences were ordered to be served consecutively

The court also ordered that the defendant was to reccive no good time credit

This court now modifies its sentencing orders as follows:

ACC 100083-01 (120 days) and ACC 100093-01 (180 days) shall run concurrently.
ACC 100094-01 (180 days) shall run consecutively to those sentences.

It is hercby ordered that all previous orders denying the defendant eredit for good
behavior are vacated.

(Continued)

PAGE 1 of 2
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Pursuant to 730 ILCS 130/3, defendant, Linda Shelton, shall receive any good
behavior credit on the cases listed above only for which she qualifies.

Defendant is only to be given good behavior credit for days in which she has met or
will meet the statutory definition for such credit as defined by 730 ILCS 13072 as
deseribed below:

“Good Behavior means the compliance by a person with all rules and
regulations of the institution and all the laws of the State while confined

in a county jail.”

“Good behavior allowance means the number of days awarded in
diminution of sentence as a reward for good behavior.”

The Cook County Sheriff’s Office is ordered to calculate the defendant’s good
behavior credit in strict accordance with these statutory definitions and she is

entitled to receive any credit which she has earned.

Wl

October 1,2010 Michael B. o
Judge f‘? 27
Judge fichanl B, McHale
UCi 01 2010
Gizgnit Goneg- 1027
PAGE 2 OF 2

DIV



[

To tae 18F Dist J"“!’P'lse_ﬂcﬁh: Courted T

ird THE’ f_.‘nm:..L.h'f' Loy D{:_,m%““" Cﬂ\}N’L‘}F
fre pmr AL B LERT

€3
NPT 3% [[Shevld e

Pgbpi 'E'nl'rﬁl"‘f., g i ity 0LE MLHQC"‘*—-%- éﬁiﬁ:‘r 1[ gt}?]
U
o P e 5 sﬁmcéﬁ?_ r.uaﬂ#-;

|t en Shelliov—

L NeTILE OF ﬁP?Eﬁ_‘L—
Col u.].w cruchen
[ \'4¥ Pronaa,  TOMNOMTS
ﬁﬂ" GUPTLLO-Q ke &f{k iz D wl{p‘?s{:hf]“—lf

P st L_.xwr’tﬁm Shelfrone Aol e QE-{'&._NPTFW 2E N )
£ 08 nann * Uondil Nod b, 2000 Coe¥, o A oS .khd*-"
Afhan Moy b, 010 4995 S Kil-Gou R0 L0 Lk of o
Ofk. Lirwn L o453 SN X
; o i
Rﬁarm\f’i Pre S 5 5 m}xf\b |
% o . :
oATL of oRDER. Mo, ofRnsd bfief10 E$~i—ﬂ°cw ok et
; R TN Y
o FEENSE? - DIRECT CRimisAL CoNTEmP T WP DR SEATEIR

- g
ELSHMLG e coonT b NeT SEPIRETEE cga%@ f_w%

SentTepct! 2o dm‘qlg cebal

Alae oty I Mmlnmo}ktﬂ'%wma owen. 6 4 A s _.-qu Y0y
ki et T, PIEGERA L T
orLoen, ohandd ﬁPqﬁu.Q s danedad, anudipla NPT ions as mqu;‘ g s g
e Qm""‘*i 0.2 I mdske as! te. fnd ordecs on of1[10 hi"*‘wgﬁ""“ E:#‘Jf,bx
1¢W1n.j-wi- die v davasd o008 ©o5 Tl ;
%%ﬁmﬁ-ﬁc% D gﬁ;ﬁl A o T.ﬂ‘;:wﬂj L= Mm?i Nﬁﬁgﬂmb
e e ——— . .
Poea L) Egmﬂgﬁ”ﬂ hobeas pehbion as Jietaly e 0'{3 cansthidion,
TWASLY, —- w-.‘ﬂliﬁ_hﬁt of Stede lawd T35 W5 5"/|n£al-u_;3, o+
A OEd ep ST uﬁ? ﬁ:m umé’-:ih_hﬁiﬁ &‘;53%5 123 (Senban F M)
e ) b~ e B 3 s
AT *‘%M;EET%;:?’;;E oY “ uis e Tt} Toth V g‘:._m';iﬁ.;{iﬂ]\qa:f P:;;g LMM
LY Ty asiin 1{ . {v::s;‘;k;ﬂ-;«.-x Sar wis: F i (1ap) 43 V820 Fmﬂqqﬁ)
couwnt o clphde ek P hed 26Y | P e v Sinenans O
Lﬁbcimg-mc.x} grolas Grtine U Mo (320 b ! Wpid bs |

Valb dows B medbipte coRTOmpl | )Ty s anse

, .
‘?’re,e_ i,-r;mﬁtm ks : N P ;
+recond v mppﬁm‘l ll Cﬁﬂfﬂ Eijm;mkmw Do ople v Brpu e (1842) 4
. or 4o reeall cmse ofi | 135 1 App 33 94F L e 37A W T e 3Y paa
Qﬂ*“}"iﬁ sfufie, &f1fic redase | TV ey Sboks . BY pOA mﬂrvb’- ;rir- 4 {e,
7 e u g LoURT oo ST LMD :
s g @ von n bgireare S SRLEN Tt
L BE BN G W ke I8 R (la7) d1% 050 50

~ -'!ID«!J:l'E_Ck‘J W e S "!t}m' V'l.(.‘ﬁ}ﬁ' & 'l’l‘-:.m‘[}h
YERIFIED PETIVIoN Fafl AEfeny pmce‘mluc‘:ﬂ_- - ?ML el e H?Pﬁum\r
e 2 PR

apathan, 5, ot —
(Yottrad camnt L?P“'”ﬂ?“* =t oles Loy -6og Aop Tl ap ooy Efud REcekp

L ey ] CRELY oopuy gt SRR
! lsdemy o (Ehestimas 4 (2 i e b S, G v ¢
R R D) S i et et WL B PR
. o b = | Sw;"_m ) Fovwa, Lonvickion .:w\‘_-}t:rfaw = - % { Al dotzs
B it P L arnstrptS & \isred

Subsinbed ¥ Swiam T hudrna e Has %Wj M}‘m‘ APPM{'M:‘- above)

o N A
| Ng._\ then e 1o, HMJ{J *.:G;g.;qyu'j
, . '.:‘q _‘;‘* .10
ey O R v :

<t —ef Fv vmoal v
NGty P i el

y Poldde,
Appendix EEL | e

"OFFICIAL SEAL"
TERESA D. JONES
Notary Publie, State of Hlinois

My Commission Expires November 3, 2011




1O THE ST DBTRMAT APPELLATE CeunrT oF 1L
N THE GRCLIT CaunRT ofF oGy couNTY
iy AL dureay

paaT‘LL ke T Accr oonars) Coioads b
Lo Shelton Tupos MMCHALE ‘;“f::“i 2 e Ataie)
reTiLE af‘ PL‘:J{J AL Pre S ":‘rG.FMt-\i'i 1.’.&!’1-15

AN cppeol & Foltan Frown Followwng, ordant
b e, & Loassde. Zwheltarn Jead i e 4::'5&11‘1{
. Fddranm: umih) Nev b, 26l & tool CoUNTY AL CERMAK M
iV ¥ ND‘“’ LriD a5 o, Kilbaurn

o
L Bhaeant Pre Se ‘ Bk, Lawn VL GoUSE
%mr f% Oake of orjut Gjiolio Mcéx?1aé 15/t /1;:: ( Bined cndanl)

Uﬁn%:aj' OFFENSTT Dircel cpivmiNAL ComTeEm T
%fﬂ— LashouLd M counT 2 not :.e.{smma L«&L]@

L.-ﬁui‘{'

T ?ettNT'::{m:lE‘.. 190 days calel Contuanasa i1t Hcauaomni@wfﬁg
[:iE!‘L ? PR % i—r‘m HCLioc-oqiaﬂi L{_,.:.MJ*." e {:fi..u\\_rﬂc} i MMM.?E@ML)
CETTELL S e Spaced aw..n_ f,a daysg
1r_hm;:ﬁ_p_3"3'Esun' | S}fnjm sjio, b{a ;c:&“l oif;:_ %’/?,c-/m , fefi “ij

T A R I et e

\ ‘ ventote en: i.e. Finall ordens o Jofifis

& No advnam TS @v
010 dua ko demial SoT an st waking

\fﬂl’b Q\‘_Lmlug,.‘ou??ﬁulnb\ﬂ @Ugig dl.,.u_{'ﬁ .'\;,J'Dw\a.ﬂ; e a dna. (‘:%-ﬁ'}dt‘ - M‘je ]bsq'_]*’fﬁﬁ&'lc.'ﬁ"lm

N vy iy hm%g pe Fitiem in Vigd oF ion C'.Mb:"i' Foneom
fre danniad access bl AveFe. lawr 135 TS S/ie=led+
o counk Hﬂgc‘i-ﬁﬂﬂ ULS S6 el colint hn\é%ﬂf—. i Bauwmedine v Bush (wos)
+c- e apprat 553 U,5. 123 (Sowker Fu) ynnd el Teth V Quanles (195%)

m‘g\ﬁ .:,e.mL'f“ 350 W5l mc&hn _}Ud 165e U5 01eTIoW
1.9 au,p_,tail.._ i Coopper ¥V a-Mw;NU 3 2\.,,\ U T US uwi v will {\qgﬁj
Lindh ey | de Hyq U5 1do A Ce s N Umww-{_wuj{,mmj LY
if{j‘ t’;’*mw?‘h @vﬁ% U"i‘ifﬂ) 13b$111 App. 3d b5

FER c:-\"-l:ﬁ-pfﬁ-\ 10 daa 70 Arudt tonfernpt fin
! Aol Lase o - ot triald #’LWEEC_JlﬂM&'&MLﬁ
J;.h-; iwlhe ijm {ﬂcctnaoﬁﬂ"‘?‘ Peoplt v Brswr (ALY 235 TAppY U5
¥j30] 1o \Zt,ﬁ, Tho Red S¥aS e 1A% ch 3% pan -0 & TLRav, S,
1'%5 LDMJE'TGDWN*_ ch 2% pan \mua;_. - J:'{{‘\‘)Jr 3 -

¥ies Vo (s € Lonterma Sznai-2MNMCE .

a5 o | DV Y AT e Jury triad Codispetl v fennsduamio
Counf rpenm GWI’QC) @\Jg,.}. ap el ot day if.n'i'::‘"-CLJ (1874) 41% U, Sobk

lefifio + dan e 2 ;

jl'?”r ot wdend By L vEy e R conbemt Fundon Shatbon M
&c}alb'lf. a5 iegoieds lafermee nol Combemenpt o B

VE ﬂdFiLf} PemiTiond FoR RECoRT PRoc,?_Lg s,N,.;_,.g (guméeﬁ }"ﬂﬂ"-ﬂ'ﬂc-

war ooh b LG

{' Commmmpr LRl RELoQD q'l._rw\c},.xhn%.
s [‘:-0"1.‘%—*‘... prapml

L o SUpraa, Counk Rules Gos- hc:'s{ Frppellonal reguests
O O&%lmd‘ﬁ.&uwﬁ Wﬁ*m hroonsene oy W.—.&P 4-E Pﬂr wil {—'_F] anle +
T“E’.::.ﬂ""lc].t Oefpprmdomt Pnhmdwxqs. + {_1:3 Clankl fe [J.r-.;.f)«.mﬁ
C opaal  thao lc:;./,c. intetiad wa }
haled mbabt G up\t.:v Prnu.cdw-l*: Luiim“&lm fﬂﬁ‘mﬁo}f“"r*“’r‘ T'-"“‘“ R
ﬂ\.g_ oppellomt ava ey %wm ot Time ot convichion
V5 umadre ke mﬁgm racod oV appacd  cr fronsen *5' allowd”

Iﬂe.hf_ucs fwv L rrw., — h W ‘5M'rm

bm‘ﬁ%c.ghii ard swewn Yo Mc.m e s ﬂ“cia,af v-E D{::t‘obum g-@llﬂx

OFFICIAL SEAL"
TERESA .. JONES
Notary Public, State of Illinois

My Commission Expires November 5, 11

hmﬁ’%u_b% E 2.



10 THE 1sr Owstnet Bppaliode <ourtT oF 1L
INCTHE CWReusT Cov T oF Cooig WwynTyY

CRAYMINAL GugE gy @
Peogple Bhofe ot 1o Acciocaatol  [sheule be 3
Y Tupge Mmoh AT Caval ’i:b% ‘
Liada Shelken PRe Sk PLEERAS
ﬁ*ta?;_ NoTiweE of APPer- %mﬁuﬂi
Uem_[:wd A et 15 tolkan Frowa feliouwing cudent
request 50 Nome t Lindes Shel o 3
i s il ‘un_}a‘l. I:lk.. Forno Joj) 1D ZDVe-TO5N T
4t Ear pRE%L G0 Nov b, lele  ceo: - ‘s
A ek Dare of arder : t_,}m/'ra mc’di'jlj;eﬁg iojt fi1o {Flmo-i c’LﬂLU'L:)
NeT 3cudd, OFFERNSE: Direet Criranal Lemboenp .
-Eﬁmmﬂ_sl [Shevld be count 2 et Separsed> cans ] @
“@"E;w""; Sentence ] B0 doys Ccpod censecarive ‘o fric.ctamqs"’“ L%fﬁ?
e _ ceiooo §3°
ﬂ‘grmmh:nwct} ﬁ],pe.a] 15 Provae. Adcicongy @l Lﬂ‘.aum‘r Do ng one hear Vg
GFM& + Lconid spraed oven iy deus —
g /i, 6J3)ie, 4jaliac, elikhe, SIsepis ; e lifie]
ﬂsdému‘.‘;:r} SL 248 QPPEJ Sl Mtﬂ-ﬂhajf) :":“V-ft’{'u ma'hm e ¥t 1'?‘ M LT=1 TV
5 =
bo court by tiope (10 vecate st e “final oudens 19/if 10 ——
Jaib due b demiel SeT as gyt -mm'ﬁ‘“ﬁ:}"-"%i‘i hg,_Jgﬁ*sdmﬂch
i peng

T ?"‘l'l‘?-_ 'P'L“‘j @
by clblﬂiiﬁ ceunt A Ve du o nabusid to hear Mexb- Briend
pefition as vielohon aF coashitubica, | of stefe

MB35 ILLs S/ ae- 103 b US, Suprevee Lcuf*'{sgﬁxrtf.

Lo oleclaal vadigene .
ofgen. Bree qe0et) P‘?iu
fromg e p s otdvnas in Boumddine v_Bush (zce%) 553 05723 (T Ew
TAleang o { 0.3 2y ret Toth v Quanles (1955) 3576 L. 1 mad e
bppesd or o Judog log junasdichon pene Cospen v freaons (145 %)
”ﬁ,ﬁ’i‘“ S 1o Asx’us. 1 uS v Wil (19%) d4q uS 206 FEN i
%33 ;tﬁiﬁ* é’f‘;’ Cobuns v Vigumrol (13 M) b wihwad 264 ) Pes I vimmens
A it andy i A IS oy LA eporal
b ; (149%) 256 TW. App. 3d L5 Ay
2 ol (Hvord dus Yo ronudibvple Lo IRt RUCHOR, S0,
Lputigs b g van O triak ¥ comsecwhie (AL 10009551) Sentence
Sxeluded frows Pacpht \.}h B rews e qu*}f} 235 T App CERGEY Jhbﬂpf.""%hq"'
ﬁ'}?’fii"ifil% G o 38 par 24 Th BV 5*'«*‘; .59 Pt“m"‘ﬁ"‘li&)
: Ces AN
- o conkowp T Srwltnies 7
Lopy oF ordens ®U::_ﬁqjﬁ;*:%m;} -i—riid {Eﬁdl%?iﬁ'l_ii_ﬁ-ﬁﬁhg‘ﬁ_{f}i?‘
6T4) 751 50l pcpnteaapt -
(ig74) Hi% U ﬁmwrgw Bned b - App SIre

@vm pabde Qs Vigowus @ S -

VERFED PETITION Folk REPORT G6F _@pa,i;a;f?jhiﬁg /Hmw_é oL \

it + C..D‘l';\'\M-G..I':l 't.__H-Lnl = r_c;i_":’..ﬁ (_\,?'};m U@?—' :-E-L Jﬁiﬂ‘ }
T gt o Nﬂ&dlh.ﬂ.ﬁ
vancbon St Bouten boS-GLEY TJJt'F'F”l'H‘r':"”ml[- \
srgoests pirder () ofFwel wuat anpentea Frann seny e =_P_i‘5_]rf_°«?L_£"_.‘*P_‘f’%»
ULy ey oradh Prle I»...o'aHx Cleald, owad ons Copy Fo Wﬂjmﬂ‘
% Tlﬁat.u_cjmaﬁg +['2.:] ] e by (e (e .»L.::_f..u:."}:} B ME,U;-J.
Yanovgln 1o/ f10 — “aeluging ol deXes histed abeves Bothicopies
'pm.u..z.émﬁv} colleyed | YeW stk | amd, Page PERTPVN T LS
Tha appelomt by duly Sweam ar fume ol covivichion goncl
Vow s wwoble & pasf fer record okttt pa appisd
OF oA ph:..j o dveyes aheye True v covact -

e, v This __Hl\-.le:}m]- a*C Ocke Zetw EES

Couat

ICTAL SEAL
TERESA D, JONES
Notary Public, State of Tllinois
My Cn I'.II! E\'in's Wovember 5, 2011 4




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CRIMINAL DIVISION

People of the State of [llinois ) No. ACC 00083-01
Plaintifl ) ACC 00093-01 F E L E D
v, ) ACC 00094-01 o
Linda Shelton ) DEC 1o 2070
Defendant ) Judge Biebel DOROTHY BROWN
) GLERK OF CIRCUIT GOURT

MOTION FOR STATE TO PROVIDE FREE RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS AND FREE
RECORD ON APPEAL DUE TO INDIGENCY

Defendant, Linda Shelton, Pro Se. requests this Court to provide free record of proceedings
and free record on appeal due to indigency and in support of states as follows:

1. See attached application, affidavit and order to defend as an indigent person with attached
supplement. Defendant meets criteria for in forma pauperis status,

2. Defendant was illegally convicied of tlhree counts of criminal contempt (erroneously
charged as three separate cases) on May 11, 2010 and on continuation of hearing on June 10,
2010, atter which the sentences were modified on Qctober 1, 2010 upon motions by defendant,
after Judge McHale illegally made orders despite request for substitution of judge as a right and
in violation of the United States Constitution, Illinois Statutes. and nuinerous United States
Supreme Court Rulings as Defendant stated in court pleadings in this (these) counts (cases).

3. Appeal was timely filed on November 1, 2010, after modification of sentence(s) on
Oclober 1, 2010...

4. Judge McHale refused to allow Defendant to request indigency status or free record on

appeal on any of these dates.

Qppwd\x FFI



5. Cook County Jail and Sheriff staff impeded Defendant in attempts to recall case on
QOctober 1, 2010 and ask for the above or to file for indigency status or record on appeal
throughout the six months of wrongful incarceration.

6. Therefore, Defendant at this time per IL Supreme Court Rule 607 petitions for indigency
status, free record of proceedings (one copy court reporter to file with clerk and one copy for
court reporter to give to Defendant, pro se counsel on appeal), as well as free preparation of
record on appeal by court clerk. This request is necessitated due to misconduct of Judge McHale

and the Cook County Sheriff staff as stated above.

WHEREFORE, defendant, Linda Shelton. prays as above.

Submitted by,

oo Sl

Linda Shelton, Pro Se

Linda Lorincz Shelton, Ph.D., M.D.
8905 8. Kilbourn Ave.

Oak Lawn, IL 60453

(708) 952-9040

Pro Se Defendant

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the stalements set forth in this instrument are (rue and

correct. A

Linda Shelton, Pro Se

Dated: December 13, 2010

FFa

Iwd



ACC 00083-01 L Shelton is eligible for SSI and food stamps which were

ACC 00093-01 cancelled during recent incarceration and are in process of

ACC 00094-01 being re-instated but it is taking a while due to difficulty
in obtaining necessary paperwork from family trust for

special needs beneficiary in the process of being set up
per will of Allan Lorinez who died on 9/7/2010 now in probate.

LIST OF MONTHLY EXPENSES FOR LINDA L. SHELTON

$300* Food/household expenses

$ 7o% Auto Insurance

$ 50% Auto Fuel

$100* Auto Repair (2000 Saturn LS1 with 95,000 miles on it)
$100% Phone, fax, internet

3 2h* Clothing

T 5 Haireut

Special needs beneficiary trust set up by now deceased father, Allan Lorinez,
requires me to pay the following but I can live in house owned by trust for the rest
of my life rent free. Other heirs will receive remainder of trust after I die.

If in future (due to progression of congenital disease) I recover from needed new
neurosurgery on my neck and heart procedures planned (exacerbated by abuse
including beatings and withholding of necessary medication and special diet during
recent wrongful imprisonment), and if I am able to work, I will control trust.

As long as I remain eligible for SSI and food stamps, a trustee controls trust and
may use it for specific limited purposes to SUPPLEMENT government benefits and
provide money for special diet, to find a job and provide for special needs not paid
for by 551, Medicaid, and food stamps such as special diet, and money for tools
needed to find a job or education expenses to retrain in a new field such as law.

$2507% Property tax on house where I live but do not own.

$300% Utilities (gas, electric, water/sewage and refuse disposal)

s 50* House insurance

($100,000++) Past due medical bills unable to pay them and attempting to

have them written off as charity care
TOTAL
$1255 + $$ medical bills past due if unable to have them written off as charity care

*estimates until I see how much these actually costs without my father present in
the house — he died on 9/7/2010, after I had lived with him and cared for him over a
five year period (sadistic guards at jail during recent wrongful incarceration took
me to see his body, but ripped religious material from my hand and stomped on it,
crumbled up letter to be cremated with his body and threw it on floor and took me
away after only a few minutes because [ was crying in grief)

Fe3 15



Application, Alfidavit and Order to Defend as an Indigent Person in a Criminal or Traffic Matter (TN 106y CCG D620

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
W()PLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

or
O i
A Municipal Corporation, CaseNo. Nl \ooo %2-0]
cc 1000 g 3-0)
hoda  Shadlenn | Acc 10006 gY-g)

Defendant/Applicant

L

APPLICATION, AFFIDAVIT AND ORDER TO DEFEND AS AN INDIGENT PERSON

I jumﬁ it ‘:4;.9_1. ]\‘E"V\- an oath stale, qfnn my gwn Iwh:ull‘,%? :g EhlrE D

IName)

O Guardian, O Other on behalf of @mwngﬂm
OR Q Incompetent Adult: )

1. Lam cmploved as a{n) i il A ]?E{}ﬁ% rglgn'ﬁfﬂnuﬂr

hy
1. My other seurces ofincome (including spouse’s income) or support are: SaL e QC& :;.‘[[’a_,--..n._.a.q,lj i
L*r_ﬂuv\,:q. Mﬁ.{xfu(lfd Fen— St Q.Hmﬁi\_ﬂﬁj '::MMIMMJ_AJ
3. The mnount of income that 1 expect for this year is 8 e . i TU “N=
4. My income for the previous year was 3 { gI4x S} = 1le o A 'f,'u, 180
5. The person(s) dependent on me for snpport are: M !.[ ﬂt’

6. My other sources of income are: O 551 O Public Atd 8 Child Support Q Food Stamps O Family Assistance
O Fester Care [ Aid to the Aged. Blind and Disabled O Temporary Assistance for Needy Families
O General Assistance O State Transitional Assistance O State Children and Family Assistance

Eﬁ Other: o, 20 f_l)'i:(?\_t‘_i-\..rt-':} 5 pv I {;,_"r{‘c-\d,u_ (per month),

7. The nature and value of property [ own ineludes: 1 Real Estate (Deseribe property. specify address. present value and
mortgage and liens outstanding.)

MNeows

?' Cash, hank accounts, ete. 5 ﬂ; 1“'! U O Clothing and jewelry 5
H’.\-Iamrvel:icle- Model Sﬂju‘)\m L"-‘J Year 7 o0& Valoe & oo o fctk.,_} 19 /]@)

g My monthly living expenses. including payment of debts and child support, arce S LSS 4 C}-.th L
&H‘ALL@.{}

9. 1am unable to pay the costs of this case, and to do so would cavse a substantial hardship on me and my Tamily.

Mamu: (-'{x_.%c] s —U’Er'\-‘-.-ﬂ &’\j\_

Limiler penaltics of perjury andfor cml!tmnl of court, the

Firm/Business Name: A f A undersigned certifics that the statements set torth in this I
instrument sre trie and correet, excepr as o matters therein |
Address: q d:l’D ? S‘ l'{: L Il lbb’ Blofhone, lhh‘)_(‘— stated to be on information and beliefand as tosuch matters (be

City/State/Lip: o L M ] e e &,@%53 undersigned certifies as aforesaid that s/he verily helieves the
) o i | smve to he troe.,
Telephone: Jo¥  GgS5L- ao04 o

It is hereby ordered: Signature of Applicant

O The applicant is permitied to defend without payment of fees, costs or charogs,
O The application is denied.

ENTERED FF
Dated: L’

Juddgze i Judge's No.

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY. ILLINOIS
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(Rev. 1/17/01) CCCR 0001

NOTIFICATION OF MOTION

K{JKSQ RANAN_
Dated Received 17— — 13 , @0l{3 Date to be Heard” | 2~ ~ 2 , ol
Deft's Name LM(] &, %MEW—«
CaseNo. s\ 0033 6\ Charge WJTMTG l‘
(. |@0aN -0 | C) l
Before J“gﬁl " \ Afs s soTH —o | Naturc of Motion 1, Moo Lane A e

%“/b&\{:—xjx b Fo @JPE’LAD‘—G? )

Eﬁﬁ L E E Atty: ﬁu.:. Q.’-’LS'E? O

. Name: LH\AJ\_GJ = SMW
DEC 1o 2010 =i
DOROTHY BROWN Address:  LAOS K[l a v rn. *ﬂﬁ.ﬁ*{‘
CLERK OF GIRCUIT COURT City/state/Zip: 04 [£. L-suns A ‘5 g0 2
' Telephone: i 7 %/ 9L 0 — Lt o I
Completed M 13 , 2O 1O

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

FFb



STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) 88
COUNTY OF COOK )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
CRIMINAL DIVISION

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS,
Plaintiff, Appelles

-Y5-

LINDA SHELTON,

)
)
)
)
) No. ACC 10009401.
)
Defendant, Appellant )
)
)

WHEREAS: On June 18, 2010, a notice of appeal having been filed in the above named
case from a final judgment order entered against defendant on June 10,
2010,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

Defendant is proceeding pro se on appeal. Free report of proceedings is
allowed.

The Clerk of the Circuit Court is directed to transmit the notice of appeal
to the Clerk of the Appellate Court and to notify defendant of this order.

ENTERED (ose @ QJL@'Q [¢ 5%

JUDGE PAUL P. BIEBEL, JR.)

DATE: June 25, 2010

RED
Appndiy GG ENTETC

BROWN
DORQF BikouiT COUK



STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) SS
COUNTY OF COOK )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
CRIMINAL DIVISION

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, )
)
)

-V8- ) No. ACC - 100083,93,94
)
)

LINDA SHELTON, )

Defendant. ) Hon. Michael B. McHale

) Judge Presiding.

WHEREAS: On November 1, 2010, a notice of appeal having been filed (timely due to
the fact that the 30" day fell on a Sunday) in the above named case from a
final judgment order entered against defendant on October 1, 2010 and
defendant testifying today under oath that she is now indigent and 1s
proceeding pro se on appeal,

IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED:

Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 607, Defendant is allowed 1
original and 1 copy of the report of proceedings free of charge.

JUDGE MICHAEL B. MCHALE

DATE: DECEMBER 21, 2010

ENTERED
OEC 2 1 2010

RPP““A A Hﬁ) DOROTEEY HROW:

£0K OF CIRCUIT COUT:



Application, Affidavit and Order to Defend as an Indigent Person in a Criminal or Traffic Matter (7/11/06) CCC 0690

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINCIS

# PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS

or
a ,
A Municipal Corporatien, Case No. ,ﬁ'«' s lopo €3-0)
Y.
A< Joooqz -0
Lindo  Shelon , f-cC 1000940 |
Defendant/Applicant
APPLICATION, AFFIDAYIT AND ORDER TO DEFEND AS AN INDIGENT PERS
I, 1\) Wi d] Chy EDL\JJ- L‘L\/\ on cath state, y/ﬂn my own behalF, %j ELI‘E D
(Name}
O Guardian, O Other on behalf of HE‘IGJ]_MIHJHTI]
OR O Incompetent Adali:
D ROTHY BROWN
! s DRk OF CIRCOIT
:m employed asafn)} M ! ﬂ~ CLE GOURT
¥

.M}ruthersuurccsﬂfmcumz{inciudmg spouse's ineonie) or support are: 551 * ptwc] Efra/\M
tvacy me{‘- Lo~ S phep el Qe g

3. The ammmt ul'mcumethat] expect for this year is 8 %l‘}t.l ?C. Iz = . -$‘ !{)I HEY
4, My income for the previous year was § (%WL\‘:( ES\f i = : ‘Bqlqg o
5. The person(s) dependent on me for sepport are: ' M LA

6. My other sources of income are; 0 551 O PuoblicAid O Child Support O Food Stamps [ Family Assistance
O Foster Care O Aid to the Aged, Blind and Disabled O Temporary Assistance for Needy Families
O General Assistance T State Transitiopal Assistance (1 State Children and Famil:,r Assistance
? Other: St e &H’ a b3 F ﬁ @&g E(J {per month).
7. The nature and value of property | own includes: [ Real Estate {Dﬁscrlbe property, specify address, present value and
mortgage and liens outstanding.}

M Al
ﬁ Cash, bank accounts, ete, § $ f "l 0 0O Clothing and jewelry § i
T Motor vehicle - Model _S o Yaann, Ls{ Year_ 10 60 Value$_2 020 {: 10 69.5}
§. My monthly living expenses, including payment of debts and child support, are § 1155 + Aubls s 5,
: atradha
9. | am unable to pay the costs of this case, and to do so would cause a substantial hardship on me and my family. o
Mame: \MJ e M{-M :
Under penalties of perjury andfor contempt of court, the
Firm/Business Name: rJ ’] A undersipned certifies that the statements set forth in this
A instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein
Address: 990 S K' ]' I‘ T b A e Pﬂ)i-. stated to beoninformation and beliefand as tosuch matters the
City/State/Zip: call Lawn 1o bpY4ss undersigned certifies as aforesaid that she verily believes the
’ same to be true.

Telephone: 0%’ QQILEMER-E E
DEC 2 1 2010 M-)v“ Ef ShLt—

It Is;?a»ﬁred: ) Signaturé-of Applicant
he applicant is permitted to defend @Bmtmwﬁﬁ orcharges. - _

O The application is denled. CLERK OF GIRCUIT COU
ENTERED
Dated: {L 1"’& \ \d &

Judge Judge's

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS



RILEL
Emergency Petition for Writ of Haobeas Corpus {I0N50 56" GER; 0103

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT QF COOK COUNTY. ILLINOIS APR 20 Z010

i I LLROT i
Annabel Melongo i}u\ WAy EpEent Eé?-'f {JF%EE]UE[?EEE.
TG Siaedo v Petilioner = .
v, n. c. no, LO 1TC o000 76|
State of Dlingis Plv_ IS - E.i?fuﬂuu__ R
Respondent i :

1._,_{;{‘(:_{:? .-:_,L,'.r"."'_l--r"f
" l i T L
EMERGENCY PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPLS
The Petitioner respectfully represents to tis Honorable Court that sfthe is in (he custody of Cook County Departiment

of Comections/SherifT- Cook County Courts A yresting Ageney, and the cause of the arrest and detention is a supposed
warrant i$$ﬂﬂd. h}' Cﬂﬂk Cﬂuﬂ‘}’ Courls

The Petitioner further represents that sfhe is entitled under the law to a hearing on Habeas Carpus to test the tegal-
ity of suid arrest and detention. In support of the request Tor a Tiearing, the Petitioner claims as follaws:

There is KO PROBABLE CAUSE as she 1s charged with rentole contputer tumpering and the Inteenet provider [or which she has a cenlmel
l use the Inlernel sent her records when subpocnacd that reven! thia slie did not access the complainant’s computer. Like phont companics
with telephone numbers, Internet providurs keep records of compuicrs sceessing ather computers with compuler addresses. Conreast scnt
records afier subpoena that reveal that Defendant's conipuler NEVER aceessed remotely complainants computer, Sce attached evidence.

Wherefore, the Petitioner requests that a Writ of Habeas Carpus issue directed to the Respondent, so that tlic said
Petitioner may be forthwith brought before this Honorable Court and that upon the return of the Writ a day be lixed lora
hearing to the end that the legality of said arrest and detention may e inguired into and determined.

A ~. . -~
e I i = S
St S iasts WAl T ‘%1‘*‘-"--\"\ a8

Petitiancr, Attorney, ofnllier perseit an behalf af Pefitioner

Linda Shellon having examined the altached evidence to her best knowledge and beliel . Licing

first duly sworn on oath deposes and says that x/he kas read the loregoing prtition sizned Ly herfhim and that sihe knows
the contents thereof and said is true in substnee and in Get ( .
! A

P A
s FEAN
Attorney Atly. No.

fiead) A6, 2 V@

Notary Public 5#:{& 2[&1/..#
(D

ORDER

Signed and sworn to before

M OFFICIAL SEAL"
nEIORR S,
! ic, State

; My%gmmi:iunﬂ igxpi ec. 212

Let the Writ of Habeas Corpus issue returnable before me

on .;

Ally, Np.p 270
Altgriey for: Nestfhend of snnsed Madengn

U N e
MNatne:  Fards Levuser Rvcton, Plebd, b103, Pl"-‘-“ilmg J Uil:_.’.ﬂ J“ﬂgﬂ' s Mo

Address: 7055 Kiboues Ave
Cily/SiatelZip: Dak Lavn, lineis 80455
Telephone: FUSy9ER00

DOROTIYY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY., ILLINOIS
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF CO0K COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEFARTMENT. CRIMINAL DIVISION

FEQPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, )

Plainff,

FILED

HAR 05 2010

v, No. 08 CR-10502

ANMNABEL K. MELONGO

T e Tt S

DORO
Cefendant. GLERK ﬂ%ﬂﬁ?ﬂﬂgﬁ%
Me dum On The Oral Arqument On The Amended Motio

Dismiss Indictement On 03/03/2010

Introduetion: Your Honor I'm going to tell you the bottom line conclusien you're going to
arrive at, at the end of the Defendant’s Argument, The conclusion is due to lack of probable cause, the
State used perjurics and failed to disclose exculpatory evidence to the Defendant to secure and
indictment. I'm going to put the present ¢ase in an analogy, Consider the Defendant is charged with
phone harassment. A subpoena is sent to the phene company and that subpoena returned with ne
records. Consequently the State doesn't have probable cause. Nevertheless the State will use perjuries
and prosecutorial misconduct to secure an indictment. Your Honor if you understand this simple
scenario, then you'll also going to understand the present case as the Defendant introduces the concept
of an IP Address.

1. Defendant ¥ A Full-time Employee Hired By Save-A-Life Foundation

Perjury: Your Honor Defendant wasn't a full-time employee hired by Save-A-Life Foundation.
The police report { Exhibit "A' ) and the complainant’s letter { Exhibit 'B' ) to the IRS testify to
this.
Prefuglice; The computer tampering law has a rebuttal presumption on “without authorization”
. For an acecess to be considered unauthorized, the accessed computer has 1o require a
confidential or proprictary code which shouldn't has been issued to or authorized for use by the
affender. ( Exhibit'C' ). Given that the Defendant has access to the company’s entire computer
system without a confidential agreement, it means, those computers didn't require a confidential
code. Detective Martin statement that the Defendant was a full-time employce HIRED by
Save-A-Life Foundation greatly prejudiced her. By stating that the Defendant was hired, the
Grand Jury assumed that paperwork were signed and among them a conlidential agreement. On
the other hand, if Detective Martin would have told 1o the Grand Jury that the Defendant was
NOT an employee hired by Save-A-Life Foundation, then the Grand Jury would have asked
was there a contract? Was therc a confidential agreement between the two partics? The Grand
Jury would have dig further and it would have found there was NONE. Absent such a legal
document, the Grand Jury wouldn't have issued 3 counts of "Unauthorized access' without
legal document justifying those statements.

Summary: The State avoid to be challenged on the existence of a confidential code by
lying on the Defendant's employment status.

I
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Lad

A Comcast IP Address Billed To Defendant and assigned (o Defendant's Modem

Perjury: Your [{onor, before | present the perjuries, let me first explain the concept of an 1P
Address. An 1P address is to a computer what a phone munber is to a phone device. As such, it
uniquely identifies a user's expericnce throughout the Intemet. Moreover, there's 2 one fo one
binding between an 1P Address and an Intemnet Company. The same gocs for a modem, Which
means, i1 have Internet through Comeast, [ can't not use an AT&T or SBC 1P Address or i |
have Internet through Comeast, [ can't use an AT&T or SBC modem. Detective Martin
statement to the Grand Jury that the Defendant has a Comeast [P Address billed 1o her and
assigned (o her modem greatly prejudiced her, At the time of the incident, the Defendant has
Internet through SBC Yahoo . ( Exhibit'D" ) . Furthenmore, the Detective QOWN subpoena to
Comeast relurned stating that the Defendant didn't have an Internet account with
Comeast{ Exhibits 'E" ).
Lrejudice: Those two perjured statements fed the Grand Jury to belicve in the Defendant s
guilt, a conclusion the Grand Jury would have come to if the facts were accurately presented.
Summary: No information retumed by Comcast making the Defendant ouiliy.

Able To Determine Where The Defendant Accessed the Computer on April 28"
and May 12006 S

Perjury: Your honor the subpoena semt to Comcast in regard to these two days revealed thal
Comeast was unable to provide any infonnaiion { Exhibit 'E' ).

Prejudice: Your Honor this statement prejudiced the Defendant in that the Grand Jury was led
to believe in the defendant's guilt. A deeision which would have been if the detective 10ld the
truth.

Summary: No information returned by Comeast making the Defendant guilty,

Experts Identified Defendant as being the Intruder

Perjury; Your Honor Save-A-Life Foundation hired two companies at the wake of the
incident: True Consulting and Critical Technology ( Exhibit 'F' ). Unlike Critical Technology
which recovered data and provided the technical evaluation of the ingident, True Consulting
was just a liaison between Save-A-Lifc Foundation and Critical Technology( Exhibit 'F' ). The
company that actually performed the technical evaluation of the incident is Critical Technology.
Both True Consulting and Critical Technology  Exhibit 'F' ) went on record stating that the
couldn't identify the cause of the incident.

Prejudice:  Detective Martin statement to the Grand Jury prejudiced the Defendant in that he
stated facts that were contrary to his OWN investigation. The Grand Jury would have hardly
returned an indictment if the facts were accurately presented. .

Summary; Experts couldn't determine the cause of ineident,

Defendant's Termination

Perjury; Detective Martin lied regarding the facts surrounding the defendant's termination, The
email sent by the defendant to the company’s president one day prior to her tecmination

rIri



Exculpatory Evidence: State failed to tell the Grand Jury that a comeast subpoena on the
Defendant reparding the P addeess, times of intrusion and account information relurned
negative ( Exhibit 'E' ).
Prejudiee: If the Grand Jury knew that the defendant didn't have a comeast account and that the
date and limes of the intrusion were incenclusive in the comeast's subpoena, it's hard (o belicve
how an indictment would have been returned.

Summary: State hides important evidence that showed Defendant's innocence.

14
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STATE OF ILLINOIS !
} 55
COUNTY OF COOK H

The MAY 2008 Grand Jury ol the
Circuit Court of Cook County

The Grand Jurors chosen. selected and sworm. in and for the County of Cook. in the State of
linois. in the pame and by the authorily of the People-of the State of lllinois, upon their cath present thi
from onor about April 28, 2006 and continuing 10 on orabout May 1. 2006, at and within the Caunty of
Cook, Iilinois. '

AMNNABEL K. MELONGO
committed the offense of COMPUTER TAMPERING

in that SHE, KNOWINGLY, AND WITHOUT THE AUTHORIZATION OF THE COMPUTER'S
OWNER, ACCESSED OR CAUSED TO BE ACCESSED A COMPUTER OR ANY PART THEREOF:
AND DAMAGED OR DESTROYED THE COMPUTER, WITH THE INTENT TO COMMIT AN
OFFENSE ESTABLISHED UNDER THE [LLINOIS COMPUTER CRIME LAW (720 [LCS 16D TO
WIT: THAT ON OR ABOUT APRIL 28, 2006 ANNABEL K. MELONGO ACCESSED SAVE A LIFE
FOUNDATION, INC.’S (N.F.P.) COMPUTER DATA SERVER LOCTED IN SCHILLER PARK.
(LLINOQIS AND PERMANENTLY DELETED, REMOVED AND/OR ALTERED HUNDREDS OF
COMPUTER FILES CRITICAL TO SAVE A LIFE FOUNDATION, INC.'S (N.P.F.) OPERATIONS
AND IN THE PROCESS PERMANENTLY DESTROYED THE COMPUTER, THESE ACTS WERE
DONE WITHOUT THE AUTHCORIZATION, KNOWLEDGE OR CONSENT OF THE COMPUTER'S
OWNEK.

IN VIOLATION OF CHAPTER 720, SECTION 3/16D-3{2)(3) OF THE ILLTNOIS COMPILED
STATUTES 2006 AS AMENDED AND

Contrary to the statute, and against the peace sand dignity of the sume people of the state of IHinots.

Criminal Code: 1066300




[l i

COUNT 2

The Grund Jurves chosen. selected und sworn, in wndl For the County of Couk, in the State of flineis. in the
name and by the authority of the People of the State of llinois, upen their oath present that from on o
ahoul Apal 28, 2006 und continuing (0 on or abowt May L. 20046, w and witkin the Counts of Conk.
Ninois.

ANNABEL K. MELONGD
commitied the offense of COMPUTER TAMPERING

“in that SHE, KMOWINGLY, AND WITHOUT THE AUTHORIZATION OF THE COMPUTER™S
QWNER, ACCESSED OR CAUSED TO BE ACCESSED A COMPUTER PROGREAM QR DATA.
AND DELETED A COMPUTER PROGRAM OR DATA | WITH THE INTENT TO COMMIT A
OFFENSE ESTABLISHED UNDER THE ILLINGIS COMPUTER CRIME LAW {720 [LCS 5/161). 7O
WIT: THAT ON OR ABOQUT APRIL 23, 2006 ANMNABEL K. MELONGO ACCESSED SAVE A LIFE
FOUNDATION, INC.'S (N.F.P.) COMPUTER DATA SERVER LOCTED IN SCHILLER PARK.
ILLINOIS AND PERMANENTLY DELETED, REMOVED AND ALTERED HUNDREDS OF
COMPUTER FILES CRITICAL TO SAVE A LIFE FOUNDATION, INC."S (N.P.F.) OPERATIONS.
THESE ACTS WERE DONE WITHOUT THE AUTHORIZATION. KNOWLEDGE OR CONSENT OF
THE COMPUTER'S OWNER.

IN VIOLATION OF CHAPTER 720, SECTION 5/16D-3(a)(3) OF THE [LLINOIS COMPILED
STATUTES 2006 AS AMENDED AND

Contrary [0 the statuce, and against the peace and dignity of the sume people of the state of [Hinois.

Criminal Code: 1066300

b s o




COUNT 2

{he Grand Jurors chosen, selected and sworn, in and for the County of Cook. w the Shate ol
Thinwis. in the nume and by the authurity of the Peaple of the Stile ol ineis, upon aheir outh presem ihat
fram oror about April 28. 2006 und continuing to an or uboul May 1, 2000, ut snd wathin the Coumy ol
Cook. IHinois.

AMNNABEL K. MELONGO
commitied the pffense of COMPUTER TAMPERING

in that SHE, KNOWINGLY, AND WITHOUT THE AUTHORIZATION OF THE COMPUTER'S
OWNER, ACCESSED A COMPUTER PROGRAM AND DATA OR ANY PART THEREOQF, AND
ALTERED THE COMPUTER PROGRAM AND DATA, WITH THE INTENT TO COMMIT AN
OFFENSE ESTABLISHED UNDER THE HLLINGIS COMPUTER CRIME LAW (720 1LCS 5/160). TQ
WIT: THAT ON OR AROUT MAY 1,-2006 ANNABEL K. MELONGO ACCESSED SAVE A LIFE
FOUNDATION, INC.’S (N.F.P.) FOUNDER'S COMPUTER EMAIL, THROUGH HER COMPUTER.
WHICH WAS PHYSICALLY LOCTED IN SCHILLER PARK, ILLINOIS AND ACCESSED THE.
EMATLS OF CAROL SPIZZIRR]. SAVE A LIFE FOUNDATION, INC.'S (N.P.F.) PRESIDENT AND
FOUNDER. THESE ACTS WERE DONE WITHOUT THE AUTHORIZATION, KNOWLEDGE OR
CONSENT OF THE COMPUTER'S OWNER.

IN VIOLATION OF CHAPTER 720, SECTION S716D-32)t3) OF THE ILLENOIS COMPILED
STATUTES 2006 AS AMENDED AND

Contrary to the statute, and against the peuce and dignity of the sume people of the ste of Fllinos.

Criminal Code: 1080300
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Scisige: rage 1wl

Carol Spizzirri

Subject: FW: Follow Up

312616 8200,
Sincerely,

Steve Kass mg‘l-{"] 14 Yot

Stove Kass

District Direclor

Robert Half International 312 - 616 0038~

205 North Michigan AVenue  pge . 24d- 20T Cosn Sg0ned

el 00 418 MicHelLe
@Gﬂ*—@ bares ot Emloygrert
Bl F} Py PEQUEST
* OF {..{dﬁ}— D BipnsATE (NFD
%m INUEST OFC.
‘TU,@,&J fvtovas  TlamE 15 7Z floves |

ANNAREL M ELon &0

51512000



S

National Headquarters

P50 W, Lanrepce Ave Ste 300
Schilier Pack, Epoks B0176-114
Pl (BT RS

Fro: (B4T) Ddg.968s

Lol Free: (SE3) 5020606
Welsire: sl g

Carol J. Spizzirri
Founder f Prestdent

. April 15, 2007

Internal Revenue Service
P. 0. Boxa(io
Holtsville NY 11742-9015

RE: 0135771673 Letter Number LTROOG3C
Dear Sirs;

We are in receipt of your letter dated April 10 007 requesting tax farms for Annabel Melonga.
Annabel was a temporary emplayee of Robert Half International therefore; we do not have any tax
forms for her. Also please note that we belteve this is an attempt from her for retaliation against Save A
Life Foundation, Inc. due to a pending criminal case against Annabel for computer tampering and credit
card fraud, We have attached copies of the police reparts for the pending criminal charges.

If you have any questions or require additional information please call 347-928-9683,

Sincerely,

Director of Accounting & Administration

1 s IL.}
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(720 ILCS 5/16D-7) (Erom Ch. 38, par. 16D-7)

Sec. l&6p-7. Rebuttable Presumption - withour avthericy. In che svent that &
PRrson acoesses or causes to be aceessed a compuier, which access regquires a
confidential or proprietary code which has not been issued to or authorized [ar nse
by that person, a rebuttable presumption exists that the computer was accesssad
without the authorization of its owner or in excessz of the authoricy grantad.

(Source: P.A. 85-92&.)
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MUTUAL CONFIDENTIALITY AGREEMENT

{"Customer™) and Shredderhotliné.com Company

Ine, (“SHL™) hereby agree as follows:

1 “Confidential Information” includes, but is not limited to, trade secrets, know-how,
inventions, techniques, processes, algorithms, software progams, schematics, designs, contricts, and
ather proprictary information that derives independent economie value from not being generally
known, gives either party an advantage in the market place and the party protecis from disseminatign

to the gencral public by reasonable measuns of secreey.

2. During the course of this Agreement, a Party {*Disclosing Party™} may disclose its

Confidential Information to another Party {"Receiving Pary™).

3. Each party acknowledges (hat either party may reveal Confidential Information 1o

the other party prior to entering into and during the course of an agreement between the parties,

. Receiving Party will, at all times, keep in confidence and trustall of the Disclosing
Party's Confidential Information. Receiving Party will take reasonable steps to prevent imauthorized
disclosure or use of Disclosing Pary's Confidential Information and 1o prevent it from [alling finto
the public domain or into the possession of unauthorized persons, including, but not limited to: (a)
storing the Disclosing Party's Confidential Information segregated and apart from its own files: {(b)
releasing the Disclosing Parly's Confidential Information only to employees, consultants,
subcontractors and agents of Receiving Party who have a need to know and who agree to be bound
by these confidentiality provisions; (¢} prohibiting the reproduction of the Disclosing Party's
Confidential Information, including, but oot limited to, videos, drawings or photographs without fhe

expressed written conscht of the Disclosing Party.

5. Receiving Pary will immediately give netice to the Diselosing Party ol any
unauthorized vse or disglosure of the Disclosing Pary's Confidential Informatien. Receiving Pary
agrecs to assist Disclosure Panty to remedy such unauthorized vse or disclosure of Disclosing Party's

Confrdential Informution,

2xambe. o A IIIZ

CoNE N ENTIALITY 0
AGREEMENT



B. Confidential Information will not include: (4) information which is: (i) now or
hereafter, through no unauthorized act or failure to act on a pany’s par, in the public domain; (i1)
known to the other party without an obligation of confidentiality a1 the time the party receives the
same from the other party, as evidenced by written records; (ii1) hereinafter furnished 10 SHE or the
Receiving Party by o third party as a matler of right and withoul restriction on disclosure: (b)
furnished to others by the other party without restrietion on disclosure; or (g) indcpendently

developed by a party without use of the other parly’s Confidential Information.

7 Upon terminationt of this Agreement or any other Agreement entered into by the
parties whichever ocours first, Receiving Party will return to Disclosing Party all such Confidential
Information, including techuical information and data, whether in written, documentury or oher
form, as well as computer programs, software and technical drawings and all digitally stored
Confidential Information belonging to Disclosing Party will be deleied from Receiving Party's
storage medivm including, but not limited to, computer hard drives, floppy disks, CDs or DVDs.
Within 10 days of the termination of this Agreement, Receiving Party shall provide Disclosing Party
with a writicn certification that all stored data containing  Disclosing Party’s Confidential
Information in Recciving Party’s possession or c::;ﬁlrol have been destroyed, removed from a digital
storage device or returned to Disclosing Party. . :' - -,

8 Receiving Parly shall not in any mannrer disclose to thied partivs, advertise or pulblish
the fact it has entered inta the terms of this Agreement, except with the expressed wrilten consent of
Disclosing Party or if required 1o do so by a goverunemal agency or o code of Tuw with proper
Jurisdiction,

. This Agrecment will be governed by the laws of the State of Ilinois.

10, The persons signing this Agreement have the authorily to bind the pariies as

idenfified herein.

Il The partics” obligations under paragraphs 3, 4, 5 and 8 shall remain in full force and

effect after the termination of this Agreement; =

SHREDDERHOTLINE.COM

COMPANY INC

{Reeciving Party )
Signature; Signature;_.
MNarne: Iame:

e TT3



Title; SHL Reference No. (i known)
{e.2.. quote, job, vendor, sustomer)

Drated:

Send two originals signed by the Recipient 1o our company and we will return one document
signed by our group. In addition confirm via e mail that you have been in receipt of this
document and that you agree 1o the terms and conditions of this agreement. Both E Mail and
Signed Agreements are binding on their own. This is to help expedite the paperwork process 5o
that we do not delay moving forward in this process as time is of the essence. Consideration is
considered by our acceptance of your time and its value to our group, for this to be in effect after
wrilten confirmation by E mail and/or Written Signed decuments.

DAN BURDA
: HREDDERHOTLINE.COM
815-674-3802
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Dear Annabel Melongo: DSL Telephone Number: 847 5060973
Service Activation Date: March 15, 2006

WELCOME TO SBC YAHOO! DSLI
Congratulations on your decision to get SBC Yahoo! DSL. You've made a great choice.

Thank you for your recent SBC Yahoo! DSL order. You're probably like millions of other SBC Yahoo! DSL
subscribers, and are eager to get started,

tf you believe this order was processed in error or is unauthorized, please refer to the "Terms of Service/Order
Cancellation section of the enclosed “Important information about your new SBC Yahoo! OSL Service® documnent
for instructions,

Soon you will receive your self-installation kit. To make sure your instaliation is smooth and trouble-free, please
set aside about-an hour to go through the installation and registration. Follow the easy, step-by-step instructions
and you should be online inno time. The self-installation kit will include your high-speed modemn or hemefoffice
gateway and & form you canmall in for a rebate if you qualify, as well as the $8C Yahoo! DSL Feature Guide. The
feature guide has the installation €0 and written instructions. To start, please refer to the instructions on
Pago 1 first. A few things to keep in mind:

Your new 58C Yahoo! DSL service will be activated on the Service Activation Date noted above. Billing for your
new service begins on that date as well, so we encourage you to start using the service as soon as youcan, ©n
your first bill, you will see an equipment charge. H you purchased D5L as part of a promotion, you may qualify
for an equipment rebate. To redecm your rebate, be sure to affix the rebate activation sticker from your packing
slip to the back of the mail-in rebate postcard. Both are included in your self-installation kit. For all the details,
please refer to your pestcard.

If you need help, our team at the Help Desk [s available 2t no charge 24 hours a day, 7 days a week!

Call us at: ‘u 1-877-5BC-D5LS {1-877-722-3755)
Vizit us online via e-mail or live chat at: e Atto:fthefp.sboglobalnet
{select sbrglobal net as the email domain]
For questions about your mail-in rebate: visit v sbeefsfrebate.com or <all 1-800-228-5015

If you'd rather have a technician come to your home and Install your service, stmply call the Help Desk, where the
charges for a home visit will be fully explained, We recommend technician asslstance if you have a home security
alarm or health monitoring alarm due to certain technical issues that may arfse during installation. For any issues
unrelated to SBC products, such as with vour computer manufacturer, hardware or software, youcancall ona

Support+ techniclan, who will assist you. For additional details, visit sbecomfsupportplus (additional fees apply).

During the registration process, you'll be presented with the Terms of Service, which you must acceptin order to
complete registration and begin using SBC Yaheoo! DSL. The Terms of Service are available for review on our web
site at http:lfebeyahoo.comiterms.

Your 5BC Yahoo! D5SL experience is much more than high-speed access. You also receive premium products, at no
additional charge, Forinstance:

# Onlitie Protoction. Protect yourself from online threats and nuisances with this all-in-one-security
software suite while enjoy what you love about the Internet. Learn more at onlineprotection.yahoo.com

» Enhancod Email. Enjoy up to 2GE of storage for your main accaunt, and 2GB of sterage for up to 10
subaccounts,

* Porsonalized Homepage, Easily tailor your own home page, with content and applications that you use
the most.

Thank you again for choosing the number one DSL Internct access prdlﬁﬁer in the nation, and welcome to the
SBC family. We are committed to providing you with an unmatched broadbend experience and making you a
“very satisfied® customer for years to come. Have fun!

Sinceraly,
SBC Yahoo! D5SL Team 0 \ !

—7T15

{Please read the following INMPORTANT INFORMATION ABOUT YOUR NEW SBC YAHOO! DSL SERVICE.)

[



IMPORTANT INFORMATION ABQUT YOUR NEW SBC YAHQOOQI DSL SERVICE, PLEASE READ.

_ Installation Tips

Completing
Installation,
Service Atlivalion Data, you will nol be able to complele the
Regislralion podion of Lhe Installzllon. Once yaur service is
activated, re-insent tho: Installer CO and click through the
screens which you have already completled. When you reach
the Regisiration podion of the installallon, answer the

Registration  After  HardwaralSoftware

questions and you are ready fo gol Once online, you can

safeguard yourself with the allln-one security sutle included
with your Service. Learn more al
hitp:fionlineprolection.yahoo.com.

Technician Installation Charges. If you havo roceived your
medem ki, but are unable te complete tho installation on your
awn, the charge for a techniclan visit is approximately $150,
unless the issue |s refated to the SBC nelwork, in which case
you will not be bifled. Other charges incurred durng a
technician visil will be billed 10 your SBC telephone bill. When
you call lo schedule a technician visit, be sure to ask aboul
current pricing.  Additional charges may spply [f Jack
installation is required.

Additonal Hardware. In some ¢ases, additional hardware
will be required. ' For instance, il is impertant you install a fiter
on every phone. jack where your DSL telephone number Is
connected and you hove an aclive device ((clephene, fax,
cablefsatellite connection, securily syslem), If you have g
2-line phone, you will need a Zline filler, - Also, some
cusomers may need to purchase an Ethemel card (NIC).
(The instaltation CO will notfy you if you nesd to install an
Etherneat card) This additionaf hardware can be found at most
clectronles relsilers or by visfing the SBC on-llne slore al
sbedsistora.com.  Allow 7-10 days for delivery. Expedited
shipping: oplions are also avallabig,

Re-Registedng your Servico After a Move/Disconnect, [f
you move your S8C Yahoo! DSL servico to a new numbar or
new location (even wilhin fhe same residence), you musl
re-register your. sarvice.  If you fail to re-registor your
account within 60 days of your move, you will lose your
existing Member 1D and ALL of the contants of your email
account. This dafa foss is permanent, To ro-registor, have
your Member |D and password ready and call us al
1-877-722-3755,

Service Terms and Conditions

Disconnaction of SBC Telephone Service. il you
distonnecl your SBC local telephone service, we will no longer
be able to suppont SBC Yahoo! DSL and il will be
disconnecled.. Please keep (his in-mind, should you make
changes la your SBC phone sevice.

Early Termination Fees. If you purchased the senvics a5 part
of a term contract, your term begins on your service activation
dale. If you disconnect your service prior (0 the end of the
temn confract, you will be charged an Early Terminatlon Fee of
$200. Durlng your eonlract, if you move your service 1o an
area where SBC provides service and we are. unable Lo
provide SBC Yahool OSE 10 you, your early lermination fea

It you install your equipmenl prior o your

will be walved. If you move 0 & non-SBC tenilary or do not
keep your SBC Yahoo! DSL servico for the full length of vour
tenm agreemeant, you will be charged the cardy lermination fee,

Tarms of Sarvice/Order Cancallalion. During instaltallon,
you will be asked lo accepl the Terms of Service
(hitpdishe.yahoo.comAerms) which you must accepl in onder to
use the SBC Yahoo! DSL servica. If you decling to accepl the
Torms of Service or wish to cancel your order for any reasen,
you must call 1-877-SBC-DSLS prior lo registralion or your
Service Activalion Dale (whichover comes [irsl) {o cancal Lhe
seivice and retum any DSL equipment using (he relum
address labe! (provided), Simply retuming your equipment will
net auvlomalically cangel your order, To'avoid gaying the
hardware costs for the DSL equipment, plus tax, the
aquipment'must be received by us within 30 days of .the
Service Aclivation Dale, Onca billing begins (on your
Service Aclivation: Dale), you will be rosponsible (or any
applicable termination charges.

Unablo to Activata Servico. In the event of unforeseen
lechnical issues there is a possibility we may not be able fo
complele his order. Il that happeas, we will credil your
account for any SBC Yahoo! DSL fees charged,

Information about your Bill, Discounts, and
Additional Fees and Taxes

Billing Cycles. Dilferences in billing cycles belwesn your
SBEC. lalepghono sorvico provider and SBC Inlernat Services

" {the previdar of your new SBC Yahoo! DSL Internot servica),

may cfeale ungxpecled varlances on your first few DSL bllls.
For example, your first bill may includa ¢hamges for the initisl
partial month af service - from your servico aclivation date 10
your first bill date - plus, charges for your first full-month of-
servics charged in advance.  These proraled chames may
cause your monthly rate (o look lowsr or highor than actual
rale at which you jotned. These prorated chames should even
out within the first coupla of months of sarvice and you will
begin to see the monthly rate al which you signed up.

SBC Discounts. [If you purchased SBC Yahoo! D3L sarvice
as pant of an SBC package, you may bo roceiving a discount
on the basis of combined purchase. Il you change any
required component of the package for any reason, you
will no longar qualily for the special monthly rate and will
the discounl, V¥a may access your customer records to
verily that you still qualify for the speclal rate.

Additional Fees and Taxes. SBEC Intomet Services chames
@ Federal Universal Service Fund (FUSF) cost recovery fee 1o
help cover changes from our data {rensport supplier pursuant
fo stale and federal lelecom regulallons, This fee isnola lax
or govemnment required cherge. Other charges affecting your
manthly rafe include spplicable taxes, fees and surchamges. If
you recelved a modem or a Home Networking/Ciflce gateway
with an integrsted modem, a $12.95 shipping and handiing fee
applles,

SBC Yahoo! DAL 13 an information ssrvice that combines OSL tranaport, Intemel Access and applicelisns from SEC lalernet Services, wilh customizad
centenl, Jesvices, and opplcetiona from Yoheo! Ine. Thia preduct 1a profected by US Palent 5955,49], SBC, the SBC foga and elher product and sendae
names an irademarks andfor reglslaredtrademarks of SBG Khawindge Ventures, L2, Yahoo!, the Yahoo! loge and all alhier Yahipol lpos end prodoct and
sef¥|co namas dte the rademarks godier regetered rzdemarks of Yahoo! Ine. &2005 5EC Knewledge Vaniures, L.P. and Yaheo! Ina: Al righls reserved.
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DUE BY: Apr 14, 200

% atait

Monthly Stétement

Feb 17 - Mar 16, 2006

_ Bill-At-A-Glance

Provious Bill L0
Fayment L0
Adjusiments L0
Balaneo oo
Current Charges 3.5
Total Amount Bue $83.25

Current Charges Due in Full By Apr 14, 2006

" Billlng Summary

CQuastionst Tall:

Flan= and Sorvices
1-800-244-3444
Repair Sarvice:
1-923-511-4485
Autemated Billlng/Payment Arrangemants:
1-800-873-5501

Total of Currpirt Chargos B3.25

[ tews You Can Use - Summary

= PREVENT DISCORNELT + LOCAL TOLL INFO

= LONG DISTANCEINFD «WELCOME MESIAGE
»RATE CHANGE « BEST TIMES TO CALL
« SPECIAL NEEDS « DIGITAL FUND

« PAY BILLS ONLINE

2

See’News You Coa Use” for addiional inform aden.

i
Retwrn bettom poction with yourchickin te sncossd saveleps.

»

* L -

&

= yeldl, s A

AHMAREL NELONGD o Page 1013

APT 34 Aceonmt Nember B47 5050473601 B
1718 LONG VALLES DR ENling Date Mar 16, 2006
PALATISE, ILEOOIL-3375

Wb Sits www.sbe.com

- SBC Benelits

Welcome to SBC Connactiens™] SAC Connectons™
members 2ro b mestvalued custemars that subscribe ta an SBC focal
sorvices package and SBC Long Distanco sorvices. Watch
for upcoming special offers from SBC Long Distancs. SBC Yahoo[®, and

Cinguiar Wireloas. '
sThenkyau for being 3o SBC Connections™ custamer, foaturing
Savings from:

« SECUkneis «3BC Long Distance

Yaur S Connccdons™ monthly savings: S1L15

Plans ant Services

Monihly Sarvice - Mar 16thm Apr 15

Servieo is billed in advance trem the 16th of cash mondy
Parzanal Cholee™

Rezidence Uszage Serv

Line Charge

Caller tdentification

Coltng Name Display

fell Waitng

Thrae Way Calling

CallWaiting ID

Lecal Saver Pack Unlimind Plan

LINE-BACKER®D

By chaosing Personal Cholee™,
you gre saving SEE15 over the cost of the zama
services purchased saparately.,

2%

Non-Publithed Serviza - 1.20
Federal Access Charga 450
Tatel Monthly Serdco nes

Addiant and Chanpas ta Serdce
This secdon of your bifl refiects charges and credits resuldng from
agcount activiy. A breskdown of monthly senvice chargesisincluded.

[tem Monthly Amount
Me.  Deseription - Buantity Rat Hilled
Dao-Time Chargole}
I. Charges for Extablishing Mew Senvce
on Mar 13,2006 1090
Z tina Connection Charge 2050
Sorvicos EsinbiTched!

(Menthly Charges are Prorated lrom hiar 14, 2008
toryour Billing Date, Mar 16, 2005)
3. Persenal Choico™ { a5 ¥}
4, ILTelecomn Rotay Sve and Eqp H 123 K]
5. Inhastrostuce Maintonance Cr ! 79 JIECh
6, fan-Published Senvice | 120 05

Lol Serviten pfnﬁ-&-l-d by S0C Minols, SBC [ndisns, SAE Mechlgan,
SBC Dhis or 568 Wissonsin based vpon the senvicy nidrass Joogil \
U5, Par (412050 and DRI4E1D QI

LATE: After Apr 14, 2006 $84.41
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Monthly Statement

ay 17 - Jun 16, 2006

Bil’.-_At-PrG'l-:-ncn : e

Pravieus Bill i 226,58
Papment » Thank Youl 226.53(:?._
ﬁus‘mﬂamﬂ £9.40
Balanca 5940
Current Charges 58.62
Amount to bs Dabited $118.03

Qebliing Cradit Card § Days Prior to Sul 13,2005,

Qilling Summary

Quostiona? Calk:
Plans and Services 2810
1800-244-4444
Aepair Sorvico: S
1-625-811-4488 ;
Autemated Billing/Payment Arrangemantst
1-800-873-5501
ATST Long Distanss 4,59
§-B00-244-4444
AT&T lnternat Services 15.84
1-BTT-728-3155

E8.63

Total of Current Charges

News Yuu Can:Use - Sunmaty

« PREVENT DISCONNECT «CARRIER INFO

«LOCAL CALLING RATES « BEST TIMES T CALL

« PAY BILLS DHUNE =
Sne "Nows You Can Use® for addiSons! Interm peon.

T Towls

U5, Pak, D4 10,95 and B414510

ARNABEL MELONGD
ART 1A

1218 LONG YALLEY DR
PALATTHE, L GO74- 2323

Page 1ol3
Accoust Numbar BATSOS-0A13 6048
Eilling Dat» Jun 16, 2006

wisbsie aft.coln

ATET: Bonefits

#Thaak you for being 2 $BC fremier Cennactans™ customen faaturing
savinps from:
« ATET 1hncis
« ATET Loag Distansy

+SBC Yehool @

Your SBC Premies Connocrons™ montly sevings: $2.13

“Detail of Payments and Adjustments:

Item
Ho, On seripdon Adjuements  Paymanfs
1 601 Paymeat 164.21
7 B0l Adiusmont-ATETLD L97CR
3 . 13 Payment 6237
4 E11 Payment Adjustment 5147
8 0658

plans and Services
Me Sapylce -.Jun Joi 15
Pereocal Cholea™
Reridanca Vsage Sery
Lino Chargs
Caller Identfication
Calling Hame Display
£al Waiting
Throo Way Calling
Call\Wattng 10
Logal Saver Pack Unlimitd Plan
LINE BACKER®

s

By cheesing parsonal Chelee®d,

you are saving S1319 cver the cost ol tho sams
sorvices purchased soparataly. -

Hon-Publishad Sepvica . 1.1
Fudoral Access Charga . b 450
Total Monthly Service

Loeal Calls
Local Saver Pack Uallaited
§ Califs) wera placed thismonth

¢

TTI¥

Local Sacvless provided by ATET IBeoks. ATET Iniana, ATET Richigan,
ATET Ohia or ATAT Wiscamin based uponthe serrics -fit_tul_hnﬁm

e
5
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. Hay 23 O 0B:l4p Schiller Park Police 847 G571 9485 D opaz
Sehiller ‘Park Police FELONY MINUTE SHEET : .
. FORM 101 Grand Jury Subpoena BRequest

BINDER MARGIN {DC NOT WRITF AROVE THIS LINE)

nSSHE‘TANT STATE'S ATTORNEY: {For State's Attorney Uso MAY 2 5 3 1

Enter each conifnuance here, [acases of

multiple defendants indicate which defondants,

if-ary, did rot join in lhe continuance. Also ;
indicate datrs of all demands for b, and by

whson demands werg mada.

COURT: __Dismict 3, Rofling Meadows

I.R. NUMBER CEFENDANTS AGE  DATE OF ARREST CHARGE
TohnifTans Do Unk 720 ILCS 5N6D-3(2)(3) )
I Computer Tampering
Date of offense 47284006 Time @192 Place Cook County o llineis
D3%a &T

The facts briafly stated are as follows:
The defendant went online using [ntemet Service Provider (ISP) Comcast cable seivices, and accessed the compnter network of
Gave-p:Life Foundation. Durng the listed dates and times, the pesen permanently deleted, removed, sndfor altercd Pm:drcds of
computer files critical to Save-A-Lifc’s opecations. On 1 May 05 at 2030-2031 hrs.MT, the defendant th_cn nmmcd the email account of
Carol Spizzirti, President and Founder of Save-A-Life, without the knowledge or permission of Carol Spizzir. The person then used Ms.
Spizzimi’s email account to forward the contents of Ms. Spizzimi’s cmail account to the email agcount mcIﬂngro_aﬂn:.bn'l@yahnu.nDEn.
On 2 May 06 at 2301-2302 hrs. MT, numerous Save-A-Life employees received emails from that Yahoo email account. Those Emmls
__included content from the proviously mentioned forwarded eivails of Carol Spizriri's ennail aceount. All of thege qucnb: eesnmmed on
-jh: Interniet using the Intemet Protocal {IP) address of 24,15.202.102 at the abave listed times. The IP address of 2401 5202302 belongs

‘to Comesast cable compony.

FILED GRAND JURY

MEY 7o 1005
— R

Theens .'Jeenie(i-:. ,Tfm‘: Aulbsser o }ﬂq:vf‘Mﬂ.'{'l_o-"\ to mncdugle. nwdéj’_-ﬁﬁ,

phone Number Stadus ef Jhe r).ﬂ'c.ﬂl.;_r'\:t': dode Hhe pocount woes Q{D:."h&f?{- and for
lﬁlaie&i, for -'!-he, sulieed tsing Jhe. TP pddress oy Y. 15 AeF.jo) on ABALELL

A MAY n(-‘} and 2 mAy ot ok dthe pbove liated Jimes -

1o cohes pddresseds  Detechye titharm Hochin 959t W. Tf"mg%ﬂf— ed. Sewiter furk,
IL &ol76 ASST. STATE'S ATTY. DATE

(Do Nol Writo In This Spaco—For Slate’s Alty. Uso Only)

g(’ ' I—-.I:-,?



Cemcasd [P Sanmsy

(Comcast. e

BER3T.TEI2 T

£58 317.7319 Fax
June §, 2006

VIA FACSIMILE

Detective William Marlin

S¢hiller Park Police Depastment

9526 W. Irving Park Road

Schiller Park, IL 60176

Fax: 847-671-9465
Re: Subporoa
Qur File #: 1520619

Dear Detective Martin:

The Subpoena dated May 25, 2006 with yespect to the above-referenced matier
has been forwarded to me for a reply. The Subpoena requests Comeast 1o produce certain
internet subscriber account records periaining to the following persop: Annabel Melongo,
1218 East Long Valley Drive, Apl 34, Pnlatine, TL. .

Based o the infommﬁnn provided pursuant to the Subpoena, we are uniable 1o find any
informalion responsive to the request.

1£1 can be of further assistance, or if you have any questions rogarding this matter, please

fee] frec tocall me ot 856.538.4022.
Very Truly Yours, :

Kathlecn Loughrin
Lcgal Response Center, Legal An alysi
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(2-81) CR 34 Al

GRAND JURY. SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM ,
- ™ THE CIRCUIT COURT. OF COOE COUNTY

. I
TEE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS S' _: .
TO: Comeast 0P Sexvices | “\ M 9‘ 3

650 Centerton Road
Mosretosyn, New Jersey 08057
856-317-7319 (fax)

GREETINGS:- : _ Ko g
: WE COMMAND YOU, that all business and excuses being laid astde, you and cach of your auend before the

Grand Jury of our Circuit Court of Cook County, June 2. 2006 at §:00 AM, at the Circuit Court House in Chicago, 26™

and California Avenue, in said Cook County, to give evidence aud the truth to speak conceming a certain’ complaint made
before said Grand Jury, In a JOHNAJANE DOE TYESTIGATION and that you also diligently and carefully search for,
and examine and inguire after and bring with you and produce at the time and place aforesaid. :

Anyaﬁﬂ all racu{'ds rega.r:ltﬁg.ﬂ:n jdentity of the snbseriber(s) or customer(s) associated with the use of the following
Internet Protocol addresses on specified dates and times: .
1P Address __Date 1 . _Time Timezope . ;
24.15.202.102 April 28, 2006 01:17:08 ~ Central
through and iocluding i

- April 28, 2006°03:25:00 . Central

2415202102 May1,2006 203140  Movntain .
throngh and including B
May 1, 2006  20:31:41 Momntain

1!.4.15.2!13._1{]3 May 1, 2006 23:01:31 Movutain
through and includivg :
May 1,2006 23:0135 . Mountain

including, whether such records or other evidence are in elecironic or other form, the foil 'E‘i, ~
1 pame(®); ' h&g 4 : 2
address(es) including, email, mailing, resideatial, buWu& ¢ ¢ontact information; .

Z.
3. records of sesslon times and durations; L) ﬂ,‘iﬁ :
L length of services {including start dates) and types of services 1:“&3!3;
5. subscriber nwmber or identity, including user name{s) and screea nA and
. billing records and the means and sonrce of payment for ntyaﬂm any credit card, or
bank acconnt number) ; =
= AND -

The below identified records axid information for the Comeast Interact Services cusi¢imer:
Annabel Melongo, 1218 Eust Long Valley Drive, Apartment 34, Palatine, Nlinois
- ineluding, whether such records or other cvidence are in clectronic or other form, the following:

other namels) associated with the customer’s account;
addressfes) including, email, mailivg, residential, business or other contact information;

records of session times and durations; -
length of sérvices {including start dates) and kypes of services ntilized;

snhscriber number or jdentity, includiog user name(s) and screen nmne(s); and !
—7 12
=

e

-



'_-r-}}a 23 uE ul:olp , Bchitler Park Police 847 B71 55'455‘ -3

i + L3

G. billing records and the meaxs and source of payment for mchmm&'gr&lit card, or

bank account number)

Schiller Park Police Dap arment, 9526 West Trving Park Road, Schillee Park, Hlinois G0176-1984, 847/ 6734794 (voice);

847/671-9389 (f2x). You are not to disclose the existence of this request as such disclosure may impede the investigation
and compromise the enforcement of the Jaw. And this you ‘will in no wise omit under penalty of the Law.

Compliance with this subpoena may be made by tendering the, aforesaid doéuments to Detective William Martin,

Wilness; DOROTIY BROWR Clerk of our said Court,

N
R

And the Seal thereof, at Chicage, in said County,
. DOROTHY BROW

DIRECT TNQUIRIES
TO: )

CLERE OF. THE CIRCUIT COURT CRIMINAL DIVISION

‘Thoroas Burn
Assistont Slate’s Attorney-

STATE OF ILLINOISY SS.

COOE COUNTY ,
- being duly-sworh, an oath says tha-t he served the within Writ by reading the same ta trht within named
onthe  dayof.. 2006, in said Court.
g o s gy '
' Sworn to me before this day ef 2008

- DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS




Comesst TP Scrvices

(Gomcast | Gommen,

255 317.7272 Ted
CONFIDENTIAL Sl
92 . June 5, 2006
YIA BACSIHMII 5
Dietective William Martin
Sehiller Park Police Department
0526 W. [rving Park Road
Schilles Park, IL. 60176
Eax: B47-671-0465
Re: Subpoena
Our File #: 1506260
Tiear Detective Wartin:

The Subpocna dated May 25, 2606 with respect 10 the above-refercnced matter has been
farwarded to me for a reply. The Subpeena requests Comeast to produce certain subsenber acconnt
cecords pertaining to the followiog TP address: 24.15.202:102 on April 23, 2006 between 01:17:00
and 03:25:00 (Central), and May 1, 2006 between 20;31:40 and 20:31:41 (Mountain), and
between 23:01:31 and 23:01:35 (Monntain).

Based on the information provided pursuant to the Subpocnn, we are unable to find any
information responsive to the request. Upon seceipt of the Subpocna we inttiated our invesligation,
We discovered that the tog files wense o make subscriber account identifications weee cither
incomplele of contained an ervor associattd with the registration of the cable modem or other device
in question, Therefore, Comeast canniot identify the subscriber account asgocinted with this request.

1£1 can be of further assistance, or i€ you have any questions regarding this mattcr, plcase fecl
free to call me at B56.638.4022.

Yery Traly Yours,

Kathleen Loughtin —
Legal Response Center, Legal Analyst

TE3



National Headquariers

s 0530 W, Lampeaoe Ayt St 390
] Sehilier Pare, [ifdeds S0178-121%
He . Fi: (2T} RLR6L)

I Faz: ]_w;m-sm
F Save A Life Foundation Wb Moy

Carol J. Speezleri
Founder 7 President

Ecd

Monday, May 08, 2006

.Richard A, Devine State's Attomey of Cook Counly

liinois S1ate Attemey of Cook County
%% Jinx Kotowski Adminisirative Assistant

2650 &. Callforn
Chicago, IL B0G0

Itis unfortunate | nea.d to bring 1his matier to your attenlion but both Mayer Rita Mulling and I f2ll 1t necessary
since the following has cavsed freversible damsge lo SALF,

Several months ago we contacled Robierd Half Technology, a temporary iT employment agency, (o subconfract
technicians for our compuler and web sile needs after he death of our IT Director. December 2005, Rebed Half
subcontracied Annabel Melongo to provide programming, notwark support and malntain our hard and software.
From the beginalng Ms. Melongo had difficully working with [eliow employees, bul we disreparded in [feu of har
compuler skills. March 27th, 2008 Rober Helf lerminaled Melongo as thelr confracior and since Melongo was I
{he midst of a Impertant project we retained her full time, Her malovolens towards colleagues intensified until
April 27th when Vince Davis, Director of Mililary Aftalrs, felt it necessary to terminate Ms. Malenge from SALF,

As a standard termination policy, Mr. Dayis accompanied Ms. Melongo while she collected her belonglngs,
yenified our computer passwords and e:xit her to the door. Sinca M, Melongo had knowledge to all our
passwords our'Web Designer Mr. Chrislian Sass Immediately changed a5 many passwords he Kriew to secure
entry inlo our compuler system from Lhe oulside, byt failed to ramamber cur DSL fine and weblemails siles,

The following moming, Friday April 26Lh, our employees were unable (o access their compuler files. With furiher
investigation we uncovered that ell our files, data bases, ete,, had been daleted, Throughoul the day Ma,
Melango came to the office, tatally thras times, and phoned, lataling Tour imes, wanting (o see only me, From
Friday through Stnday moming Mr. Davis and outside vendors True Consulting and Criticat Technology
Solutions worked contlnually o recover the missing computer files unsuccessfully.

May 2nd, several employses alered me Lhal they received a dislurbing e-mail from Ms, Melongo, Her e-mail
indicated she was responding to an emalled | sent to Brian Salemo, Pres. True Consulting that had been forward
{o her. May 4th we conlacted aur web and e-mail provider, WebHSP in Colorado, who was able lo fool print Ms,
Melengo's aclions from entry into SALE's g-mall system through Snalimall by uslng my password, retieva and
farward two of my personal emails 10 her account and then e-mail back (o sevoral of our employees with a
persenal message (see allached).

May 5th we filed 3 complatnl with tha Schilter Park Pollce Departnient # 08-3218 of which Officer Mamazzo
stated he would forward 1o thelr Qelectives, i

This afteenoon | and my slaff received another lenglhy e-mail from s, Melongo, Apparently she is not satlshied
with our lack of response. Ms. Melorgo Is not & U.S. Gitizen bul has a studonl Viso from Cameroon Africa and

lives in Palatine which all concerns Mayor Mulllns.

W would appreciate your advise in this sensitive matier,

X s;ilz;zirri
Ei:il . entFounder II éq
FL et ]
628°0N CEZBYTEZIST ¢ NOLUONTOH 34118 IWS  Bz:Bl  SePR/ITSR




critical Atechnology
SOLUTIONS

1247 Warren Avenue
Downers Grove, lllinols 60515-2548
630,737.1082

January 11, 2008

In response to the Subpoena Duces Tecum, cﬁse Mo, 08 CR-10502:

The following is a description of the activities performed at the offices of Save a Life Foundation in the months of
April and May 2006 to the best of our ability to recollect. All services were rendered at the Save a Life Foundation
offices located at 9950 W. Lawrence Avenue, Suite 200, Schiller Park, 1. 60176 and at the offices of Critical
Technology Solutions, Inc. located at 825 N. Cass Avenue, Suite 308, Westmont, II. 60559,

The offices of Critical Technology Solutions, Inc. received a telephone call from Brian Salerno, o person having a
business relationship with Save a Life Foundation and Critical Technology Solutions, Inc. in late April 2006, Mr,
Salerno provided contact information for the Save a Life Foundation and recommended that we make contact to
assist this organization with their technology services needs. Contact was made and a site visit was schedule 1o
assist with data recovery efforts and other typical information technology assistance.

The site visit occurred on Monday, May 1, 2006 and t_he'S'we a Life Foundation staff requested assistance with the
recovery of data from multiple storage devices. Our examination identified thousands of files which appear to
have been deleted on April 28, 2006 between the hours of 01:20 hours and 03:01 hours, Central Standard Time,
File recovery was completed on two of the three storage devices and all property and recovered data was
returned to the Safe a Life Foundation staff on May 2, 2006. One storage Jdevice was not able to have its cantents
recovered utilizing typlcal data recovery techniques due to recovery efforts by other persons prior to the
involvement of Critical Technology Solutions, Inc.

| received a telephone call from Detective Martin at the Schiller Park Police Department on May 17, 2006
requesting technical information related to the Save a Life Foundation requested data recovery services. |
provided a brief overview of our findings and told Detectlve Martin that [ would transmit a copy of our report, and
associated documentation, per his request to do so. Documents were transmitted via email and facsimile on or
about May 18™. This communication has been included with this document.

In concert with our recommendation, a limited audit of technology assets and security measures was performed
on May 5, 2006 and the analysis relurned to the Safe a Life Foundation.

This is a description of the events to the best of ry ability to recollect.

Donald F. Peters 1
President

e
Critical Technology Solutions, inc. 5 [ ar




Zonald Peters

From: Donald Peters [dpeters@thinkeritical.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2006 11:02 AN

To: brmardin@villageofschillerpark.com

Subject: Save A Life Foundation Information

Altachments: Letter to Caral RE Recovery Eiforls 05 11 2006 SCAN.pdl; SALF m@mr}r. pdf
Importance: High

Detective Martin,

It was good to speak with you yesterday regarding your efforls o asslst the Save A Life Foundalion. As per our
discussion, | have allached the lelter | sent to Carol providing a rough gverview of the discovery and actions taken by
Critical Technology Solutions. When | was first introduced to Caral, and apprised of the situation and actions taken prior
to my arrival, we discussed the next steps required for recovery vs. preservation of evidence,  There was an uncertainty
as to the calalyst for data loss as several maintenance actions were performed just prior to the discovery of the problern. |
advised the group that with multiple persennel attempting recovery on the drives over the previous days, and no clear
chain of custody, the quality of any evidence discovery would be questionable at best. Carol's declsion was lo move
forward with recovery efforts when it was learned thal the previous backups were incomplele or missing.

In addition to the overview letter, | have attached 28 screenshots created during our recovery process. Upon review, you
will note that much of the "deleted” date and time stamps indicate the period of activity appears to be April 28, 2005 from
1:20 A.M. — 3:01 AM. CST. [ can also provide you with a copy. of the recovered dala if requesled to do so by the Save A
Life Foundation. Please do not hesilate lo telephane me if | can provide additional assistance.

Regards,

Danald Peters

Critical Technelogy Scolutions, Inc.
{(630) 455-0522

This message contains confidantial information and is intended only for the Individual named. If you are not Lhe named
addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this facsimile. Please notify the sender immediately by
telephone if you have received this transmission by mistake and destroy this document. Electronic transmission canhet be
guaranteed to be secure or eror-free as information could be intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late or
incomplete, The sender therefore does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message,
which arise as a result of transmission, If verification 15 required please request verbal confirmation of the authorization
code Jocated below, Critical Technology Solutions, Inc.; 825 N. Cass Avenue, Suite 308, Westmont, Illingis 60559 -
Authorization Code: 0518061101DP ' L

TT16
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Annabelidelongo

————— Forworded Mossage ==-==

From: caplesirriiizalf.org

To: nelongo_annabelByahoo. com

Sent: Monday, MHay ., 2006 %:31:40 PN
Subject: [Fed: RE: downed systen)

———————————————————————————— Original HoSSage mre == ————————
Subiect: RE: downad Systom

From: "Brian J. Salerno”™ <Erian.Salernadlroe-Consult.con>

Date: Mon, Maw 1, 2006 7:36 pm

To: "'Carol Spimsirri'® <espizzirri@sell.orgr

il b P ST, el M= S o e e o e
Wity o o wcainid 5021 wow.  Bhy dossnl o sie JUSL matl AN g COnIesslodl.
i T PR T
The meomissiaons ave clegroy Loe

that some pennie can aee The daca and some
rrow and figure oul our game plan for K.

g

=]
i

Sorry Zor how far hahind oo
obscacle now--given Lhe Lol
cantbs TUIL tulk Lo Dop Romo

Thanks for the follow up.....,Still, wow: -
Brian.

————— Qriginal Messago-==---

From: Carol Spizzirri [mailrorcsprrzirzigsalfi.ovg
Sent: Honday, day 01, 2006 &:4G4 I3

Ta: Brian Salerno

Subject: BE: downed system

Think we Cound who —

Annabell ceblaod x4 and stopped in Lhres - left messdage on py coll olfering
to Eix our problem. Very similar te formsr IT who corrupled system. Have
not spoke with her = she refused o speak with Shristian - go [igore!

Tks much for youwr followthrovgh - wo are so hehind it horts.

E o ammat Original Messcge-==---

From: Bcimn Salerano [mailtosbrian.saleznofuree-sonsuln.oon]
Sent: Satusdav, Apriil 2%, 2006 2:22 PH

To: carocl

Subject: RE: aquick updaze from Joho H2=2g9

Thanks carcl...ws will pur everytiang Bagk label, onces We redovil Lbe
dats. For now, we need Lo just uss & hox thal we koow 18 Sledn-=-Lres of
ANy admin lusues,

Thanks Carol,
Brian.

Sanc with Wireless Syno {zom Voegizon W

==== Driginal Foessago =-=-- : 7
From: "carnl™ <espizzirrifsalf.ocg>

Dave: 4729700 100358 am

F - e
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To: "Brian Salerno” <brian.salernofcruc-consult.coms

Subj: Re: gquick update frem John Roeg

Just an FYI - the DELL server they are moving everything to - never lad
anyehing on -we naad for the SCANTROF system-web- That Sony thay cleaning
off = is our hack up servar — therg arc LWo SErVers -one shallse Dell =
onc not - thao holds daily word - the Sony is only backun at nicht and
halds wwergything - that is at least what iL5 suposlt Goode, svarything
ghonld go bagk on Sony onge everything is recovered - lec me know. Cazol
Sept trom my SlackBerry wircless deviee from U.5. Collular

----- Original Message=—===

From: “Brian J. Salerpna”™ £8rslan.Salernolffrue-Cansulh,com:
Dacc: Sac, 29 hpr 2006 09:06:02

To:"'carol'"™ <ecspizzirvridszlf.orge

Subject: RE: guiek vpdate from John Rzeg

Wo problem Cacol--sorry that | couldn'n be Lisre. My wiiso L3 o GLimiiloud
member for the Infant Welfare Seciety aand their big cvenc is todsy, s she
was setking up all lasec pight. My apologies for what happened. I'm net
sure what happened, bet 10 docsn't sound like tha dess i a1 rigk.  Dana
i3 lost b/c of something malicipus——a virus, 4 data crasc swecp, ehi,

T aefll can't get a hold of Don Pelers, but I cellod o ficn valled Midwest
Gata Secovery who is calling me kack Lo S20 uUp & Limg Lo gL oi0lg SAlY
Lhis morning. | talked ta Vinee whe ls going bo be thore seon, and
Christian and I will be there alsc. They have & Disc Recsvery system and
& Raid Ibackup) récovery system....and they bave o policy ol Mo Data, Ho
Charge.  Jul I'm surs thar between the backue and disc, we'll got oolhils
gone LonayY. The good pews 14 CAGT THe guys-rebusliy siiviliss bervel iost
night which will be stahle moving {orward chat e czn obove all the date
La.

Thanks for the nobe. He'll aive vow updates later taday.

Brizn.

----- Original Message-----

rrom: carol [mailtorespizzirccifualf.ozg)
Sent: Saturday, April 29, 2006 §:05 AM
To: Brian Salerno

Subject: Re: gquick vpdzate [rom John Reeo

Thks you for all your help last eveningn especially fof you'rfe CONCern «anid
foliow through. Carol
Sent. from my BlackSerry wireless deviee f{zon U8, Celiclar

=—--=0Original Mossage----= ;
From: “Brian J. Salerno” <8rian.Salerno@fruc-Consulz.ocoms

Pate: Thu, 27 &pr 2006 15:39:46

To:"'Carcl Spizzirri'" <espizzirrifisall.orgy, "*Wince Davis
avdevisfsall org>

Suvhiject: guick update fram Johin Roog

ner

flello to both,

ey

Quick note about John Reeg¥s sesslion this morning oi DALF.

He s comfortable being abie o go Bask into Lhe wwpiem and anderss

all of the ¢rivrcal areos of appiicaticn and 2&87: ayots 5Tt
~ TIZ%

[

words?gobting back inte the systen and @Ifiig 3¢ Tixed) . &Ho



Christian also spoke aboul passwezds and aro confident that bthey hove
everything that is needed moving torward.

Couple other guick points:

We?ll push through the SQL Server proposal?ler me know if you seo anyohing
qlnrtnqu wreng in o,  bur given the ifnterfaece bssuos and Lhe fowars o
the DB, we are basically looking at 6 months of work., we?ll geb thas
srructured In 4 proposal for you [Gr your legal Ilssus, but [osenlaod Lo gl
Lhat to you so chat you know what Lo raughly exgeen,  Jobin, biw, i3
available Lo start on the projoct ¥asy Bth, so T7il get all of that Lo vou
by Honday in a progoszal.

Finally, John said that thé instructor issuce Shal Ansabelle is wWovking on
won¥s be difficuls po fix.  Per our conversation, (L78 just s scoipTing
issua_  But you Are Both correci i That 1t¥3 nol working right now and
will take a special seript e build e vun it, Lyl.

Hope this all makes sense. Calbl me with any QUostions. Thanks Lo
spending time with John coday, Vinco., Carel, hope that central IL i3
treating you well.

Brian.

Brian J. Salerng

True Consulting, Ing.

700 Commerce Drive, Suite 500

Dak Brogx, 1L &0623

BIN.ZEE.3550 Offige

312 _BEZ. 0102 Cell

Brian.SzlernofTrue=ConsulT.com: <mailto:Brizn.SaleracBirue-Consultb.coas
W Lrue-consult. eon

Roosovelr University, Chicege and Schaunburg, [1linois
hebp: /fwuw, seoseyel s gdu

F6
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Miﬂﬂﬂﬂ@&ﬂﬂlﬂdﬂﬂﬂﬂiiﬂﬂcc&ssmgmﬁmmu.ger_hﬂtﬂmﬂﬂmw p_m Lmeeka,.?.lapdﬁ_
MMMMUWBTMJ&MQ claimed she was checking only her

she switched to SBC Yahoo DSL as her current ISP Prior to moving to Palatine shelivedin |
Willowhrook and Maperville,

W@ymmkwmﬁummm
SALF at the front desk Ms_Melongo alsa stated that she had.spoken with Ms Spears approximately |
| two weeks aga.in reference to 2 computer problem Ms Spears bad at her house. Ms. Meloogo stated
MMMME_S;MMMSﬁHg_h er

When asked about SALFE and their company: purchases Ms Melongo stated that company procedure |
hwas that all purehases are made through cequisitions to Ms. Spizzicr and no one else Ms Melongo |
smmwmmwwMMMMMaiu P
by departmentEved thongh she was the system administrator, she.clainmed that she could not access |
anything in the accounting or execntive file free Ms Melongo stated that she wasthe onewho |
designed the file security system for SALE from input apd authorization of Ms Spizzirr Ms |
Melonen alsa stated that she never had any access to SALF bank acequnts ox credit.card numbers
WMDMMWMIELMMM%M&MMWMM
stated that the only employees who bad that information were Dane, Ms. Spizzicd, and Bouee
Nawara, of Nawara Financial Advisors (708-448-7100} Ms.Melonza showed R/ a business eard
from Mr. Nawara and claimed that she was told by Ms. Spizzier fo give him.a password to.accessthe
acconnting files on the SALF servers.and that he was allowed to remotely access the servers for the |
accounting files Ms Melongo claimed that when she found that he bad been remotely accessing the
servers on 25 Apr 06, she immediately notified Ms._Spizeicr
When asked if she knew a Saguan Gholar, Ms Melongo stated that Mr Gholar was an employes at
SALF in the education depacment Ms Melongo stated that be was only an acquaintance and tiet__
she bad_no.contact with him since she had been fired
MWMM&RMMMMM&W
and that R/ would he in.contac

evidence that had heen seiz mutnnﬁd_.a.ud_plamﬂ_m_th:_
evidence locker for safe keeping

21 Tul 06- R/ along with Det Koch £11, collected the elentromefecamputer evidence and broughtar |

[to 188 E Randolph, Chicaga T The Regional Compoter Forensics Lab, to.be.processedbya |
certified camputer evidence recavery technician R/l's met with Ms. Monge and Ms_ Hagqani there |

Nﬂmetf/’fy"{'%/.{ E-i-_ . Star 28 Date/Time 30 Oct 06/1530
Sckillar Park Fotice 100 @ Caze # 06-3219 Fape 8§
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1=8771=T22-3155. We-currencly have a plan that allocares os the coapad

AnnabelMelongo

Date: Tue, 15 Auwg 2008 16:37:54 -0500
From: Annabel Melonge <AMelongo@mail egpsevellodu
Bubjest: FWD: [Fwd, Ta Cargl]
To! annabelmelengo@mymailroesevelledy

res=== Original Message From csplusarcifsali.org seess
-------------------------- == Original Message ==—--c———c—ecmmmmmmmnan
Subject: To Carpl

Froms amelongelsali.oog

Pakbe: Wad, April 26, 2008 3:158 pm

Ta: copizeirrifaali.org

vdavis@sall.org
csass@sall i oro
armelongolropsevell, adu

Doar Cazel!

I pold yor today that I know you con't like me and it so, I can stop
working for vou ,ito which you teply T zlways bring that up wheneve: ['n
wrong, buot unfortenacely thas's not truc, Whenover 1'm o wreong, I always
apologize to the issue and if ! haven't agelagizde abous Lhat Coect, L s
bacause T Erely believe what I'm saving...Let's go inte rthe detbails:

=when Edgar was here, you Leok his side en 211 Tssues sven on Lhobe |
stepped up o save money for Lhe company, but when the Pirst ooomsion
prefented tself, that same Bdoar lern you snanding, [ stoed up 2oy your
interests. =z

-BEdgar is gone, but the same Lhing ls now being done with Cheistian.
Prescatly vou happily welcome znvihing Chriscian s telling you just Lo
Ly Lo put me into shame. | don't think Cheistian can really challenge me
in pnetworking, web design and pregramming.lf Christian is your forson of

cholce,well, I'm hapsy Lo give him my place and we will see.lf pou want Lo

transfer che networking be Chrisctian, by all means, that's your cempany,
you can 0 wialever you want. 7 just don't want the backstabbding gaua
when Christian comes and tell vou something, you take it as the bibligal
word and Ery fo usc it Co show me hew wnimprossod you el abour me.
Christian might pe a UMIX poerson, what's scill co be checked, bulb he can’'L
challengs me on a Windows network. I'm going Lo schood [oc Lhat, 1% Glseo
certifiad for that, ['m spending all my rine on books 1o get as muech
rnowledae [ can en that, T'm spendipg slecpless nlogkt on chat, why!?
bocause I wanh wo e on of the best In Chal field. T'm & dounle minorisy
inomy fleld of iatersstr., & woman and black, so 1 gan'tc afferd ro ne

‘average atherswise, I won't-ges a job, So if Chriscran has-someibing Lo

gay, I will recommend he cones and chablenge mée dand 1 wisi A9Iond Ghy
decision or configuration 7 made for the company. T still szand feoz Lhe
fact that this company doesa’t need two D5Ls. The phone punber for 5B s

a Ti,but iofs not a dodicaced bandwidech as o T1 .but zathar cha b
is allocated on demand, 1f we over geot to necd a T! handuwideh, Lhe
will ger that Dandwidih, bub 43 lomg as Wo Gon't need LU, Lhe Capsoliy o=
reduced. That's the plap we are on, azd ZBC will tell yvou'one sams thing,
So please Carol, [ really don'n know what Chrrstlan vold you, et oofars
rrying te discredic pe, come and ask me and 1 will tell yoew why T chooss
network conlijuranian over anulhel She. 50 L7 you wanl Lo wWashe Yes! hiney
ordering another B3L line necause Christiaon told vou =o, wall, vyou're
WeLCOme LD Uo B0,

-You Lold me you'te paying me Lo do omy job, well Corcl, since lhn unde:
your payrobl, I"gan't really soy cthat my -life has changed oo its bosc, You
pay me 60X vyssriyv, ogut of which the federal goversmont ' Caking 2UE, @y

* i

ool is taking another ZO0X and I'm lofo wheish 20K Lo Diwe, snat® mos

H]
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redlly 8 happy lifa. 1 know T can De making moare wich other coapanies, but
I prefer to skay at SALF hecause wich my gurzent schedulo, ! ooan Lo
managing my classes. ['m not here for che monsy, 1'w heve Lo bodld o
porcfelic and T'11 be proud of mysalf to have belped you aloeag. L' not at
SMALF for a cazecr, I'm here to pub my knowledge into practices ond SALE iu
the best place for me, bocause it compbines all sy areas or iatscest.
Unfortunately, if the eclimace becomos unbearable, then I will have oo
choice but to lock somewnere olse. 1 den't vecsll haviayg latentionally
dong. or cazused any

®ind of Harm fo you Carol,or the contrary, 1've made you save hupdreds or
oven thousands of dollars both by challenging expengive dacisions and by
working at my cuzreot rate, bub unfortunately on your side, the rirst
opportunity that presencs itself, you rake ic and cry o pul cold walor on
whatover ITive dese for you. 1t scoms, you'fe an obstosle to yoursell,
you'ce harming more SALF that hasming m2. T do hope you're going oo find
Lhat "perfect™ persan for your company o 1 Loy Lo wopders 2hout ail the
persons that céme before me and alowly, T <an's nelp pon Lhiank tnan chey
might sot have been as "diabolic” o aluways deproned, nhe proolen 15
elsewhere. I guess, Lhe problem bs that youw vy o focus too much on Che
kind of persen you "wans' instead ol the person deing cthe righo job. -1
Eald you onde I don't have a boyiciend, wWell, [ Zove one now , 000 Whno. 10
my wildest dreams, was never oy Tirst cholos, but whiile doaslisg with him,
to my amazement, he's the perscea [ really need fnomy Lifs, The lesson?
Somobires we try to focus too much On what We eaan and fall te see what wWe
need enders onr pose, and, whon we gei whdal we Sepposadly “wanoed™, LhEn We
find out that we can't deal or live willh the aivosr oF aur wearpning. ..
STEANGC.. . God slways pult in cur way whal we seally aned, o (o THE | Hd R
er inpoer tepdencies always choose Lo GUaT5eE chase cifns, but ralier
scarch for what pleases or flatodrs shose inner Lendensics,and nas o
always oocured, in the silonco of & sloepless night, ouz sou! will oome L
us ond will present to us the méivrar af Teubk on which The

following words are ingreved @ " We nover Kzow the value of thiungs,
unless we loose Chem...™ ¥

May God bloss,
asraieel,

Rooxevell Universsity, Chicage and Scheumburg,
hotp: /fwwe . rocsevel t, wdy

T3~



critical Atechnology
SOLUTIONS

223 N, Cass Avenue, Sulte 308
Weatmont, [llinols 60559
530.455,0522

PERSONAL AND CONFIDENTIAL

May 11, 2006

Save A Life Foundation, Inc.
Ms. Caro! Splzzir

9350 W. Lawrence Avenue
Suite 300,

Schiller Park, Ilinols 60176

Carol,

As per our discussion, T have provided an wenrf-e:.'mf the adlons taken by Qritical Technology Solutions,
Inc. to identify and recover any lost, missing, destroyed or sitered data files from equipment ovwmed by
SALF. Qitical Technology Selifions, Inc. was requested to examine the emvironment on Monday, May 1,
20085, :

Dell Server

A total of 9,378 files, residing in 1025 Tolders, were recovered occupying a total of 3,315,040 Megabytes
of disk space. As identified In the attachments tn this document, the majority of the files were Jost due to
cefetion on April 28, 2006 between the tmes of 1:20 AM. and 3:01 AM, Folawing the e deletion

adﬁdw,ﬂwmﬁemnmmpﬁedmfwﬁﬂmmmﬁm

Sony NAS

Upon examination of the hard disk drive from the Sony NAS appliance no usable data was ocated. The
only intact files or file remnants on the disk were provided by Sony during a partitien restore.
{bnsui‘tat!-unmonﬁmnmmwiﬁmﬂﬂﬂﬂnmw&m‘ﬂmmm
unavailability. Folfowing research with Sony and in acoordance with the operating manual for the NAS,
m‘mmmummmmtmmmmmmmdemmmm
flash memoty. This acbion completely obliterated any data edsting 2t the time of the procedumes
undertaking. In addition, the Sony NAS utilires a proprietary disk operating system and format shuchme
known as FATI2, The nature of this structure nberently makes flle recovery very diffiat at best.

G
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It Is Important to note that follesving the discovery of data koss on April 26th, many technical personnel
attempted to perform recovery procedures on the Dell dngt Sony systems. These actions wera
appropriately matched to the technidan’s skill sets and we apparently carried out In a good faith effort to
provide recovery. With the number of personnel invelved and the amount of tme prior to our
eamination, it s not possible to state with compiete certainty that the file tag Information (dates, times,
et} s accurate. Let me darify that no kess than an exdraondinary effort would be required to mody this
tag Information. However, 1'am Lnabia to speak to any actions taken or not taken prior to the anival of
Critical Technology Sclutions, Inc.

I ook forvand to discussion several praventative raeastres and disastes managament: palicies whidh wil
beneft the Save A Hife Foundations By the years toame,. Please da nok hesitabe to bedephone me iFI<an

Regards,

S A A=
Donald Peters
President

Criticat Techntiogy Solutions, Inc

e e e e e L —

B e I
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Donald Peters

From: Carol Spizziri [cspizziri@salf.org]

Sent: Woednesday, May 17, 2006 8.27 PM

To: Brian Salerno; dpeters@thinkeritical.com
ce: Vince Davis; rbamesi@salf.org

Subject: RE: Thank you!

Importance: High

Dear EBrian and Don - Update - Det.'s here today - AttyG and State Atty (Dick Devine is a
personal friend) - keeping close tabs on progress - Please keep all docs available - they
Will need - need your audits Don asap - could you forward here to Vince or Robert our Acct?

I want to thank you Brian! Robert told me of your generosity -

Det's also stated they feel cenfident we ean retrieve data off SONY and would like for you
Don to contact them to walk you through how.

Learned much from them - EYI - if ever you are faced with anything like happened to us - THEY
WILL COME IN IMMED. AND DO COMPUTER AUDITS AT KO COST! '

THEY WILL ALSO KEEP ALL BOCS AS EVIDRENCE FROM THOSE AUDITS.50 it's better to do nothing -
call police firstlil

Kind of like a 5-1-1 for computer tampering. -

Carol



- Schilter Park Folice FELONY MINUTE SHEET
FORM 101 Grand Jury Subpoena Reguest

Lo BINDER MARGIN {DO NOT WRITE ABCVE THIS LINE}

¢/ ISTANT STATE'S ATTORNEY: (o Staie’s Aftorney Use 14U i 2507
Eimer onth continuance hore. In cases af . p/ -

multipre defendenis [ndicati: which dofondants,

¥ any. did not jaln In the contausnce. Ao

ndicate dates of all dermands for frial; and by

whom cemands wore mada,

COURT:_ District #3, Raolling Meadows

LB HUMBER DEFENDAMNTS AGE DATE OF ARREST CHARGE
Jobhn/Tane Doe Tk 20 ILCS S7160-343)(3)
Computar Tempering

THO TLCS S716G-15(a)1) [dereiey Then
Date ofoffense  S2272006 Time Unk Place Cook County ) , Minois

Tha facts briofly stated are as follows:

The defendant went enline using Tnternet Service Frovider (ISF) Comeast cable services, and accessed the computer netwoek of
Save-A-Life Fowsdelion. The defendant then removed, deleted andfor altered hundreds of conmiputer files eoitical to Save-A-Life’s
cperations, Of those files thal were manipulated, was Save-A-Life’s Chate Bank account #641934526. That account number was used
1o make 3 Autormated Clearing House (ACH) Dicbit to Comeast Cable Company on the above date in the amount of $200.00. This debit
was done without the knowledge or permission of Carol Spizzimi, the president and founder of Save-A-Life,

E
Lep R4y Jiig

Wzg 2005

%

WITNESEES: SPELL QUT FIRST AND LAST NAME; FIRST NAME FIRST
- ALSOFURNISH ADDRESS AND PHONE NUMBER OF EACH WITHESS

Items Weeded: T iher infoi i irncly m address,

phone oumber, statue ot the ascount, date the amount was opened angfor
Clﬂsed for_ the El!bja:‘-‘:. who made +he above listed pavment.

Mmmmwmmu_&m_mmm

Schiller Pavl X1 B0174
ASST. STATE'S ATTY,

DATE

TT 3k

{Do Nat Write In This Space-—For State’s Atly. Use Only)
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Gnrnml'HE&TG

(comcast. o

A29.347-T214 Tol
8593173319 Fax
July 13, 2006
VIA FACSIMILE
Schilter Park Potice Department
Attention: Deteetive William Martin
9526 West Jrving Pork Read
Fehille) Pach, TL €0176
FAX: (347) 671-0089
Re: Subpoena
Cur File #: 1604354

Dear Mr. Martin:

The Subpocna dated June 29, 2006 with respect to the above-referenced matter has been
forwarded to me for a reply. The Subpocna requests Comeast to produce certain subseriber records
pertaining (o the following: Identify person who made a payment from 2 Chaae Bank Accoant #
641934526 on May 21, 2006 in the amount of $200.00.

Beged on the information provided pﬁ}iuantf‘io the Subpoena, the subscriber information
obtained has besn provided bolow:

Subscriber Name: ANDREA SMITH

Address:. 220 8. 14™ Avenne, Apt, |
Meywood, 1L 60153
(This address is the subscriber’s scrviee address)
Telephone i (703) 3692963
Type of Service: Residential High Speed Intemet Service
Start of Service: March 30, 2006
Account Statug: Active _
1P Asgignment: Dynamically Assigned

Account Number: YIUEZ00NINATOTT

E-mall User Ids; spenrsd@comenst.na (Deleted) & wonkied I {@eomeast.nel
Method of Payment:  Statement 10t 1o above addregs
(o eredit card numbers ar bank account numbers on file)

If 1 can be of further assistance, or if you have any questions regordlng this matier, pleess fosl
free to call me at (B56) 317-7214. .

Shatmo Austin, Legal Analyst
Comeast Legal Response Center

e
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CRIMINAL DIVISION ‘_ﬁ%
i)
Annabel Melongo by next friend ) ) n
Linda Shelton ) "%’a% ’%’; {ﬁ
Phinif Perdiowss ) No. 10 HC 00007-01 ?;% e ( A
2, .

V. ¥ . <N C?i @.\
State-ofHimots (ock. Co Qopt Conadions C SR
Befendant- ~Coek @ : Judpe Paul P. Bicbel Jr. 9";-.*% = _‘f.'::i]
Res Favué -EH‘-JI' ) Presiding %,%‘ 2

AMENDED EMERGENCY PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

Defendant, Annabel Melongo, by next friend Linda Shelton, presents this amended
petition as follows:

1. Original petition and all exhibits ard_adnpged as if fully incorporated into this
amended petition.

2. Petitioner is also entitled to a writ of habeas corpus because Judge Brosnahan has
no legal authority or jurisdiction to hold petitioner on an excessive bail, in violation of the
Eighth Amendment, of $300,000 for computer tampering, or to deny petitioner counsel as
guaranteed under the Sixth amendment, for the following two reasons as stated on the
record: 1) because she holds dual passports from Haiti and Cameroon; and 2) because
next friend, as a reporter acting under (he First Amendment right to Freedom of the Press
wrole articles stating that Melongos supporters are soliciting donations for Melongo’s
legal defense. (Exhibit A-C).

3. Penalizing Melongo’s rights under Article 1, Section 9 of the Illinois Constitution
and the Sixth and Eighth Amendnments to the ULS. Constitution for reasonable and not
excessive bail, as interpreted by the United States Supreme Court in Stack v. Boyle, 342

U.S. 1 (1951), as well as suspending her right as an indigent person to have appointed

| _I‘Igg



counsel, as interpreted by the United States Supreme Court in Argersinger v. Hamlin, 407

U.S. 25 (1972), Scott v. Illinois, 440 U.S, 367 (1969), Gideon v. Wainwright, 372 U.S,

335 (1963), as a penalty for Next Friend’s writings as a reporter, is an Illegal Penalty on
the Exercise of Next Friend’s and petitioner’s constitutional rights and is likely a
federal felony crime — Conspiracy to Violate Civil Rights Under Color of Law and

Violation of Civil Rights Under Color of Law: 18 U.S.C §§ 212- 242,

A. § 241, Conspiracy againsi rights
If lwo or more persons conspire to injure, oppress, threaten., or intimidate any person

in any State . ., in the free exercise or enjoyment of any right or privilege secured 1o
him by the Censtilution or laws of the United States. or because of his having so
exercised the same; or, . .

They shall be fined under this title or imprisoned not more than ten years, or both; . . .
or if such acts include kidnapping [which includes unlawfully being jailed] or an
atternpt to kidnap, . . . they shall be fined under this title or imprisoncd for any term of
years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced to death.

§ 242, Deprivation of rights under color of law

Whoever, under color of any law, statute, . . ., willfully subjects any person in any
Stale, . . . to the deprivatton of any rights, . .. sccurcd or protected by the Caonstitution
or laws of the United States, or to different punishments, pains, or penalties. on
account of such person being an alien, or by rcason of his color, or race, than arc
prescribed for the punishment of citizens, shall be fined under this title or imprisoned
not more than one year, or both; . . ..or if such acts include kidnapping [which
includes unlawfully being jailed] or an attempt to kidnap . . . shall be fined under this
title, or imprisened for any term of years or for life, or both, or may be sentenced lo
death, [emphasis added by writer]

The Assistant States Attorney and Judge Brosnahan conspired togeiher by agrecing that
holding dual passports (being an alien) is a reason to impose excessive bail barred by the
Eighth Amendment, and secking donations to help pay for a legal defense should deny a
person the right 1o counsel guaranteed by the Sixth Amendment!

They both have violated their oaths of office kn::nwingll}r and willingly which is an

impeachable offense for a judge and reason for disbarment for an attorney.

2 RL39



WHEREFORE, Petitioncr, by and through her Next Friend, hereby presents this
Amended Petition
Respectfully Submitted,
Do e s —

Linda Shelton, Pro Se
Mext Friend of" Annabel Melongo

Linda Lorinez Shelton, Ph.D., M.D.
9905 5. Kilbourn Ave.

Oak Lawn, 1L 60453

(708) 952-9040

Pro Se Next Friend of Annabel Melongo

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Scction 1-109 of the Code of Civil
Pracedure, the undersigned certifies that the statenicnts set forth in t? instrunient are

true and correct, SR ol il /4\. W
TS i W

Linda Shelton,

Dated: May 7, 2010
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gXaminercom.

CEL R L R U T O S

Melongo denied Constitutional rights, court
retaliates against reporter for crificism

May 6, 9:19 AM - Linda Shelton - Cogk County Government Examiner

Judge Mary Margaret Brosnahan, in the eriminal courts of Cook County, Illineis May 5,

Sz Blinodt Corrupl ion Lo - 2010 continued her unconstitutional, inco mpetent; malicious conduct by selting a
erossly exeessive and unreasonable bail for Annabel Melongo, 2 computer expert being
by peelsstue, copa tighled 2000 held on computer tam pering charges without probable cavuse, She reduced bail from

$500,000 o 300,000 forthis indigent dual citizen from Haiti and Cansercon. This
engures she will not be released from jail prior to her trial 3-6 months from now.

One of Judge Brosnahan's stated reason for this excessive bail is that Aonabel Melonpo
liolds dual passports from Hait and Cameroon and is therefore a flight risk as a potential Megal alien. The States Attorney
claimed that holding dual passports is suspicious and suggests she is an ilegal alien, This is the first time [ ever beard that dual
citizenship {5 a reason to set excessive bail or declare a person a potential illegal alien!

This s cleacly an unconstitutional act by Brosmzhan and proseentorial misconduct. Melonge is clearly not a flight risk as she has
been rebigiously attending the court hearings for three vears while out on a $10,000 personal recognizance bail (I-Bond), Why
‘dnes dunl citizenship suddenly require bail to be raised from $10,000 [-Bond to a § 1/2 million and then $300,000 D-Bond?
{10% or 530,000 must be paid to be released from jail on Bond)

Altorney J. Nicolas Albukerk, representing Melongo, also r@quustcﬂ the court appoint him and pay him to represcnt Mclonge as
Melongo {s indigent due to Ihis prolonged three year legal case that prevents her from obtaining employment as a computer
consultant and IT expert while she's under indictment for computer tampering,

Judee Brosnahan refused to pay him, but is also refusing to allow hin 1o withdraw as an attorney due to lack of being paid. This is
forced slave Tabor by Attorney Albukerk in violation of law. Brosnahan teld Albukerk she was denying an order for the court to
pay far liis services representing the indigent Metongo because this writer has written an article that says Melongo's supporters
areasking citizens to donate money to Melongo's legal defense fund, This fund has of this date collected $0. As of this date
Albukerk has been paid 50 for his services representing Melongo.

Every defendant has a right to the appointment of an attorney and paymant of bis fees by the court if the defendant is indigent.
"Ilicre is no constitutional provision or legal authority that permits ajudge lo deny payment to an appointed attorney because the
defendant has requested persons to donate to a legal defense fund, There is no constitiutional provision or legal authority that
requines an attorney towork for the court for free,

Judse Brosnahan is retaliating against this wriler with an illegal penaly on the exercise of her constitutional rights under the

Freedom of the Press clause of the First Amendment. That illegal penalty is the suspension of Melongo's constitutional rights and
the denial of paynent {o Altorney Albukerk. Of note: Attorney Albukerk has also represented this writer recently.

Al T.T4l
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Judge Brosnahan is suspending Melongo's constitutional rights to an attorncy ina criminal case under the Sixth Amendment in
retalialion for this writer's exercise of her right to Freedom of the Press, Judge Brosnahan has set excessive hail in viglation of the
United States Supreme Court's orders in Stack v. Boyle 342 U.S. 31(1951) which bars excessive bail.

Judge Brosnahan has trashed the constitution intentionally and willingly. She has committed numerous unconstitutional acts
that are grounds for impeachment,

I call for the im nment of Judpe Mary Margaret Brosnahm umerous intentional vneonstitulionnl

rulings in this and several otlier cases that reveal she is unfit to be a jttdge either through arcogance and

ifnorance orthrou gh malicious misconduct. I call for the assistance of any journalists, attorneys, or citizens to defend
Melongo's and niy constitutional rights.

To donate to Melongo's legal defense send a check made out to Albukerk & Associates with a statement "far Melongo legal
defense™ 100

Albukerk & Asseciates, 111 E Wacker Drive, Suite 555, Chicage, 11 60601

You may contact Mr. Albukerk al 773 847-2600 for more information. You may eonlacl this writer at picepil@anl.com.
For more information see:

Melanga's weh aile

Shelton’s detailed article about this case

Shichon's derailed update about this case 5/6/10 - s £

iLL io's ARC report aboul SALF and the timing of this indictment
SALF Exposed

Copyright 200 Examineroont, Al rights Fesorved, This matéria may ot be published, brogdeas,
rierten or redistribened.

Author
fo, Lmda Shelton is an Exammcr from Ch:l:ago. You can see Linda's articles at;

Fxaminer”

http:/fwavw.examiner.com/log/printexaminerarticles.cfm?section=examiners,examiners&bl... 5/7/2010
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eXaminercors.

J ud%es commit treason, cover-up fraud by
suspend Constitutional rights mcludmg

Habeas Corpus

April 21, 4:26 PM - Linda Shelton - Cook County Government Examiner

On Aprij 20,2010, in the Circail Courl of Cook County
eriminal ¢ourt building, right to kabeas corpus,
guaranteed by the Uniled States Constitulion, was
suspended by acting presiding criminal court Judge
Joseph Kazmlerski and Judge Mary Margaret Brosnaban.

‘The constitutional suspension clause bars anyone from
removing theconstitutional right to oblain habeas corpus
relief for unlawful detention. The U.5. Supreme Court
recently reaflinned this right by declaring that even
prisaners at Guantaneme have arvight to a habeas corpus
hearing before a court to determine if they are being
legally detained.

Dr. Linda Shelton oo behalf of the falsely aceused

. 1, : by ial T ih ek pho
Camieroonean and information technology expert, ‘h_r_twl leepse agrerment with iSteekphoto

Annabel Melongo, filed two petitions for a Wril of Habeas
Corpug, Melongo is wrong fully charged with computer mmpermg and eavesdropping.

The United States Constilulion artice T, scetion ¢ specifies thal the "Privilege of the Writ of Habeas Corpus shall not
be suspended, unless when in Cases of Rebellion or Invasion the public Safety may require it.”

The habeas corpus pelitions allege that Melango was wrongfully charged with remole compuler tampering after she was fired
from Safe-A-Life-Foundalion in 2006. The Stale alleges she remotely gained access to SALF computer financial records and
deleted tiem. Internet computer aceess records which record Melongo's computer aclivities reveal that she did not access the
SALF computers. All the evidence is available to the public on Melongo's web site,

Sheltan’s petitions for writ of habeas corpus were not heard. Judge Kazmierski, sitting in as the acting presiding judge in place of
Judge Biebel simply refused to hear them, falsely saying he had no authority. Yet Circuit Court of Cook County rule 15. 2 slates
that the presiding judge hears habeas petitions. Kazmierski said only Judge Brosnahan who is hearing the computer tampering
case bad authority. Shelton went to Brosnahan's courtroom, Brosnahan refused to hear Shelton and kicked her out of the
courtroam stating that only an attorney or the defendant can file an habeas petition. The law states that "a person appearing on
behalf of another” may file for the defendant and appear before Lhe court. Judge Brosnzhan refused to open the statute book and

read the statute, 235 ILCS 5/10, CCCRule 15.2, See ¢ letaited article auoli ng stajites,

Bath judges clearly vidlated the law and violated Melongo's civil rights under the United States Constitution. The United Statés
Supreme Court ruled that any judge who violates the laws or the constitution knowingly, corinits the act of lreason as they are
“committing war on the constitution.” Cooper ». Aaron, 358 U.S. 1,78 S.Ct. 1401 (1958)

The law, 735 ILCS 5/10 also states that judges who violate the law and refuse to act on the Habeas petition are tobe prosecuted by
the Mingis Attorney General ar the States Attorney. The punishment is 2 $1,000 fine to be paid to the defendant, Shelton will
molion Judge Bielel when he returns to hear the habeas petitions and to refer the matter to the proseeuting anthoritics to
prosceute Judges Kaznierski and Brosnahan, However, Judge Biebel has refused to do hisjob in this regard in the past so don't
Liold your breath! When have we last seen the Taws of Tllinois upheld in holding judges accauntable far their detions?

Without evidenee that Melongo accessed the SALF computer files on the date in question, the State has no prabable cause. The
115, Constilwtion Folrth Amendment deelares arrest and prosecution to be uncanstitutional if there is no probable cause, Ju

81 tIq
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Mary Margaret Brosnalan s refusing to hear Melonge's motions to dismiss the case for Jack of probable cause and for the State to
prodies any evidenee (hey may have that links Melongo Lo remolely accessing the SALF compulers.

Melongo was arrested and released on a 310,000 personal recognizance bond three years ago. Her case was withdrawn for lack of
evidence and then she was re-indieted.

SALF whose mission purportedly was to train schoolchildren in first aid, has been under media serutioy by Chicage TV
investigalive reporter Chinek Godie and olhers and is now out of business. They don't seem to be able to account for millions of
dallars of grant money from the Federal government, Chicage Public Schoals, the State of IHinois and other enlities. How
convenient that their financial records appear to be "lost.” See: SALE Expased.

SALF CL0, Carol Spivzired, signed the complaint against Melongo.

Spizzivri claims she was a nurse on her applications for grants. Melongo from Goudie discavered the nursing school had no record
afhecas a sludent or of her graduating. It is frawd Lo lie on applications for government grants. Melonge gave this information to
the FBI in Chicaga, bul there have been no indictmenls.

Spirzirri is a twice convicled shoplifier, She is divoreed from Gordon Pratl, Their deceased daughter previously took out an order
of protection against her from the Wisconsin courts. Splzzirrl lias been deelared by the Wisconsin court systen aflera. court
ordered psychological cvaluation to be a paranoid schizophrenie, pathologieal Yiar and child abuser. She also appears to have been
amastorat mani pulalmnoi' puhlmjaus in order to obtain grant money i r‘tudulr:nt!y, money ghe used to pay hersell S120,000 por
year with a farge expense account. This was documented by education reporter Gerald Rracey just before he died tast ¥ovember
2000. Yet she has not been indicted.

The Attorney General office, which is assisting the Cook County States Attarney in this prosecution knows she doesn't havea
case, but keeping her away from a financial investigation, saves many political lives both in Illinels and Washington. Carol
Spirirrt’s ofrele was made of people like Dick Durbin, Amie Duncan, Emil Jones, Donne Trotter, Jan Schakowsky, Lisa Madigan,
Anita Alvarez, Rita Mullins, the Chief Judge... to name a few. Hw did a 131h grader achieve such a remarkable political and social
ascension to the point, she has hijacked Ilinois clites? Melongo belicves she has those answers.

When Melongo was re-indicted the court with her then altomey present held an arcaignment bearing. Melonga was not informed
aboul this and was at o job interview, However the courd transeript states that Melonge was present,

When Melongo found this out she confronted Pam Tayler e supervisor of the eourt reparter on the phene. She recorded the
eonversation beeause she suspected they mightadmit this adulieration of court records.

Under Illinois eavesdropping laws, it is illegal to record a conversation without the ether party's permission, although Lhis isnota
erime in most states, The one cxeeption te this lawis if the person recording the conversation has a goad faith belief they may be

documenting criminal activily. Mclongo belicved she vwas recording evidence about court transeripts heing adultarated. She
stated this concern publicly on her wich site and posted the recordings and teanseripts of the recordings for the public 1o see.

On April 13, 2010 Melongo was indicted by the Cook County States Allorney for this cavesdropping. Again sinee it is docwmented
Urat she had 2 good faith belief she was recording evidence of a eriminal act, there is no probable cause. The exeeplion to this
eritne of cavesdropping applics,

The States Attorney then filed a motion forviclation of bail and Melongo's bail was on the eavesdropping charge was set by the
judge issuing the arrest warrant at $30,000 and she was arrested and is presently a detainee at the Cook County Jail. She was
being held on a "no bail” order until she appeared before Judge Brosnzhan oa the new charge and the violation of bail complaint.

Melongo was arraigoed before Judge Brosnahan on April 20, 2010 on the ¢lass 4 felony charge of cavesdropplng. Her bail on the
computer tampering charge was increased from $1,000 I-Bond to 2 $500,000 D-bond (10% required to walk). Sheis in shock. It
is impossible for her to make bail. It is unheard of and considered grossly unfaic and unconstitutional to set excessive bail without
evidence of dangerousness, likelihood of flight, or the erime being extremely serious.

Her friends are dismayed and her attorney J. Nicolas Albukerk is stunned. They all believe this is grossly excessive bailin
violation of the constiution. Albukerk plans to ask the court to reconsider motion to reduce bail and allow him to argue the
molion to quash the charges for lack of prabable cause.

These are not crimes of violence: She has no previous ciminal record. She isa legal foreign worker with a visa, 11mnugh it is *

6
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likely that this prolonged legal situation may jeopardize her legal status. The State says she is a “Might risk” and “dangerons™ and
Uherefore bail shouald be high. Where is there any evidence of dangerousness? She has been eomiog to court menthly for three
years. Where is the "flight visk"? The State says that since she has dual passports from Cameroen and Haiti, she must be illegal,
When was dual citizenship declared 5 erfme or proof of being a flight rsk?

Habeas Corpus, the Eighth Amendment right 1o be free ol excessive bail, the Fourth Atnendment right to be free of arrest without
probalile causc, the Fifth and Fourteenth Amendment rights to due process, all appear to have died in Cook Counly Lhis past
week. Mclonge's (ricndsblieve their Constiutianal rights are in grave jeopardy in Tlinois.

Melonge's friends are asking for donations to Melongo's legal defense fund. She has been unable to gain employment for several
years duc to the indicuncnl hanging over her, She has very little assets. Her family is in France (mother-Haitian) and Cameraon
and with modest assels. These donations are not tax deduetible and can be sent to Melongo legal defense fund, J. Nicolas
Mbukerk, 111 East Wacker Drive, Suit 555, Chicago, IL 60601, For more information contarl Albukerk at Albukerk & Associates
773 847-2600,

Melongo is being held at the Coak County Department of Corrections, Division 4. Visiting day is Thursday from g am Lo 8:36 pm,
cater through big white gats 10 guard house just south of 2650 5. California Ave in Chicaze.

The public can write herin English anly a1

Annabel Melangn

inmate 1o, 2010-0414060

PO Rox 08gooz

Chicago, IT. 60608

Usa
You may NOT send her any gifts, but you can send her no more than 3 Soft cover books, magazines, and newspa pers per mailing.
She must buy stamps, paper, civelopes, underwear, socks, supplemiental food from the fail commissary. If you wantto dopate her
money send a money order to herin the fail, or donate to her legal defense fund,
Formore informalion see:

Shelton's detailed article about this casy

Chntek Gondic's ABC report about SALF and the timing of this indielment

ALY Exposed

Copueight 2a10 Examinercont, Al rights reserued, This soterial may ol be published, broodruss,
roLrEten ap redisrributed.

T4S
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Author
E%T’ﬁ Linda Shelton is an Examniner from Chicago. You can see Linda's articles at:
At higsd fvewe Bxaminer.com x-24 257-Cook-Countv-Government-Iocamingr”

o T I46
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examinercorm.

J AV E Eaveie

Alvarez & Madigan target IT specialist to cover-
up massive fraud - $500,000 bail for
eavesdropping

April 26, 12:31 PM + Linda Shelton - Cook County Government Examiner
POSTED [N CRSCINNATE TEADDY, Sharcd by pestnission of creathie eeenman e s e

SALT whistleblower jailed on # avesdropping” charge; $500,000 bond?
Posted by The Dean of Cineinnati

As Beacon readers may recall, in 2007 I was named as a defendant in a lawsuit filed by
the Chicago-area Save-A-Life Foundation, a “shady nonprofit” according to this
Democratic Party press release. Apparently SALT targeted me because the Beacon had
been asking queslions about their organization and its founder/president, Carol J.
Spizzirri. My co-defendants included ABC-TV and Emmy-winning investigative
reporter Chuck Goudie, who did four hard-hitting exposes that raised serious
questions about the organization’s claims-and its finances.

As reported by CityBeat, last July SALF dropped their specious case and a few months
later the organization went belly up, Defunct or not, SALI”s at the center of another
Illinois Iegai squall, but this one’s geing c-{gajred outin Cook County Criminal Court. A
website called [llinois Corruption is tracking the case:

Annabel Melongo is a computer professional, born in Cameroon, who has
lived and worked in the Chicago area since 2003. From December - April,
20006, she worked for the Save-A-Life Foundation (SALF), a nonprofit whose
charter was to teach first aid to children in public schools.

Founded in 1993, SALF was a member organization of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency and over the years received close to $9 million in federal
and state funding. Since November 2006, SALF has been the subject of about
a dozen news reports around the country that raise serious concerns about
the organization’s claims, activities, and finances.

In October zoo6, Annabel was charged with destroying SALF’s files, amo
them financial records. Those charges were cntirely based on claims made by
SALF’s founder/president Carol J. Spizzirri of Grayslake, IL. According to
multiple news repoxts, Spizzirri has a history of serious fahrieatinns,
ﬁldﬂ&ng the false claim that she is a Registered Nurse; that she worked as a
renal transplant nurse in a Milwaukee hospital; and that she earned a BSN
degree from a Wisconsin eoﬂe{%e whose name she miss‘ﬁfelled on her CV.
According to a recent sworn atfidavit, in 1985 a Milwaukee court-ordered
psychologist, Dr. Burton 8. Silberglitt, diagnosed Spizzirri as “paranoid
schizophreme.” :

A column last gctober by the late Gerald Bracey reported that Ms, Spizzirriis also a
convicted shoplifier.

For a look at Spizzirri in action, here’s a elip of her freaking out and exiting mid-
interview with ABC’s Chuck Goudie after he questioned her about ¢laims on which

she'd built her organization:
@) TIT W
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From the same broadcast:

According to state officials, the now-defunct Wisconsin college where
Spizzirri claims to bave received a nursing degree never awarded her a
degree of any kind, and government records show she has never been
registered as a nurse in either Wisconsin, as she told the I-Team she was, or
in Illinois...Officials at the Milwaukee hospital where she claims to have been
a transplant nurse say she had a paid job for a couple of years, as a patient
care assistant akin to a candy striper.

Phote from Cincinnati Beacon with permizsion

Despite these contradictions, IL Attorney General Lisa Madigan & Cook County State’s
Attorney Anita Alvarez (pictured above) launched the ¢riminal case against Melongo

based on Spizzirri’s claims and have béen pursuing it vigorously ever since,
Representing herself in the case (she recently secured counsel), Melongo has I:L"I'%

ion=examiners,examinersé&bl... 5/7/2010
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challenged them every step of the way.

On her website, Melongo claims she’s being railroaded and that her prosecutionisa
set-up designed “to cover-up SALF’s longstanding relationships with powerful
political cronies and funders.”

Some of the officials with ties to SALF include - click the names for documents - IL
Attorney General Lisa Madigan (whose office awarded a $25,000 contract to SALF,
but now can’t produce any supporting records); her father Mike Madigan (the
powerful 1L Speaker of the House); US Senator Dick Durbin; Secretary of Education
Arne Duncan; retired IL Senate president Emil Jones Jr. (Barack Obama’s political
mentor); Congresswoman Jan Schakowsky; Congressmen John Shimkus, Mark Kirk,
Tim Johnson, and others. Click here for a Flickr photostream showing Carol Spizzirri
hpi.n}ubbin%ﬂth political high-rollers like Senator John McCain, Rudi Giuliani,
visiting the White House, ete.

In October the Chicago Tribune reported that over the years at least $8.6 million of
public money was awarded to SALF, Questions have been asked about how the money
was spent, but so far no public officials have called for an investigation. Instead, the
State of Illinois seems to have made going after Melongo their prioxity.

Last week the writ hit the fan, Prosecutors tacked-on an “eavesdropping” felony
charge because Melongo had uploaded recordings of a couple phone canversations on
her website. Judge Mary Margaret Brosnahan then ordered Melongo to be jailed and
set bail at $500,000. For over a week, Melongo (who says she has very little money)
has been living in a cell in one of the country’s.toughest jails. Courtesy of Judge
Brosnahan, presumably that’s where she’ll stay until she comes up with 50 grand.
These are not violent crimes and according to this blog written by a supporter,
Melongo has no prior criminal record. Melongo’s attorney Nick Alburkerk told the
Beacon, “I do think that bail for Ms. Melongo 1s excessive and I will be filing a motion
to reconsider the amount of her bail.”

Interestingly, computers and files around Carol Spizzirri seem to have a way of going
missing. In addition to her claims that SALFs office computer files were destroyed by
Melongo, last summer Spizzirri claimed her hiome computer was stolen by an ex-
husband who divorced Spizzirri 30 years ago and lives in another state. The home
computer theft accusation was just one of a string of outlandish allegations ina
protective order she filed afamst the ex last year, That case was dispensed by a Lake

County judpe who listended to Spizzirri for just a few minutes, then swiftly dismissed
lher case.
For more informabion see:

Dinily Hos

Examiner.com - Cook Counly Government Examiner

Next court date for Ms. Annabel Melongo is on 5/5/1¢ in rm 303 before Judge Mury Margaret Brosnahan at 26th and
California eriminal courthouse, Chicago.

Dr. Shelton will try again to present, on behalf of Melongo, the petition for writ of habeas corpus to presiding eriminal court judge
Bichel this week, maybe tomorrow. after 10:00 .. in room 101 criminal courthogse at 26th and California. She will ask the
judge to appoint Attorney J. Nicolas Albukerk to represent Melongo on the habeas petition, a3 Melongo has run out of money,

Donations for Melongo's legal defense made out to "Albukerk & Associates™ with o notation "For Melonge lezal defense™ arc accepted

c,é II—“H

Melongo legal defense fund
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0 Albukerk & Associates
111 East Wacker Drive, Suite 555
Chicago, IL 6odot

Copyright 2010 Examinersan, Al rights resérood, This sraterfal riay not be pablished, broadeast,
rewrithes af redixtribted.

Authoy
Eﬁlg Linda Shelton is an Examiner from Chicage. You ean see Linda's articles at:
© 0 "http:/fvew Examiner.com/x-24257-Cook-Countv-Government-Examiner”
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CRIMINAL DIVISION

Annabel Melongo by next friend
Linda Shelton
Plaintiff
£ ""
State of Ilinois
Defendant

No. 10 HC 00007-01

Judge Paul P. Bicbel Jr.
Presiding

St St St ot S M N

NOTICE OF SERVICE AND FILING

Ta:  ASA Courtroom 101
2600 California Avenue
Chicago, IL 60608

On May 7, 2010 at 10:00 a.m. or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, I shall
appear before the Judge Bicbel or any Judge sitting in his stead, in courtroom 101, usually
occupied by him, located at 2600 S. California Ave, Chicago, Illincis and present attached
Amended Petition. .

I, Linda L. Shelton certify that I served this notice and attached Motion by hand delivery
to the above named on the 7th day of May, 2010, and filed it with the Clerk of the Cireuit Court
of Cook County at 2600 S. California Ave, Chicago, lllinois.

Under penalties as provided by law pursvant to 735 ILCS 5/109-1 I certify that the
statements set forth herein are true and corre€l.

May 7. 2010 ~  LindaL. Shelton

Linda Lorincz Shelton, Ph.D., M.D.
9905 8. Kilbourn

Quk Lawn, IL 60453

708 952-9040 or cell 708 952-0040
Next Friend of Annabel Melfongo Pro Se



Emergency Petition for Writ of lHabeas Corpus £.€L0 q,aa;:{égﬂ p

T INTHE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS ~ APR 20 2010
' o DOROTEY ERCWN
AnnabelMelongo P, wan? {r2ug : GLE{?{E OF CIRGUIT GOURT
Vol Liaeroa Pelitioner N ey g
B RARRRE i ¢.owo. ) U H_Q_c;i‘f{,é O

' 5 . - .
!I‘-:.:.-- . 'i..A'_,--uL\n '!'.'1'1 'I TR B BT e e 1.

State of Nlingis

3

et

Respondent R S
EMERGENCY PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

The Petitioner respectfully represents ta this Honurable Court that sihe is in the custudy nf Cook Counly Department
of Cotrections/Shenift - Cook Counly Couns

s Arresting Agency, and the cause of the areest and detention is a supposed
warrant issced by Cook County Clourts

‘The Petitioner lurther represents (hat sthe s entitled under the faw to hesring on

Habeas Corpus to test the legal-
ity of said arrest and detention. In su ppavt of the request for o hearing, the Petitioner clai

ms as follows:

There is no probable cause for cavesdropping charae s she cleurly documented in attached cvidence taken from her
web site that she is using the exception 10 the charoe of cavesdropping - she believes she recorded o phone _
conversation for the purpose of documenting ¢riminal conduet of another person and only for thal reison, See attached,

Wherefore, the Petitioner requests that 5 Writ of 1abeas Corpus issue divected ta the Respendent, so that the said
Petitioner may be forthwith brought hefore this Honorable Court and that upon the retuen of the Weil a day be lixed for s
hearing to the end that the legality of said arrest and detention may be inguired into and deteemined,

/ ' o ol
e ; I S )
I L I PR S L S e tgamsany

Petitioner, :ttizrlltgwl1er persotion behall of Pelitioner

Linda Shelton having examined the attached evidence lo her best knowledge nid beliel . heing
hirst duly sworn on eath deposes and says that sthe has read the foresoing pelition sivued by heribim and that sfhe knows
the contents thereol and said Is true in yubstance and in fact,

.

Nl e )
P (LR e v
Signed and sworn to hefore ;"1 = T e
?: “OFFICIAL SEAL E' =
2  VICTORIAESPARZA 2 Notary Public ‘
¥ Matary Public, S'ta'te[:] of qulgu‘é% y 2
Tmyc mission Expires Dec. 28, clie & &
FILUAT Ui Ay ORDER

Lt the Writ af Habeas Corpus issue returnable hefore me

on

Atty, Mo,: oo

Altorney lor:  Mew Friosd of Anmabel Mk

Name:: o lomie s, D, M0 Presiding Judae Mulre's Mo,
Address: 085 Kilbowen Ave

Cily/State/Zips [ Lo, s §0358

Telephane; 1704952402

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINCHIS

TZSZ
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Chicago Courthouse

The Crarges [ 1|
Thmeline Withi ABC Repait Alar e case iras
L LTl dismissed in Rolling
Rolling Meadgws, Colrt: teadows, Annabel was

indicled January 1710,

2807 in Chicago with two
counts of computer

-tampering. The court

" transcript is avallable

here. The first day in
gourt, the state offered her
a deal through her puablic
defender. She lrned the
deal down. When she
refused to take the deal,
her public defender
became disinterested and
the case stalled. She
decided to hire a private
lavsyar. In April 2008, this
new lawyer told the judge,
then Judge Scheier, that
the second count of the
indictment didn't warrant a
felony under Minois' law.
Judge Schreier agreed
and asked the state lo re-
indicl. Thus the second
indictmant in May, 2005
and its transcript .
‘Strangely though, instead
of correcting the
indictment's count to
reflect a feleny, the state
used the opporiunily to
rewse all the slatemeants,
falee and inconsistant. that
were made in the first

.t 59?

hutp://www.illinoiscorruption.net/chicago.himl 472012010
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through the lilinois Justice
Systern. It was also
revealed that day that
Robert Podlasek is
actually a financial
prosecutor, What an
ireny ! A financial
prosecular assignad to a
computer tampering case.
when his expertise should
be used to prosecule
Caral J. Spizzirrilll And
what about Mary M.
Brosnahan? Nothing
alarming about her on the
internet. The only thing
transpiring is that, she's a
good Democrat and
donates frequently.

Tired by the events of

_the day, Annabel tock a

bus to get to the train

- station, That's when she
- was {irst contacted by a

dramatic crealure: a
creature that might well
have existed in the
Frecambrian Era and wha,
by some strange natural
faclors, made it through
the Madern Era, But
before introducing you to
this fiving, yet
undiscovered and 'rare
specimen’ known as Ms.
Pamela Taylor, a little
background would be
helpful in understanding
why she contacted
Annabel:

o Tofile her
‘Motice OF
Removal' to
Federal Court,
Annabel
gatherad all
the information
and statutes
needed to stard
he removal,

o She fearned

that a removal — ﬂ
rr

472012010
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ought to he
liled 30 days
affer
arraignment or
before the start
of the trial.
Knowing that
she has naver
baen arraigned
in the
superceding
indictment. she
called her
friend and
discussed this
on the phone.
Her friend
asked her i
go pronto 1o
court and get
the cedified
clerk and
dockat files
and to order
{the 0G6/18/08%
transcript, The
next day, she
weant i the
courthouse
and did exactly
that. She got a
cerdified clerk
fite . a certified
docket file and
ardered the
transcrigt, The
¢lerk and the
docket files
confirmed the
fact that she
was NEVER
arraigned.
She anxiously
awailed the
ranscript and
surely enough,
or Dacamber
1st, 2009, she
get 3 call from
the court
reporter
informing her
that the
lranscript was

Page 13 of26
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ready 1o be
picked up. The
transeript of
that voicemail
can alsa be
viswed here.
December 4th,
2009: Annabel
rushed to the
courthouse Lo
pick up the
transcriph; o
her surprise,
the franscript
contained an
arraignment
she wasn't
aware of, At
firsl. she
believed, her
former aitorney
arraigned her
wilthaut her
being
present.opinion
reflected in her
"MNotica Of
Removal', but
she Iater
realized, the
arraignimant
was made up.
The transcript
was re-created
to reflect an
avent that
MEVER
happenad. The
transcript was
not only
aontradicling
the other
certified
records, but it
was m
contradiction
with itself,
Decembear Sth,
2009 Annabel
<alied Ms.
i.aurel
Laudier, the
courl reporter,
and lafi a

Page 14 of 26
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message
telling her she
balieved the
transcript to be
a forgery. She
also told Ms.
Laudien that
she will file a
complairt
against her
and lake her to
court for
having falsified
the transcript.

e December Gth,
2008: Ms.
Laurel Laudien
returned the
phone call and
statec! that
Annabel was in
court that day
since she
couldn’t be
arraigned
without being
present. When
Annabel asked
aboul the
coniradiction
with the other
court records,
she hanged up
not before
Annabel re-
affirmed her
intent to file a
complaint
against her.

o Note: Due to
Annabel's
accent, all her
phone
conversations
with s,
Pamela Taylor
Bz
corresponding
transcripts. We
recommend
yad read the
transceipt while
listening to lhe

conversations. I, : S 7
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The [llinois
Eavesdropping
Law vrovides
an exemplion
at Sec. 14-3(1)
which was the
basis used by
Annapel o
lape the
conversations.
This exemption
is further
explained by
Jim Ryan, the
former lllinois
Attornay
General, in this
document.
Then came ...
s, Pamela
Taylar. Gn
December
10th, 2009,
while riding the
bus. Annabel
received a
phane call from
fer. Without
letting Annabal
speaks. she re-
hashed Ms,
Laudisn
answers and
ferced Annabel
to believe
those facls to
be the TRUTH.
Annabal
hanged up.
Some minutes
later, Ms
Pamela Taylor
called back
with precise
instructions on
how Annabel
oughtto
hanete the
situation, The
wanscrbed
version of her
vaicemail can
be viswed

here

Page 16 of 26
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o Havirg had

one of her
crucial
transcript
changed
befare. this
time, Annabel
decided to
handle the
situation
differently. She
went to her
house, gota
voice recorder
and called
back Ms.
Famela Taylar.
Her plan was
to play the
naive and
ignorant
immigrant whao
diddmt know
about
Amearican
Laws. In doing
this, sha
played a
rEVerse
psychology on
Ms. Taylor,
She said to
karself, if Ms,
Taylor give hey
misleading
answers, then
Ms. Taylor had
something to
hide,
othenvise, the
fault might be
on s,
Laudien. We
will NOT tell
you our
opinions of the
conversation,
make your own
opinions. Here
is lhe
conversation
and the

accompanying r q
iranscript I

4/20/2010
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o Smelling blood

in tha water,
Annabel
wanted to get
te the SOUL of
As. Taylor,
Decembear
15th, 2009,
Ms, Taylor next
businass day,
Annabel called
again
Unfortunately,
that day either
she didn't have
time for a
lenghty
conversation
OR shewas
afraid o be
caught off
quard,
Mavertheless,
they
exchanged the
following words
and the phone
conversation
was costponed
for the next
day. The
transcript of
the
comnversalion
can be viewed
nere,

n December

16th, 2009:
Here's the
phone
comversation
and ils
ranscript
Though we
can't comment
an the
conversation.
neverthelass,
consciously
falsifying court
transcripts is
not only g
fetony but il's

the HIGHEST n6 a

4/20/2010
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TREASON a
caourt official
can perform.
The FEI
actually
invesligates
such
situations. The
last lime it
happenad in
Cook County, it
was called
Operation
Grevlord. The
biggest story
bahind these
falsified
transcripls is
that, the very
persons that
are supposed
o uphold the
Law, Lisa
Madigan and
Anita Alvarez,
waon'l hesitate
to transgress
the same Law
to win bogus
cases that
persenally
benefit them. A
lack of 2n
arraignment is
ground o
TERMINATE
Annabel's
case. There
are only three
oersons in the
entire world
who had a
vesled interest
in that
transcript. Lisa
Madigan, Anita
Alvarez and
Annabel
mMelongo
Singa the
franscripl was
changed

against
Annabel's Ix b {

http/fwww.illinoiscorruplion.net/chicago.html 4/20/2010
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interest. then
the ONLY
parsons who
might have
ordered such a
despicable act,
using Ms.
Taylor and
Laudien as
pawns, are
Lisa Madigan
OR Anita
Alvarez.
There's no
word
imaginable to
describe such
an abuse of
power and the
hypocrisy
surrounding il
Because

there's na such

ward, lel's just
lend a word
creaied by one
af our friends
and let's call
the present
situation, a
Wowie-
Kazowia.

A complaint
will be filed at
the FBI office

-

and subpoenas

will be issued
to qet the courl
reporter's
notes and the
audio of the
hearing. Next
court date is
January 12th,
010

January 12th, 2010:
Annabel filed a maotion to
withdraw the motion to
dismiss and hled an
amended molian to
dismiss, Pamela Taylor
was alsa present in court
in response o this

Page 20 of 26
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Hello, uh... this is Laurel Laudien official court reporter. I'm calling regarding the case that you
ordered. Uh...Annakel Melongo, the date of 06/18/08 is ready and the amount is 13 dollars and 75
cents. If you can come to the fourth floor at 26" and California and pick it up, it will be filed under
your name. And my name is Laueel l-a-u-r-e-l. [ast name is Laudien l-a-u-d as in david-i-e-n. The

telephone number is 773-869-6065. Thank you.

(e | 105[ Vo ikﬂﬂma.,\g

2363



Hello, Ms. Melongo this Pam ‘Taylor from the court reporter office, the person that you hanged up
from. So I will say this: You will have to present your papers stating that you weren't there and we have
the transeript stating that you were there. You have to take that up before the judge. You have what you
have, we have what we have. But, do not contacl the court reporter again, in fact, do not contact anyone
from the court reporter office. The only person you have to speak to regarding June 18¥ of 08 is myself.
My name is Pam Taylor and [ can be reached at 773-869-6065. It's approximately [0 min. after 12, [
will be at this number until approximately 4 o'clock today. [ will be off a couple days and 1 will be back
onthe 15 of December, T am the only one you are (o speak aboul this but quite frankly, there's nothing
¢lse to say. I told you what our office has and you told me what you have. And now it needs to go
before a judge. So please, do not contact Ms, Laudin, do not talk to any of my clerical stafl about this
particular date. And again, | can be reached at 773-869-6065. Before 4 O'clock today or December 5%

Bye. .

Mo 10,04 votemesd

Txlf
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Conversation Pamiela - Annabel

Receptionist: What do you want?
Annabel: Uh, may I talk to Pamela Teller? tell her this is Annabel.
Receptionist: Uh, you want Ms. Teller?

Annabel: yes.
Receptionist: Ok, just a moment, please.

Pamela: Pam Teller. may I help you?

Annabel: Hey Pam this is Annabel and I'm so sorry for being lixc emotional the first time you call. Can
we just do it this time in a eivilized way? You tell me the version of your story and then...

Parnela; | think I came across my computer Ms. Laudien brought it to my attention and what happened
is that, she told me that, uh when you request transeript from her from that day you were confused but

YOl 58Y....
Annabel: Pam, Pam...

Pamela: ... and evidently she had you speaking and when T looked on the clerk computer, [ did sce
where they say that, uh you were not present but that was in the lirst courtroom...

Annabel: Pam, Pam... that's why I don't want... if you start again that way, I hang up. So [ came to talk
like civilized persons but if vou cut my words, | swear to you I'm going to hang up and please don't call

me anymore.

Pamela: Unh?

Annabel: So. First [ want to know what is your relationship to Laudien, are you her manager or
supervisor or what?

Pamela: Yes, | am. I'm assistant administrator.

Annabel: Ok. So tell me now why.... what you Iried to tell me when you called before: because I
hanged up and I'm sorry for that. Tell me now what happened?

Pamela: What happened. according to the clerk computer and according to Ms. Laudien's notes, the
case O3CR10502 was uh, on the acraignment call, That's a call that's at 9 O'clock in the morning, It's a
massive court...a very much courtroom and they call cases like every second: and if you don't answer it
immediately, the court will say, you're not present. But what they do state in open court is where the
case has been transferred to. The case... your ease was called and 1 guess you didn't answer so the clerk
of that court room reassigned the call saying defendant not present. Bul the case was transferred to
Judpe Schreier in that same building on that same date, Now the transcript that you got is from the

court reporter that was in Judge Schreicr's courtroont.
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Annabel: Ok, now can 1 tell you my version of the story. now?
Pamela; Sure.

Annabel: Ok. in the clerk file that | have, there arc two cases like you say. One before Paul Bicbel and
the only thing it says is case assigned Paul Biebel and then the casc is sent to Judge Schrei... To Judge...

Pamela: Schreier.
Annabel: No. it's not Judge Schreier. It's Judge Flood.
Pamela: Flood, right.

Annabel: Ok,

Pamela: Ok, uh...

Annabel: and...

Pamela: and that's in the same courtroom
Annabel: uh, Pam? Pleasc....

Pamela: Oh, ok. I'm sorry, go ahead.

Annabel: and then in front of Judge Flood, they say ‘Defendant Not In Court’. 'Defendant Not In Court!
is not in front of Paul Bickel, it's in front of, uh Judge Flood, defendant....

Pamela: Correct.

Annabel: It's in front of Judge Flood. 'Defendant Not In Court,

Pamela: Correct.

Annabel: and the second. the other thing [ have, that day | had @ job, uh. intervicw at 10 am and [ can
show you the documents. [ also have an email that T sent from my house. that day June 185 at 11.55 am
and | call, ub, AT&T and 1 actually asked them, is it a way that you see an email sent from my
cellphone June 18" at 11.55. they say no and they also say. there’s actually been quite a time since |
even sent ant email from my cellphone, So the only case that, that email was sent, is if [ was at my
house; and there's no way since Laudien's rranscript say [ was... the. the arraignment took place around
11 am, there's no way | could have been in Californiaat 11 am and sent tha email from my house at
11.55. 1 live in Des Plaines and it takes me two hours [o get to my house from the courthouse because I
take public transportation. So. there's Kind of inconsistency. The clerk file. the docket, my, uh, uh. my
papers and all the, the things | have prove that [ was not in court that day. The only thing that is
inconsistent is the transeript. And in my former file, in my former case, the 07CR..., the onc that this
case superseded. all the three files arc consistent, The docket. the eferk and the transeript. They all say.
an arraignment took place that day. But for the O8CR10502, the docket doesn'l mention an
arraignment, the clerk file doesn’t mention an arraignment. | have documents to prove that | was uh, not
in the court that date, the only thing that is inconsistent is the transcript. So, please just tell me?
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Pamcla: Just tell you what?
Annabel: Tell me why is it, the only thing that's inconsistent is the transcript?
Pamela: Well, I'm, 'm listening lo exactly what you're saying. and again, my suggestion is that, uh, if

you have , uh, problems with the transcript, then you need to motion your case up before the judge
and... (cough)...show him all the documentation that you have, and he will make that decision; but |

have to stay by my court reporter who, uh, number one has this transcript and number two notes it's
arraigned because you were arraigned that day, Mo defendant is arraigned and there's not present. You

have to be present to be arraigned.

Annabel: Ok, talk. talking about the arraignment, [ also call... [ also email the lawyer and T have that
email, You know what my lawver said? He said, | didn't need to be in court to be arraigned. | have that

email and 1 can show it to you il you want to.

Pamela: Oh, you need to show that to the judge, because, [ don't think at law, they wouldn't have, have
to have stated... that's not the law in Tlinois. Show the judge that email, I'm surc he would be very
angry. you know. want to sec a lawyer saying that you don't need (o be present lo be arraigned.

Annabel: What. what judge do [ have to show the email? Because [ actually changed the judge, uh it's
because I'm not under judge Flood anymore.

Pamela: What Judge are you with?
Annabel: Uh, Bros...Brosnahan. Mary M, Brasnahan.
Pamela: Brosnahan?

Annabel; Flmm.

Pamela: Ok. well vou know what. In the date, on top of that. whatever in your file, all of those papers
and in everything be there, she will still be able to make uh, uk, an intellizent decision about that.

Annabel: Uh. [ also have a question. Is it? You don't have audio versions of those transcripts?

Pamela: 1 don't have what? Version?

Annabel: Audio. The audio. So that you can listen to it, what was actually said in court,

Pamela: Oh no, we don't keep that. That's, that's...uh, that's, that's the personal property of the court
reparler. That's not. uh. uh, that our product, [t's almost like if you were [o use, uh, a pen or pencil, Uh,

it that's. it's simply to say no,..(inaudible)...But sometimes we do court sheets. that's our produet.
Mothing that we have, you know. give to pecople. That's our product.

Annabel: So you have the audio version but you can't...

Pamela: Oh, oh, | have not. Some court reporiers do and some court reporters don'l.
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Annabel: And do you know if she has that file?
Pamela: WNo, no, I'm not sure.
Annabel: Uh?

Pamela: I'm not sure, [ would have uh, .... {cough)...cxcuse me I'm getting cold. There's like 50
reporters here and | can't tell you. who makes what,

Annabel: But I think....

Pamcla; [ mean, | can ask her but... uh, uh, if she does, then that would prove definitely whether you
were there or not if you're in the aundio,

Annabel: Ok, and that's why [ say, is it a way, because if vou call to talk about this case, at least you
have to have all the de... details of the case. So | want to know, do you know if there's an audio version
of that transcript available?

Pamela: Oh, there's no such thing. An audie version transeript. No. there's no such thing. You were just
wondering it there were some sort of audio. That was taken...

Annabel; Yes,

Pamela: Uh,..th at the time. | would like to ask. But let me tell you this, uh, let me ask you this, I'm
sorry. I said that wrong. What if there's uh, before | ask her if she does have it and you're on there, then
what?

Annabel: Then...then everything is fine. But [ want to have the audio version,
Pamela: But that's what you could not have the audio version. Like what 1've said 1 think that what you
need to de... the thing to do you don't hang over uh....ub...ub...the file what you do is that you have to

motion il before the court and the.., everything is presented before the court. That's how it has to be
done. Uh... the court....the only thing she can give to you is what you have already, is the transcript...

Annabel: so....

Pamela: Butanything elsc, she doesn't have to hand over to you but as [ said, | think that this will best
be before judge Brosnahan, Where you can present (o judee Brosnahan where, what you have and then
the court reporter in turn can present what she has and then judge Brosnahan will make that decision.

Annabel: Ok, Uh....uh Pam, please liclp me here, yvou know I'm not an American so 1 really don’t know
how those things po. Can I subpoena that information from the court reporter office?

Pamela: What you can uh....uh.. what you can da is you can go back'to the elerk’s office and they can
motion and they'll show you papers to {ill out to mation up the case.

Annabel: To motion what case? [, I, | don't wanl to motion a casc....

Pamela: Judge Brosnohan so that you can let her Kaow that uh, you have this ranseript that says you
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were there and it isn't and that's the proof you have and uh...uh... and that the transcript is wrong; and
she then, she in turn would probably ask the court reporter what other things do you have besides...
hecause reporter oftice on the court....

Annabel; So. |, L.

]
Pamela: Another thing you have saying that this woman was there and she'll make the decision from
there,

Annabel: You know. what should | have to go to the judge? 1 think this something... a meeting I've
attended, don't you think I have any right to that informaticn if the information that was given to me is

kind of questionable? Do you think I have the right....

Pamela: No, the reason why | can't give this to you is because this is what I'm saying...you are the
defendant, she is the court reporter and the relationship that you have , or even if you were a..a lawyer.
The only relationship you have with the court reporter is to order a transcript and you have already
done that but because you feel that the transcript is not correet, then you have to present that to a judge.
That's how that works, There's no uh..uh..uh....

Annabel: No subpoena?

Pamela: No court reporter giving you her notes, showing you her notes or showing you her audio or
you.. or the court reporter looking at your papers. [tdaesn't work that way. Tt has to go before an
independent arbitrator who is the judge.

Annabel: Uh... another question? Like L...first before [ go to the judge, T first need all the evidence so I
would need to know did somebody, gave us... because what [ want to subpoena, | want to subpouna the
audio version if it exists and I also want to subpoena the transeript itself in its original form and give it
to another court reporter to translate it, Can [ do that?

Pamela: You can subpoena anyone vou want. But again when you subpoena people you still have to
subpocena them before the court and you have to have a court date or date that subpoena and which is
why T say you have to motion the case up before the courl. You. you got the clerk file office and say [
want to motion my case up [o go before judge Brosnahan and | guess you'll pick a date or something
but 1 really don't know that works in the clerk office. Man there will put your case on judge Brosnahan
call for that day. You then in twrn, il you want (o, you ¢an subpoena anyone you wanl and to have them
cone to court on that particular day but you, but again, I'm. I'm...you know.., we're just the court
reporter office, we're going through transcripts. That's it

Annabel: So you can only bring the transcript (e court even if subpocnaed?

Pamela: 1f you subpoena her to court to bring the transcript she will do that.

Annabel: But she can not bring the audio, she can not bring the originals?

Pamela: She has to bring the original transcripts that ub....uh because you have the ranscripts....

Annabel: No. I'm not talking about the transcripts....
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Pamela: It's already right there....

Annabel: Fm not talking about the transeripts T already have. I'm talking about the transeript... you
know when she... they're wriling on some kind of a ...a roll paper and [ want to have thal paper and give
it to an independent court reporter that is not even a cook county court reporter, And see....

Pamela: But first of all, we're not allowed to uh...uh | can't have someone uh...if it's 2 court reporter
who is not a cock county court reporter take her noles into a transcript. That's just...that's not dene. We
don't uh...uh let her notes stay here in cook county. If you want an independent person to uh...look at
her notes then, again like I said uh...uh....Ms. Mclongo this thing has to go before a judge and the judge
has to decide whether this is the way it has to po. The judee has to make those decisions. That's why [
said you need to motion your case up before the judse and let them know what is going on and then the
Judpe probably will guide you because it sounds like you're Pro Sc as to what to do.

Annabel: No is no that... but [ already know what to do but the only thing | wonder is why is it the
things I want can't be subpoenacd? That's the thing [ wonder about....

Pamela: I'm sorry can you repeat that?

Annabel: [ say the things... the only thing L...I all...1 alrcady know what to do. I don't need to you to
give me some legal advice. R

Pamela: Ok. |

Annabel; What 1 need.., what [ wonder is, about that, the things I want ] can not subpoena them?
Because... [ want the original audio file. the original roller that the court reporter is using but you told

me....

Pamela: You want the originals...cause you're breaking up... you say you wanl to originals what court
reporter?

Annabel: [ say | want the origin...you know when they are in the court they some kind of paper and
they put it in the machine and then they type on that paper?

Pamela: Ok. Again maybe between the language barrier and vh... and maybe misunderstanding... let
me...let's me start from the beginning,.

Annabel; Ok.

Pamela: This is the court reporter office and the only thing, the only obligation we have as court
reporlers is if you order a transeript from us, we're obligated to transeribe that transcript, We have
already completed our obligations. There's nothing ¢lse we're obligated to do. The only thing we will
have to be obligated to do is if we ot a court order and a judge... a court order staling that we have to
do X. Y and Z or whatever but...the transaction between this office and you has been completed and
there's nothing else withoul a court order that we can or will do.

Annabel: So [ say { inaudible ) .... | say the subpoena is a court order. right?

Pamela: I'm sorry say that again?
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Annabel: A subpoena is a courl order, right?

Pantela: | can under... | probably didn't understand that. [ hear plus., {inaudible)... and right but |
didn'l...
Annabel: | say a subpoenal. when you subpocna someone... is...a court....

Pamela: You can subpoena anyone you want to and you can,.. you can do whatever that you can do...
but you know... but like [ said our office has done what we're supposed.... we're obligated to do and if
you want to stbpoena people to courl. you have that right to de that

Annabel: Ok, Pam, uh, let's go over this...uh....if there's any agreement because | don't want to harm
Laudien because tampering with records is kind of' a felony and the only thing 1 want is kind of

consistency of my records, So if there's an agreement....

Pamela: And you know what Ms. Mclongo... | totally understand... you want a consistency of your
records... you do not think you have a proper transcript. 1 totally understand that. | really do, I'm just
saying that there's nothing that this office can do because we feel that we have given you the proper
transcript, you feel that you don't have the proper transcript and I'm saying that in order to rectify the
situation the only thing lefl to do is to bring it before a judge. Thal's the only thing that's left to do.
There's nothing else that this office can do or give ‘you, in... we have gwmb you, we have... done our
obligations, We have done the transcript 1o the best of our abilitics and you're saying that it's wrong. It
has to... the best decision that has to be made before a judge. There's really no other contact that
you...uh...me have to have with the court reporter. If you feel she made the wrong thing, have to bring it

before the judge,
Annabel: So can you explain the inconsistency then, why is the former case....

Pamela: | can't explain, [ really can't, | see, | fully...( inaudible )...from my end you're not satisfied with
my explanation now, there's not enough | can say that s‘rmmng, that you were not even near 267
California. We have a transeript that says you are, were here, in fact | belicve Hhit you were even
speaking so (here’s nothing that T can explain to you that's going to convinee you of that. So that's why
it has to go to a third person who is the judge. That's pretty much it.

Annabel: Ok and L. | also have a question. why is it Laudicn didn't call me herself to explain all this?
Pamela: Why? "cause you were so upsel,
Annabel: Why is it, the court reporter Laudien, didn't call me...

Pamela: You know what? T have no idea. You situation was presented to me day. I've been off for two
weeks. Unfortunately, it's taken the whole time...(inaudiblc).. I'Ius}mrm.uiar siluation was presented to
me today and that's why | try to rectily...(inaudible)

Annzbel: How many people call vou about this case? Hallo?....

Pamela: I'm sarry Ms. Melongo. You know, | don't know, That's why it was presented to me and thal’
why...
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Annabel: How. how...

Pamela: You kno, | don't know and that's why it was presented to me and that's why | pretty much took
over and | understand what you say. You have stuff saying you weren't there. [ understand that Ms.
Laudien say she has a transcript and a record that states that you were and one. is the only way this is
going to be resolved is before a judge. So. you uh...know hopefully again, the other transcripts that you
have ordered be much smoaother... but if you're positive....uh positive about the situation, if you feel
strong abut it then 1 suggest you molion the case up before the judge and have them make a decision.

Annabel: Uh, 1 say how many persons besides of me contacled you about this case, this particular
transeript?

Pamela: Oh, no one has contacted me but Ms. Laudien about this case.
Annabel; So anybody ever paid Ms, Laudien to change the transeript?

Pamela: Oh....{cough)...does someone ask...(inaudible)...no one has ...(inaudible)...to change, if thal's
what you ask. No, no one has ever asked that.

Annabel: Ask what?

Pamela: Pardon?

Annabel: | say, no, no one ever asked what?

Pamela: No. no, we don'l change lranscripts. we don't do that. Ms, Melongo you have to do what you
think is best for you and I totally understand that. Uh..I'm gonna go. 1....(inandible)...I have to take this
phone eall. QOk?

Annabel: Ok.

Pamela: Thank you. Bye by,

Annabel: Bye.
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Annabel's Phone is ringing.... Q,Q_ . @ \ Q GI
Annabel: Annabel?

Pamela: Hi Anna. this is Pam Taylor, how can | help you?

Annabel: Hey Pam Taylor this is Ms. Melongo, [ don't remember... | talk to you last week?
Pamela: Yeah, T remember.

Annabel: Ok. Actually uh.... I think T have... like I told you I'm going to find out and ...learn more about
what happened. I think | have a pretty good idea of what happened.

Pamela: Ok.

Annabel; Uh, do you have the transcript in front of you?

Pamela: No, I don'.

Annabel: Uh, because you can not... can [ email it to you? And then I call you back? We can not discuss
it if vou don't read the transeript, There's something there that will show you what I'm going to talk
about.

Pamela; Ok. Do you have a fax number? A fax maching, can you fax it?

Annabel: No. I don't have a fax machine. Can 1 email it to you? What's your...

Pamela: Sure. Ok. This is... this is...uh... what we're going 1o do; because I'm locking at the time and
uh...uh | don't think I'm have time to do this loday, What's the good time for you?

Annabel: When?

Pamela: Uh, tomarrow.

Annabel: In the morning?

Pamela: In the mor... it would have to be...uh...after 10 O'clock.

Annabel: Ok,

Pamela: Because [ have to come from my courtroom. Sa..(cough)...take down my email number.
Annabel: OK.

Pamela: The email address is: p-a-t-a-y=l-of@cookcountygov.eom....(cough)...| repeat that: p as in pam-
a-L as in taylor-a-y-l-of@cookcountygov g-0-v and that's all ane word . com

Annabel: Ok, uh.. can you repeat the: p like in pam, tlike in tom, y like what? v like vellow...
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Pamela: hm

Annabel: | like larry
Pamela: hm

Annabel: o like orange
Pamela: hm

Annabel: @cookeountygov.com
Pamela: right, but it p-a
Annabel: p-a?

Pamela: t-a-y-l-0
Annabel: ¥? no (? no 1?
Pamela: No, no, no. Let me start all over again,
Annabel; Ok,

Pamela: p as in pam
Annabel: yes

Pamcla: a as in apple
Annabel: yes

Pamela: t 25 in tom
Annabel: yes

Pamela: a as in apple
Annabel: yes

Pamela: y as in yellow
Annabel: m

Pamela: 1 as in long
Annabel: hm

Pamela; @ as in oven
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Annabel: yes

Pamela: @eockeountyzov.com

Annabel: Ok. Thank you,

Pamela: Ok. Bye bye,

Annabel: You say tomorrow at 10 O'clock?
Pamela: Yeah, give me a call about 10.30
Annabel: Ok.

Pamela: Ok, thank you.

Annabel: Bye,

Pamela: Bye bye.
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Pamela's phone is ringing.... )@ 20, \g‘} & 5(

Pamela: Official court reporter, this is Pam Taylor.

Annabel: Uk, might | talk to Ms. Taylor?

Pamecla: Oh Hi, how are you, [ didn't get your email?

Annzbel: Ok. So how is the Christmas shopping going?

Pantela: Oh, I'm not Christmas shopping, I'm working, But what did you...uh...you said that you're
poing to email me the wranseript il's something you're going to go over with, with me and | didn't get
the email.

Annzbel: You...you haven't got the email, yet?

Pamela: No, [ haven't got it. When did you send it?

Annabel: Cheek. | actually sent it like 5 minules ago.

Pamela: Well, let me double check again...No, | snli havén't golten it.

Annabel: Anyway, maybe L..it shows that 've sent it Maybe it's just...just keep on refreshing and it's
going to be there; because | have it here, it sent.. it has been sent,

Pamela: Ok, updated it. It isn't there. Well, [ telt you what I have your number. I'll call you when 1 get
the... the..uh...email. But...uh...one of the court reporter said the date of 10-6-09 that you ordered, she
<aid the teanscript has been ready and it's just ready for you to pick it up; and it's 15 dollars and 75
cenls.

Annabel: Yes. I'm going to come there like next week, I'm not going to be in court like this week. Just
try torefresh it. | can't imagine you haven't have it yet.

Pamels: T still don't have it. [...1 still don't have it. | keep updating and ...ub...because that's what [ have

to hit on this particular one and it is not here. So why doa't T give you...uh...uh... a call because |
was...uh.... in the middle of making some more calls: and T call you. 1 keep refreshing it and as soon as

[ getit, I'll give you a call, Ok?
Annabel: Ok,
Pamela: Ok. Bye bye,

Annabel: Bye.

Intermission.......Some hours later, Pamela Taylor called Annabel.
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Annabel phone ringing.....

Annabel: Yes, Annabel?

Pamela: Ms. Melongo?

Annabel; Yes?

Pamela: Hi. this is Pam Taylor,

Annabel: Ok, Uh...you have the... the email now?
Pamela: Right, | have the email and what is it you want me to look at?
Annabel: Ok, can you go o line like 16?

Pamela: On what page?

Annabel: [ think the first page.

Pamela: Line 16 on the very first page says "Present’

Annabel; Hold on, hold on, The...the first page, uh....the first page where [ say 'l understand this
maming'...

Pamela: Uh...The second page linei6 says ' Mr. Flood: We've got it'. The third page line 16 says ' Mr.
Flood: Correct’ .The fourth page line 16 says ' The Court: Thank you'

Annabel: And that's what...that...

Pamela: And the fifih page line 16 has...uh...Ms, Laudien's signature
Annabel: The...the second page line 6,

Pamela: [ine 67 Ok,

Annabel: Hm. Can you....?

Pamela: "This morning [ understand they re-indicted my client and the new complaint is before you for
aregignment.’

Annabel: Ok. When you read that line what did vou...1...1 just want your opinion, what...what does it
mean? .

Pamela: Well, is Mr. Flood still your attorney? Because he really should be explaining that te you,
Annabel: No, [ say...no...L..L...it"s not...it has nathing....

Pamela: Becavse it is...]t looks like he, Mr. Flood your attorney and he says this morning [ understand
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they re-indicted my client and the new complaint is before you for arraignment and the re-
indictment....and I'm just a court reporter I'm not a lawyer and really Mr. Flood should be explaining to

yaou,.,
Annabel: Mo..,

Pamela: Evidently, you were indicted under 07...number..07... 1 don't remember the rest of the number
and...and what....sometimes what they do is...(cough).... re-indict but they re-indict under a different
number. [ don't know if...uh...there was anaother crime committed or if they found...(cough)...something
else, | don't know that's best explain by your lawyer.

Annabel: No...ub...uh... Pam it has nothing to do with that, just tell ni¢ in plain English, it says ‘This
morning they re-indicted the client.' It means the...the indictment was that morning, right? When you
read that line. It has nothing to do with any kind of fegal aspect....

Pamela: No, ‘This moming' sounds like he found out that morning that you were re-indicted. Damned.
it don't stand the re-indictment happen that moming. He found out that day...

Annabel; And...

Pamela: The re-indictment could have happened...could have been before, The could have taken your
case before a Grand Jury and re-indicted you and then the Stare Attorney told your lawyer we re-
indicted her and he found out that day... e

Annabel: Ok.
Pamela: That morning...
Annabel: Exactly. That's what | wanted to see. So my lawyver...

Pamela: You really can't quote me. | mean Ms. Melongo, what I'm telling vou, | don't want you to think
that it's the Gospel, I'm just a court reporter. | think that any of these legal things that you need to know,
you nced to cither tatk to Mr. Flood or talk to another attomey and they can best explain to you,.. [
was...[ do not want you to think that what I'm saying is something that you can...like say for instance go
before the court and say, well, [ talked to Pam Taylor from the court reporter office and they're gonna
say who is 'am Taylor from the court reparier office? She's just a court reporter...(cough)...

Annabel: Pam, can you cool off, please? Please just cool off.
Pamela; Oh, no, I'm not a fed up. I'm just explaining the situation, I'm...you know...

Annabel: Ok. Now from line 6, the same person says "This morning they re-indicted...” and then line 6,
line 12, they say. he has received it over the mail and then he got it. Can you read like... from line 12 to
line 167 '

Pamela: "We did have something came in the mail on the case. It was a Grand Jury transcript.' which is
exactly that I've just said. They prabably got... they had a Grand...they took your case before a Grand
Jury, they re-indicted you. they go... they sent your attorney the transeript..ah...swhoever is Mr,

Podlasek "....had both copies. P'm sure he will be mailing it to counsel.!



Annabel: And then he said " We've got it

Pamela; Right, your attorney said ' We've got it". Which....makes sense whal he says carlier This
morning [ understand they re-indicted my client.’ because he got the transcript stating that they re-
indicted you..

Annabel: Ok, Pam don't you seg there's kind of a contradiction?
Pamela: Oh. no, no. no. It's not up to me to sec anything.
Annabel: There's, there's a...

Pamela: It's not up 1o me to see anything. | see exacily what | read and quite frankly it makes perfectly
good sense to me. And It doesn't....il....it...it doesn't matter what | think,

Annabel: Ok. let me expl...

Pamela: It really doesn't....[t doesn’t matter what | think. It looks like my courl reporter heard what she
heard, wrote down what she heard and it sounds perfectly fine to me.

Annabel: Ok, Uh.,Jet me see...uh...Jet me tell you now what [ told you, | know exactly what happened.
The same lawyer can not say "This morning [ undéfstand they re-indicted...' for him he thinks the re-
indictment happened that morning und then the same person can not say at line 16, that 'he got it’ in the
past. That the...the transcript was sent to him in the past. It doesn't make sense because on the transcript
there's a dav...the date when the,.the....that...the thing happened. There's no way the same person can
say something like that because those two statements arc contradictory.

Pamela: Well, that's something you have to put before a judge Ms. Mclongo
Annabel: Ok.
Pamela: It's something you have to. I've said (his before.

Annabel: Uh...Pam....

Pamela: It's something you have to put before a judge ifyou feel this doesn't make any sense. Then
that's something you have to take befare the judge that's hearing your case. This is something you have
to take before a lawyer and present to him and tell him this doesn't make sense. There's...there's
absolutely nothing that | or this office can do lor you. The ranseript is what it is.

Annabel: Uh...Pam...now can you give me some,..now because of this trans...uh...uh...contradiction, |
re-read the ranscript and [ tell you, Pam, T have an excellent memory. | remember things that happened
15 years apo. So when | read that transeript my lisst...ub...reaction was. [ was not there, But when [
read the transcript over and over and over again, then [ found out that the transcript itself is a forgery.
Lines 6 to 8 have been added to the transeript and that's why lines the...6 and 8 is a contradiction with

Tine 16 and then....

Pamela: I can tell you un behall of the official court reporter office that every court reporter in
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this...that works in this office. It's not our business to add anything. Because we are...not only are we
officers of the court, we are...we are complelely...uh...uh..not lor or against anybody, We are not {or the
state, we're not for the defense, we're not there 10...10,..uh...we're just there o do our job...which is to
take down what you hear regardiess of what it says or how it says it, There's no...uh...there would be
nothing for her or a court reporter. there would be no reason for a court reporter to add in, anything.
That...because that's not their job. Our job is to simply take down what we hear regardless of who said
it or how they said it or what they say. We're not there on anybody’s side. We're the impartial person of
the records. We're just there to make the records. And take down what we hear and put it down. So Ms,
Melongo [.. that's really...no...uh...there's really nothing else [ can do for you as far as this transeript, |
think I've given you all the advice 1 can possibly give you. | think that if you have a problem with the
transeript, cause I'm going lo stand by this reporter, stand by this transceript and if you really think there
are flaws and things in this transcript, like [ told you previously, T really think you need to metion your
case up before the court and explain it 1o the court and...and go from there, But other than that,
I'm...uh...Ms. Laudien has transcript, the transeript to the best of her ability and what she fills in her
notes, she puts a certificate 1o that effect and I'm not going to her to take anything or take anything out
or put anything in. Because she has already done what she feels she had had.

Annabel; Ok,
Pamela: Ok, well, thank you so much Ms. Melongo. You take care.
Annabel: Ok. Bye.

Pamcla: Bye. Bye.

T80



lllinois General Assembly - lllinois Compiled Statutes

lllinois Compiled Statutes

ILCS Listing Public Acts Search Guide Disclaimer

Information maintained by the Legislative Reference Bureau

Updating the database of the lllincis Compiled Stalutes (ILCS) is an ongoing
process, Recent laws may not yet be included in the |LCS database, but lhey are
found on this site as Public Acts soon after they become law, For information
conceming the relationship between statutes and Public Acts, refer to the Guide.

Because Ihe statute dalabase |s maintained primarily for legislative drafting
purpases, statutory changes are sometimes included in the statute database before
they take effect, If the source note at the end of a Section of the statutes includes a
Public Act that has not yel taken effect, the version of the law thal is currently in
effect may have already been removed from the database and you should refer to
that Public Act to see the changes made to {he current law.

{720 ILCS 5/14-3)

{Text of Scctiepn from P.A. 96-423)

Sec. 14-3, Exemptions. The followirg activities shall bhe
exenpt from the provisions of this Article:

ta} Listening to radio,  wireless’ and television
communications of any sor:t where the same are publicly made;

(b} Hearing conversation when heard. by employees of any
common carrier by wire incidental €6 the normal course of
their employment in the cperation, mairntenrance or repair of
the eguipment of such common carrier by wire sc long as no
information obtained therchy is used or divelged by the
hearer:

te} BAny breadcast by radie, television or olherwise
whether it be 2 broadecast or recorded for the purpose of later
broadcasts of any function where the public is in attendance
and the conversations are overheard ineidental to the main
purpose for which such broadcasts are then being made;

{d) Recording or listening with Lhe aid of any device to
any emergency communication made in the normal couwrse of
gperations by any {federal, staie or tocal law enforcement
agency or institutions dealing in emergency services,
including, but not limited to, hospitals, clinics, ambulance
services, Fire fighting agencies, any public utility,
emergency repair facility, civilian delense establishment or
military installation;

{c) Recoxding the processdings of any meeting required to
be open by the Open Mectings Act, as amended;

(£} Recording or listening with the aid of any device to
incoming telephone calls of phone lines publicly listerd er
advertised as consumer “"hotlines" Dby manufacturers  Or
retailers of food and drug products, Such recordings must be
destroyed, erased or turned over to local law enforcement
authorities within 24 hours from tho tine of such rocording
and shall not be otherwise disseminated. Failure on the part
of the individual or business operating amy such recording or
listening device to comply with the requirements of Lthis
subsoction shall eliminate any civil or criminal immunity
conferred upon that individoal or business by the operation of
this Section;

hitp/Awww.ilga.govilegisiationfiles/lulltext.asp?DocName=072000050K 1 4-3
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school bus is being used in the transportation of students to
and from schoal and school-sponsered activities, when the
school board has adopted a poliecy authorizing such receording,
notice of such reecarding policy is  included in  student
handbooks and other documents ingluding the policies of the
school, notice of the poliey regarding recording is provided
to parents of stodents, and notice of such recording 1is
clearly posted on the door of and inside Lhe school bus.

Fecordings made pursuant te this subsection (m} shall be
confidential records and may only be used by school officials
lor their designees) and law enforcement personnel for
investigations, scheool disciplinary actions and hearings,
procesdings under the Juvenile Court Act of 1987, and criminal
prosecutions; related to incidents eoccurring in or arocund the
school bus; and

{n) Recording or listening to an audio transmission from &
microphone placed by a person under the autherity of & law
enforcement agency inside a bait car surveillance vehicle
while simultanecusly capturing a photagraphic or video image.

{Gource: P.A, 95-258, eff. 1-1-08; 45-352, eff. 8=2Z3-07;
85-463, eff. 6-1-08B; 95-876, eff. 8-21-08; 96-423, eff.

B~132-09.}

-

{text of Section from P.A. 96-547)

Sec. 14-3. Exemptions. The following, activities shall be
exempt from the provisions of this Article:

£:3] Listening te radin, wireless and televisien
communications of any sort where Lhe same are publicly mace;

(b} Hearing conversation when hcard by employees of any
common carrier by wire incidental to the normal course of
their employment in the opcration, maintenance or repair of
the eguipment of such common carrier by wire so long as no
information eobtained theraby 1z used or divulged by the
hoarcr;

{c} Any broadcast by radio, television or otherwise
whether ik be a broagdeast or recorded for the purpose of later
broadcasts of any functisn where the public is in attendance
and the conversations are overheard inecidental te the main
purpose for which such broadcasts are then being made:;

{d) Recording or 11rtonlnq with the aid of any device to
any emergency communication made in the nor mal course of
operations by any federal, state or logal law anforcement
agency or inatitutions dealing in enmergency services,
ineluding, but not limived fo, hespitals, clinics, ambulance
gservices, fire fighting agencies, any public utiliny,
smergency repair facility, civilian defense establishment ar
military installation;

{e) Recording the proceedings of any meeting reguired to
be copen by the Coen Meetings Ack, as amendad;

{£) Recording or listerning with the aid of any dev;cc to
inceming telephone calls of phone lines publicly listed or
advertised as ecensumer "hotlines" by wmanufacturers or
rotailers of food and drug products. Such recordlngs must be
destroyed, erased or turned over o lecal law enforcement
authorities within 24 hours from the time of such recording
and shall not be otherwise disseminated. Failure on the part
of the iadividual or business operating amny such recording or

hitp:/iwwaw.ilga.govfcgislation/iles/fulltext.asp?DocName=072000050K 14-3
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(i} Recording of a conversation made by 0r at the reqguest
of a person, not a law enforcement officer er agent of a law
enforcement officer, who is a party to the conversation, under
reasonable suspigion that another party Lo the conversation 13
committing, is about te commit, or has committed a criminal
offense against the person or a merber of his er her immediate
household, and there is reason Lo beliecve that evidence of the
criminal offense may he obtained by the recording;

{1} The use of a telephone monitoring device by either (1)
a corporation or other business enticy engaged in marketing or
opinion research or (2] a corporation or other business entity
engaged In  telephone solicitation, as defined in  this
subsection, Co record or listen to oral telephong solicitation
conversations or marketfing or opinion rescarch conversations
by an cmployee of the corporaticn or other business entity
when:

[i) the monitering is used for the purpose of

service guality control of marketing or opinion resecarch

or telephone solicitation, the =ducation or training of

employees or contractors engaged in marketing or opinion
research or telephons solicitation, or internal research
related te marketing or wopilnion research or telephone
solicitacion; and :

tii} the monitoring is used with the Consent of at

least one person who is an aotive parbty Lo the mazketing
or opinien research conversation or telephone solicitation
conversation being monitored.

Ho communication or conversation or. any part, portion, or
aspect of the communication or conversation made, accouired, or
obtained, directly or indirectly, under this exemption (jl.
may be, directly or indirectly, furnished Lo any law
enforcement officer, agenecy, or eofficial [or any purpesc or
vsed in any inguiry or investigatien, o©or used, directly or
indirectly, in any administrative, judicial, eor other
proceeding, or divulged to any third party.

When recording or listening authoriged by chis subsection
{3} on telephone lines used for marketing or opinion research
or telephone solicitation purposes reswults in recording or
listening to a conversation that does not relate te marketing
or opinion research or uelephone solicizatien; the person
recording eor listening shall, immediately upon determining
that the conversation does pnot relate to marketing or opinion
research or telephone solicitation, Cerminate the recording or
listening and destrey any such recercding 25 scon as 1S
practicable.

Business entities that use a rtelephone monitoring or
telephone recording system pursuant to this exemption (i)
shall provide current and prospective employees with notice
that the monitoring or rocordings may occur during the course
of their employment. The notice shall include prominent
signage notification within che workplace. 3

Business entities that wuse a telephone menitering ot
telephone recording system pursuant teo this exemption (J]
shall provide their employees or agents with access Gto
personal-only telephone lines which may be pay telephones,
that are not subject to telcphone monitering or telephene
recording.

For the opurposes of this subsection {3}, "telephona
salicitation™ means a compunication through the uvse of a

hitp:/fwww.ilga gov/legislationfiles/fulltext. asp?DoeName=072000050K 14-3
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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY (GENERAL
STATE OF ILLiNGIs

Jim R December 3, 1998

ATTORNEY GENERAL

FILE NO. 96-036

CRIMINAL LAW AND PROCEDURE:
Licensed Private Detective
Recording Conversation Under
Exemption to Eavesdropping Statute

Honorable James W. Glasgow ..

State's Attorney, Will County-

14 West Jefferson Street '

Joliet, Illincis 60432 :

Dear Mr. Glasgow:

I have your letter wher

pPursuant te subsection 14-3[il.0f th& Cfiminal Code of 1961 (720

effective May 17,
lawfully stand
record a coy reascnable suspicion that another
party to t iz committing, is about to commit or
has committe offenge againat the person or a member
of his or her immtdiate household, and there is reason to believe
that evidence of the criminal offense may thereby be cbtained.

Specifically, you have asked whether a private detective may :

TIRY

=00 South Second Stree, Springfield, Nlinols 52706 (217) 782-1000 « TTY: (2071 785-2771 = FAX: (2173 752.7046
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Honorable James W. Glasgow -~ 2.

1.) Take the place of a person who would be
statutorily authorized Yo tape record a
conversation with anether for the purpose of
confronting the suspected perpetrator and
recording the convezsation? Or,

2.) 2Jcecompanying a person who is statuteorily
authorized co tape record a conversation for
the purpese of operating a device or devices
for the recording of a conversatlon between
that person and rhe suspected perpetrator?

For the reasons hereinafier stakted, 1k i= my opinicn that a
licensed private detective may not staad in for, but may
otherwise assist a person Lo record a conversation under such

circumstances without violating section 14-2 of the Criminal Code

(720 ILCS 5/14-2 {Wesk 1924}))

Section 14-7 of the Criminal Code of 1961 defines the

offense of eavesdropping, in pertinent part, as feollows:

f * u K

A person commits eavesdropping when he:

{z2) Uses an eavesdicpping device to hear
or record all or sny part of any conversation
unless he does so {1} with the consent of all
of the parties to such conversation or (2] in
accordance with Article 103A of the ‘Code of
Criminal Procedure of 19537, approved August
14, 1963, as amended; or

{b} Uses or divulges, exceptk as
authorized by this Article or by Article 1084
or 1088 of the ‘Code of Crimiral Procedure of
1963°, approved August 14, 1963, as amended,
any information which he knows or reasonably
should know was obtained through the use of
an eavesdropping device,

* ok o
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Honorable James W. Glasgow - 3.

Section 14-1 of the Criminal Code of 1961 (720 ILCS 5/14-1 (West
1994} } defines the terms "eavesdropping device" and

"eavesdropper” as follows:
" {a) Bavesdropping device.

An eavesdropping device is any device
capable of being used to hear or record oral
conversatcion whesher such conversation is
conducted in pevson, by telephone, or by any
other means: Provided, however, that this
definition shall mot include devices used for
the restoration of the deaf or hard-of-
hearing to normal or partial hearing.

(b) Eavesdropper.

An eavesdropper-is any person, including
law enforecement officers, who operates or
participates in the operation of any

edvesdropping device centrary to the
provisions of this Article.

+ & & |

The term "conversation" was not defined in section 14-1 until the
enactment of Public Act 88-677, effective December 15, 1994,
which added the follewing definition:
L} W L
id} Conversatiun.
For the purposes of this Article, the
term conversation means any oral
communication between 2 or moxYe persons
regardless of whether one or more of the
parties intended their communication ta be of

a private nature under circumstances
justifying that expsctation.”

Section 14-3 of the Criminal Code of 1981 enumerates

activities which are exempr from the vurview of the eavesdropping

TI36




Honorable James W. Glasgow - 4.

statute. Subsection 14-3{i! of the Act, which was alsc added by
Public Act 88-677, provides as folliows:

& & & The following activities shall be
exempt from the provisions of this Article:

# & +

{i) Recordiag of & cunversation made by
or at the requesz ' of ¢ parson, not a law
enforcement offiser or zgast of a2 law
enforcement officev, who is a varty to the
conversation, under rzas.onable suspicion that
ancther party te the conversation is
committing, is abouk to vommit, or has
committed a criminal oifense againgt the
person or a member -of his'or her immediate
household, and thexe is reason to believe
that evidence of the criminal offense way be
obtained by the recording." (Emphasis

added. )

Prior to the addition of the staLutcry definition of
teconversation", the Illinois Supreme Court, in People v,
Beardsley (1986}, 1i5 Ill. 24 47, had held that a party to a
conversation, or & person whose presence was known to the
conversing parties, could record the éonversation without
violating the statutory probabition against eavesdropping. 1In
that case, an uncooperative subliect of a €rarffic stop tape-
recorded two police officers’ conversacion while seated in the
back of the squad car. The police officers were sitting in the
front seat of the car and knew that the defendant had a tape
recorder. The court relied not so much upon the issue of

consent, but on whether the partiesr to the conversation "% + *

intended their conversation ro 2 of a private nature under

T3
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circumstances justifying such.expectatian ok RN, People v
Beardsley (1986}, 115 Ill. Zd4 at 54,

The Illinois Supreme Court ruled on the issue again in
Pepple v. Herrinaton (1394), 163 Ill. 28 507. In People v.
Herrington, an alleged victim of cexual abuse called the
defendant at the request o® th: police department. The
conversation was recorded by the r:lice with the consent of the
alleged victim. No court order was cbtained te record the
conversation and no emergency circumstances existed. Reaffirming

g A

its holding in People v. Beardslev, the Illinois Suprems Court

held that the eavesdropping stéﬁhte did not prohibit a party co
the conversation from recording thabt conversation. According to
the court, no expectation of privacy could be found when a partcy
to the conversation recorded it. People v. Herrington (1%94),
183 Ill. 2d at 510-11.

Against this backyground, che purpose and intent of
Public Act 88-677 must now be counsidered. The law is presuned to
be changed when the General Rsﬂembly enachbs material changes
thereteo. (Board of Trustees of Southerm Tllinais Univergiby w.

Department of Human Rights (1994), 155 Ill. 2d 206.) As noted

previously, the 1924 amendment to the eavesdropping statute

defined the term "conversation” and exempted additional
activities from the purview thereof. Subsection 14-1{d) now
defines "conversation" differenily from the interpretation of

that term by the court in Peorie wv. Seardslev. A conversation

FI?




Honorable James W. Glasgov - &.

occurs, as defined by the eavesdropping statute, whether or net
the parties intended that it be private. It is apparent that
this statutory definition and the additional exemptions were

intended to modify the law as interpreted in People v. Beardsley

and People v, Herringron.

Furthermore, ths lsgislative history of Public Act 88-
677 supports this conclusion. #=r =xample, Senator Dillard,
during the Senate debate on Senate Eill 1352 (which subsequently
became Amendment number four Lo House Bill 356, which was enacted
as Public Act 88-677), stated ;hat.ﬁhiﬂ definition of
conversation "* * * restores éﬂ-éll—party consent provision to
our law in Illinois, regardless of whether the parties really
intended their conversation to ba private or not.® (Remarks of
Sen. Dillard, April 21, 1994, Senate Debate on Senate Bill No.
1352, at 139.) Further, Senator Dudycz, explaining tche addition
of Senate Bill 1352 as Amendment four to House Bill 3se,
described the Bill as one which was intended "* * * tg reverse
the Beardsley eavesdropping case + * *", Remarks of Sen. Cudyce,
May 18 and 20, 1994, Senate Debate on Housge Bill No. 356, at 56
and 42,

While providing that all parties must consent to the
recording of a conversation, the aﬁendment also carved ocut three
additional exemptions permitting one party éonsent.to recording
in certain situatiens. Two of the three exemptions involve

specific law enforcement activities, ({See 720 ILCS S5/14-3{g),

T %1




Honorable James W. Glasgow - 7.

{h) (West 199%4)), The third exemption, incorporated as subsection
14-3({i} of the Act, permits perszons who are not law enforcement
agents to record conversations which may produce evidence of
criminal activity directed at those persons or members of their
households. The following exunpls was given during Senate debate
regarding Senate Bill 13%2 vhick illustrates Lhe General
Asgsembly’'s intent: “* * * if a4 sralking vietim has someone call
them up on the telephone, they cax clearly record that te help
them in the presecution of thq;'cr%me against them, if they
believe that--the recording wi;l hélp them obtain evidence that
can be used to--to prevent offéﬂées." Remarks of Sen. Dillard,
April 21, 1994, Senate Debate on Senate Biil No. 1352, at 139-
140.

Statutory language sheuld be given its plain or
ordinary and popularly understood meaning. as well as the fullest

possible meaning. (Collins v, Boaxd of Trustees of Firemen’s

Annuity & Benefic Fund of Chicago (1993}, 155 I1l. 24 103, 111.)
While no statute may be construed more brcadly than its express
language and reasonable implications permit, any such
implications are as much a part of the statute as the express

language thereof. (RBaker v. Miller (1994), 159 Ill, 24 249,

260.} Subsection 14-3{i) of the Act allows the recording of a
conversation "made by or at the request 5f" a person who has
reagsonable suspicion to beliesve that ansther party te the

conversation has committed, is zoemmibcling or will commit a crime

T390
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against the person or a membsr of the person’s immediate
household, where there is reason te believe that the recording
will capture evidence of the crime. The perscn recording the
conversation may not, however, be a law enforcement officer or
agent .

Licensed private devertiives are vegulated by statute
and licensed by the Illineis 2, partment of Professional
Requlation. (225 ILCS 446/1 et seq. (West 1994).} It is
unlawful for a private detecti?@ to imply that he or she is part
of government or teo have any iﬁentificatinn that contains the
words "law enforcement”. [22£:ELCS 446/85 (West 1994).) One can
conclude, therefore, that & licensed private detective is rot
considered to be a law enfcrcement officer or agent.
Neverthelegs, a licensed private detective, even though working
for a person who is permitted to record, is not the victim or
potential victim or a member oI tire victim’'s immediate household.
Cénsequently, it is my opinion that a licensed private detective
cdannot substitute for 3 person who is permitted to record a
conversation because that person must be a party to the
conversation in order for subsection 14-3{i) to be applicable.

Subsection 14-3(i), howevex, also permits the recorxding
of a conversation made "at the request of" a persen who has
reagonable suspicion to believe vhat another party to the

conversation has committed, is committing or will commit a crime

against the perscn or a member of the person's inmediate




Honorable James W. Glasgow - 9.

household. That language implies that another persan may
participate in the recording of a conversatien that could result
in obtaining evidence of a crime. A iicensed private detective
would not be in violation of the statute by assisting a
participant teo record a c.cverzatiap wosase he or she would not
be participating in the operation of an eavesdropping device
contrary to the staktute.

While certain criteria must be met in order for a erime
victim or potential wvictim te record without the consent of all
parties to the cenversation, the intent of the General Assembly
in c¢reating this exempticn whé-ﬁlearly to allow pergons to record
conversations in order to gather avidense against the
perpetrators of ¢rime and o aid in the rrosecubion or prevention
of crime. Therefore, it is my cpinion that a licensed private
decective may not stand in fcf, but may otherwise accompany and
participate with or assist a person o tape record a conversation
under the reasonable suspicion that another party to the
conversation is committing, is about te commic, or has committed
a criminal offense against the person or a member of his

immediate housshold and thera is reason to believe that evidence

of che criminal offense may be obtained by the recording.

JAMES E. RYAN
Arporasy Ganaral
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I THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, %Eﬁfﬁﬂ R ;tEl 1..5__.'
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CRIMINAL DI‘L"I&[

]
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, ) cLeRk OF IhE RO Soues
) {]EPLFTTFC&?IEK bsndi
Plaintiff ) =
)
v, ) i CR 8092
]
ANNABEL K, MELONGO, ]
‘ } Honorable Steven 1. Gocbel
Defendant. 1 Judge Presiding
1
ORDER

o Junc 19, 2012, this court gramted defendant, Annabel K. Melonzo's, motion to declare
the IHinois Eavesdropmng Statute (720 [LCS 5/14-2) unconstitutional.  Defendant bas now filed
an emereency motion requesting that this court amend its June 19, 2012 order declaring the
linois Eavesdropping Statuie unconstitutional in arder 10 comply with Supreme Court Rule 18,

BACKGROUND

Defendant was charged with six counts of eavesdropping in violation of 720 1L.CS 5/14-
202001003y (West 2008). Count T alleged that defendant “knowingly and intenitonally vsed an
cavesdropping device...for the purpose of recording a conversation... between [defendant] and
Pamela Taylor...2nd without the consent of all parties such conversation.” Counts IT and 111
alleged 1he same acts against the same viclim on wo other oceasions. Coums 1%, Voand VI
alleged that defendant “used or divalged any information which she knew ar reasonably should
have known was obtained through the use of an eavesdropping device...on audio recording of a
conversation belween [defendant] and Pamela Tavlor., knowing that sueh a recording was

obtained withew Pamela Taylor's consent.”

Appendre T



On December 13, 2010, Judpe Brosnakan denied defendant’s motion o declare the
Ilinais Eavesdropping Statute to be uncenstitutional based on Peaple v. Bearsfey, 113 111, 2d 47
(1984).

Oy Movember 14, 2011, defendant filed an amended motion o declare the [linois
Eavesdropping Statute unconsfitutional, arguing that the Statute is unconstitulional on its face
and as applied to defendant and violates substantive free speech, freedam of the press, petiton
and due process suaranlees,

Cn Febriary 14, 2012, the State filed a respense in opposition 1o defendant’s motien o
deelare 720 1108 5/14 unconstitutional, arpuing that the Eavesdropping Statute: (17 does not
violate the first amendment; (2} does not violale due process; and (3} is constitutionsl as applicd
to defendant,

On June 1%, 2012, this court gronted defendam’s motion to declare the [llnois
Eavesdropping Statate (720 ILCS 5/14-2) unconstitutional.

Or June 22, 2012, defendant filed an cmergeney molion requesting that this cour amend
s June 19, 2012 order declaring the I]Ii1.1njs Eavesdropping Statule unconstitutional in order (o
comply with Supreme Court Rule 18,

ANALYSIS

All statutes are presumed 1o be constilutional, and the burden of rebutting tha
presumption is on the challenger, who mwust clearly establish a constitational violation. Pesple v
Grece, 204 111 2d 400 (2003).

The linois Eavesdropping Stalue (the “Statue™} provides:

“A person commits cavesdropping when he:

TTA



{1) Knowingly and intentionally uses an eavesdrapping deviee for the
purpose of hearing and recording all or any pant ol any cenversation or
intercepls, retains, or transeribes electronic communication unless he dees
g0 (A) with the cansent of all ol the parties to such conversation oo
electronic communication ***

(2} Uses or divulges *** any information which be knows or reasonably
should know was obtained through the use of an eavesdropping device,”
T20ILCS 314 ef sew.

The Statute allows citizens to make silent video of police officers performing their dutics
in public, 720 ILCS 5/14 er req. However, the Statute elevates this eonduct 1o a class | felony
when a person audio records all or any part of any conversmion unless all parties to the
conversation give their consent, 720 ILCS 314 ¢f seg.  The Smwe applies 1o 2l ol
communication regardless of whether the communication was intended 1o be private. 720 ILCS
Sid et seg. A party's consent may be inféfred from the surrounding circumstances indicating
that the parly knowingly agreed o the sun'e_ill;l_nce, but express disapproval defeats any inference
of consent, 720 ILCS 5/14 of seq.

In the instant case, defendant argues that the Statute is unconstilutional on its face
because it violates her First Amendment and due process rights, Defendam also argues that the
Statute is unconstitutional as applied to her because Ms. Pamela Tavior was & willing speaker
dunng the conversation and defendant had the right to receive the information and record its
rotectad content if she so wished,

The State asks this court to inwerpret the cour’s ruling in ACLL as a limited muling.

Specifically, the State contends that the ACLL count only addressed the section of the Statute thal
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applies to audio recordings of polive officers in a public place where others can see and hear
them. The State argues that the fasts in the instant case are distinguishable from thess in ACLL
anel that the case should therefore move forward and go to trial.

As noted above, this court issued an oral opinion pranting defendant’s motion to declare
the Winois Eavesdropping Statute (720 1108 5/14-2) unconstitutional on June 19, 2012, In
making this decision, this court relied on a recent decision by the United States Court of Appeals
for the Seventh Cireuit where the court held that the Statue was likely unconstitutisnal based on
First Amendment considerations and the issues presented in that case. The court subscquent]y
tssued a preliminary injunction enjoining the State’s Attorney from applving the Statote apainst
the ACLU and its employees or agents. ACLU v, Alvarez, 679 F.3d 583, 608 (7th Cir. 201 2},

In ACLY, the court neted that the Stalute s not closely tailored to the government’s
interest in protecting conversational privacy.  Rather, “the gravamen of the lilinois
savesdrapping offense is not the secrct interception or sumcptitious recording of a private
communication. Instead, the statute sweeps much more broadly, banning olf audio recording of
any oral communication absent conscnt of the parties regardless of whether the communication
is or was intended to be private.” Jd at 55';5, The court went an to nole thal:

“OF course, the First Amendment does not prevent the Ulineis General Assembly

{rom enacling greater protection for conversational privacy than the common-law

tort remedy provides.  Nor is the legislmore limited to using the Fourth

Amendment “'reasonable expectation of privacy” dectring as a benchmark, But by

legislating this broadly = by making it a crime to andio record any conversation,

even those that are pof in fact privaie - the State has severed the link between the

cavesdropping statule’s means and 31 end, Rather than attempting to tailor the
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stalutery prohibition 1o the important goal of protecting personal privecy, IHinois

bas banned nearly all audio recording without ¢consent of the parties — including

audio recording that implicates mo privacy interests a all™
ACLL, 679 F. 3d at 606, Although the ACLU court did not find make a specific finding that the
Stalwie was unconstitutional, the court concluded that the ACLU has a “strong likelihood of
suceess on the merdts of its First Amendment claims.” £, at 608,

Additionally, this cowt relied on Associate Judpe Stanley Sacks’ recont opininn in
Peaple v. of the State of fllinniz v. Cliristapher Drew, case number 10 CR 00046 (March 2, 2002)
where the coun ruled that the IHlinois Eavesdropping Statule was unconstitutional on its fee and
as applied to the defendant. Drew, at po 120 In Deew, the court stated that, althaugh the Stature
clearly sets forth the prohibited physical acts, the fault of the Statute is that it does not require an
accompanying culpable mental state ar criminal purpose for a person to be convicted of a felony.
Orew,atp. 11,

Here, this court also finds thetl the Statute appears to be vague, restrictive and makes
innecent conduct subject to peosecution. At this stage. this court will not conduet any fact-
finding not will this court filter the Sl.:l.l:ill-l: '.11.1<[ deem certain sections 1w be constitytiona] and
others to be unconstitutional,

Therefore, based on the forepoing discussion, this court linds that the [linois
Eavesdropping Statute is unconstitutional on its face and as applicd to defendant pursuant Lo
Hiinais Supreme Court Fule 18, This court kolds that the linois Eavesdropping Statute lacks a
culpable mental state, subjects wholly innocent conduct to prosccution, and violates substantive
due process under the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution (115, Const.

Adnend, KIV) and Article [, Section 2 of the inais Constitution (1L Const, 1970, A, 1L Sec. 23

i
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This court further finds that the statule cannot be constructed in a manner that wouli preserve s
validity, and judgment cannet rest upen an alternative ground, Wotice under [inois Supreme
Court Rule 19 has been given.

CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing discussion, this court grants defendant’s motion 10 declare the

Minois Eavesdropping Statute (720 1105 5/14-2) unconstitutional

r-]. / ’J }.‘J “
S =1 ;’( ,(
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Hon, Steven J. Girthel 7
Cireuis Couwrt of Cook Counmy ?'}%
Criminal Division

DATED: 7-26-~12
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STATE OF ILLINIOS
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, CRIMINAL DIVISION

PEOPLE OF THE )
STATE OF ILLINOIS }
)
PlaintifT, )
) Na, 08 CR 1050201
V. )
)
ANNABEL MELONGO )
Defendant, )

MOTION TO DISMISS

ANNABEL MELONGO, by and through her attorneys, ALBUKERK AND
ASSQCIATES moves this Court to Disiniss the charge of Computer Tampering pending
against her because the indictment was procured through fraud and perjury given by the.
State’s witness, Detective William Martin, during the Grand Jury proceeding, and the
State has failed to tender or preserve poluﬁfi'al ly exculpatory evidence. In support

Defendant states:
1. ANNABEL MELONGO was arrested and charged with the offense of

Computer Tampering in May of 2006 .

2o ANNABEL MELONGO was originally indicted on January 17, 2007, and
then re-indicted May 28, 2008.

3. At both the eriginal Janvary 2007 indictment and the subsequent May
2008 indictment, Schiller Park Police Officer William Martin offered material testimony
that he knew to be untrue. Ms. Melongo was therefore denied fundamental due process
and as a result, the charges should be dismissed. People v. Rivera 72 11.App.3d 1027,

390 N.E.2d 1259 (1" Dist, 1979).

4. In May 2008, Officer Martin stated or affirmed under oath that “computer

experts” hired by Save a Life Foundation (SALF) found that “their computers had been

Appendue KK(



accessed by the outside or intruded upon from the outside . . . someone had accessed the
servers from Save a Life Foundation. . . [and] during the access of the servers . . . files
[were] deleted or destroyed.” (p.6, line 22 — p. 7 line 4 of the May *08 Grand Jury
Transcript). “These experts that were hired by Save a Life, . . . your investigation
reveal[ed] that they were able to trace the individual responsible for intruding on the
system? Yes.” (p.8, line 15 of the May *08 Grand Jury Transcript). When explaining
how the data had allegedly been deleted, Officer Martin stated that “someone had
changed the password and therefore the administrators had to enter in a master password,
reset. In doing so this caused the server to automatically initiate a program that cleaned
out and wiped out the wholc hard drive and every file that was located on it.”( p. 8, lines
9-14, May *08 Grand Jury Transcript).

5 However, Officer Manin’.s investigation, as detailed in his police report,
had already revealed that afier Ms. Melongo’s employment with Save a Life ended she
had no access to the computers because “an employee named Christian [Sass] frad
clanged all of the pass cades to each of the servers after she [Melongo] left the building
.. [An Employee at SALF] was unsure as to how this [loss of computer data] may have
occurred because the DSL [internct connection] lines were disconnected from the servers
after [Melongo’s] employment was terminated.” (See Exhibit #1, Officer Mattin's
supplementary police report p.2, 2" paragraph). Officer Martin also knew that Brian
Salerno, another computer consultant at SALF, had, in the first hours after the data had
become inaccessible but before the data was destroyed, indicated that the data was not
lost. Officer Martin knew this because he had reviewed emails sent from Mr. Salerno as

part of his investigation into the matter. One such cmail read by Officer Martin sent by
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Mr. Salerno stated that: “The permissions are clearly the obstacle now—given the fuct

that some people can see the data and some can %" (Exhibit #2, May 1, 2006 7:38pm c-

mail from Salerno to Spizziri). Later, Don Peters of Critical Technology Solutions, an

expert in data recovery, was hired by SALJF and sent the following e-mail o Officer

Martin:
“When I was first introduced to Carol [Spizziri], and apprised of the situation
and actions taken prior to my arrival, we discussed the next steps required for
recovery vs. preservation of evidence. There was an uncertainty as fo the
catalyst for data loss as several mainicnance actions were performed just prior
1o the discovery of the problem. 1adviscd the group that with multiple
personnel attempting recovery on the drives over the previous days, and no
clear chain of custody, the quality of any evidence discovery would be
questionable at best. Carol’s decision was Lo move forward with recovery
cfforts . . . [as opposed fo preserving any evidence of how the data loss

occurred).” (Exhibit #3, May 18, 2006 e-mail to Officer Martin of the Schiller
Park Police Dept). S

6. What Officer Marlin’s investigation revealed was thal when Christian Sass
changed all the passwords to the computer system at SALF lo protect the system [rom
Ms. Melongo, the SALT stafl disabled their own computers and then, in the process ol
trying to get the data back, destroyed the data themselves, Officer Martin wrote in his
police report that the “someone” who changed the passwords was not Ms, Melongo, it
was Christian Sass. Telling the Grand Jury then that it was the Defendant who changed
the passwords and not Christian Sass was a knowing and material misrepresentation to
the Grand Jury by Ofticer Martin, such that Officer Martin deprived the Defendant of her
right to due process.

7. Furthermore, implying that it was Ms. Melongo who deleted the allegedly
missing data is also a material misrepresentation. Officer Marlin explicitly stated in his

Grand Jury testimony that it was SALF computer consultants that deleted the data when
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they tried to fix the system’s problem with the passwords. Officer Martin then
knowingly and materially misrepresented to the Grand Jury by implying that Ms.
Melongo had deleted the data from SALTF computers herself. The State has tendered no
discovery showing that it was Ms. Melongo who deleted the computer files, At best the
State has only alleged that Ms. Melongo moved around some e-mails and that in the
aftermath of Ms. Mclongo's termination, SALF deleted their own data from their
computers.

8. Officer Martin had no information from any computer experts hired by
SALT that “their computers had been aceessed by the outside or intruded upon from the
outside.” (p.6, linc 22 — p. 7 line 4 of the May ’ﬂ!? Grand Jury Transcript). Officer
Martin’s investigation showed that exactly the opposite was true. The experts hired by
Save a Life, Brian Salerno and Don Peterﬁlnf‘ Critical Technology Solutions, only stated
that there was “uncertainty as to the catalyst for data loss.” (Exhibit #3, May 18, 2006 e-
mail to Officer Martin of the Schiller Park Police Dept). Employees of SALF told
Officer Martin that the internet connection (DSL) was detached from the servers. (See
Exhibit #1, Officer Martin’s supplementary police report p.2, 2™ paragraph). Officer
Martin materially and knowingly misrepresented these facts to the Grand Jury such that
the Defendant’s right to due process was violated,

9, No where in the discovery provided by the State docs anyone from Critical
Technology Solutions, Brian Salerno, or any other entity hired by SALF state that they
“trac[ed] the individual responsible for intruding on the system.” Officer Martin brought
in a computer expert through the police department or Attorney General, a Ms. Monge, to

perform a forensic examination on Ms. Melongo’s computer, Ms, Monge was not
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brought in by SALF., Her examination generated 555 pages of data history. It is claimed
by the State that this expert will link the Defendant to the servers that were allegedly
tampered with. However, the Defense can nol cross examine or investigate these claims
without a), a computer experl of its own, and b), information as to the wherecabouts of
Ms. Monge. It has been four years since this alleged crime tock place and the State has
yet to provide any information for this wilness.

10.  In any event, it was cither a discovery violation or a material
misrepresentation to the Grand Jury to say that the experts hired by SALF traced the
deletion of data back to the Defendant. The State has never tendered an explanation or
any documentation showing that any of the SALF computer experts traced anything to
Ms. Melongo. This was a knowing material misrepresentation by Officer Martin such
that Ms. Melongo’s due process rights we:.v: violated.

11.  Det. Martin also materially misrepresceniced the alleged connection that
existed between Ms. Melongo and the SALF servers:

*Q: During your investigation were you able to determine from whalt location

Ms. Melongo accessed the computer on both April 28" of 2006 and May 1*

20067

A: Yes. It was a Comeast [P address that was billed to and was assipned to the

modem at Ms, Melongo’s address in Palatine.” (p.11, G.J.T, lines 12-17)."

Again, this was a material and purposeful misrepresentation to the Grand Jury.
Therefore, the charpes against Ms. Melonge should be dismissed. Officer Martin knew

that Comeast could not find anyone named Annabel Melongo listed as a customer at the
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time in question; that Comcast had no Comecast aceount billed to Ms. Melongo’s address
for the dates in question; Comeast had no record of any Comcast Modem being active at
Ms. Melongo's address on the dates in question; and finally, that Comeast could not tell
Detective Martin if the IP address in question was assigned to, or in any way associated
with either Ms. Melongo or her home address. {See Exhibit #4 return of Detective
Martin’s Comeast subpoena).

Discovery Yiolations

12, To date the State has failed to tender:

a. The names and addresses of the other individuals who Carol Spizziri
and others at SALI have accused of accessing her computers, such as her
ex-husband or the name m‘_td_z.iddress of the former “IT [professional] who
corrupted [the] system.” (See Exhibit 2, e-mail from Spizziri to Salerno
5/1/06, 6:04 pm);
b. The name, address, date of birth and C.V. of Ms. Monge. As well as an
expert report that complies with Illinois Supreme Court Rule 411(a)(iv), as
defined in case law. The current report does not specifically delineate the
expert’s findings or how the expert came to those findings. The current
report only delinsates what actions Ms. Monge took in her investigation.
13.  The State has, on information and belief, not properly preserved either the
computer servers in question, or Ms. Melongo’s lap top computer so that they may be
examined by the Defense’s computer expert. Don Peters, of Critical Technology
Solutions, has already opined that because of the actions of SALI employees

immediately after the data loss, the information on the computers is not accurate and
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lacks a proper chain of custody. (Exhibit #3, May 18, 2006 c-mail to Officer Martin of

the Schiller Park Police Dept).

Wherefore, for the foregoing reasons, ANNABEL MELONGO respectfully
requests that the Court dismiss the Grand Jury Indictment charging her with Computer
Tampering as the State’s wilness knowingly misrepresented many facts of material
importance such that Ms. Melongo was denied due process. Furthermore, Defendant
respectfully requests that the Court dismiss all charges against the Defendant because the
State did not properly preserve material evidence for examination by the Defense, nor

have they properly disclosed exculpatory material or expert reports.

Respectfully submiited,

7 S

Gﬁltﬁrnﬂy for Defendant —

/J Nicolas Albukerk
111 E. Wacker, Suite 555
Chicago IL 60601
773 847 2600
Fax: 773 847 0330
Adtorney # 37955
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Annabelelongo

----- Forwarded Message ----
From: cspizzirri@salf.org
To: melengo annabel@yahoo.com

Sent: Monday, May 1, 2006 8:31:40 FPM

org>

Subject: [Fwd: RE: downed system]
———————————————————————————— Original Message

Gubject: BE: downed system

From: "Brian J, Salerno" <Brian.Salerno@True-Consult, com>
Date: Mon, May 1, 2006 7:5B pm

To: "M'Carol Spizzirri'" <caspizzirri@sall,

How...... and still wWow.

Sorry for how EFar behind you are.
obstacle now--given the fact that some people

can't. I'll kalk to Don tomorrow and figure out our game plan

Thanks for the follow up...... skill,

Brian.

————— Original. Message-----
From: Carol Spizzirrl
Senkt: Monday, May 01, 2006 6:04 PM
To: Brian Salerno

Subject: RE; downed system

Think we found who -

The permiss

Why doesnt she just mail in a confession.

ions. are clearly the
can see the data ard soms
for it.

[mailto:cspizzirrifszall,org]

Annabell called x4 and stopped in three - left message on my cell offering

to fix our problem. Very similar te former IT

who corcupted system. [ave

not spoke with her - she refused to speak with Christian - ge figuro!
Tks much for your followthrough - we are so behind it hurts.

hhhhh Original Message—----

From: Brian Salerno [mailto:brian.salernoBtruc-consult.com]

Sent: Saturday, April 29, 2006 Z2:22 PM
To: carol

Subject: RE: quick update from John Reeg

Thanks carol...we will put everything back later, once we recover the

data. For now, we need to just use a box that
any admin issues,

Thanks Carel,
Brian.

Sent with Wireless Syne C(rom Verizon Wireless

From;
Date:

Original Hessage -=--
"carol" <cspizeirrifisalf.org>
4729706 10:18 am

we know is clean--free of

KWIb
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snald Peters

From; Donald Peters [dpeters@thinkeritical.com]

Sent: Thursday, May 18, 2006 11:02 AN |

To: brnartin@villageofschillerpark.com

Subjeck: Save A Life Foundation Information

Attachments: Letter to Carel RE Racmrery@rts 05 11 2006 SCAN.pdf; SALF F@J&w.pdf
Imporiance: High

Datective Martin,

It was good to speak with you yesterday regarding your efforts to assist the Save A Life Foundation, As per our
discussion, | have altached the |etter | sent to Carol praviding a rough overview of the discovery and actions taken by
Critical Technology Sclutions. When | was first introduced to Carol, and apprised of the situation and actions taken pricr
ta my arrival, we discussed the next steps required for recavery vs. preservation of evidence. There was an uncertainty
as lo the calalyst for data loss as several maintenance aclions were performed just prior to the discovery of the problem. |
advised the group that with muitiple personnel attempting recovery on the drives over the pravious days, and no clear
chain of custody, the quality of any evidence discovery would be questionable at best. Carol's decision was to move
forward with recovery efforts'when it was learned that the previous backups were incomplete or missing.

In addition lo the averview lelter, | have attached 28 screenshots created during cur recovery process. Upon review, you
will note that much of the "deleted” date and time stamps indicate the period of activity appears to be April 28, 2006 from
1:20 AM, — 3:01 AM, CST. | can also provide you with a copy.of the recovered data if requested to do so by the Save A
Life Foundation. Please do not hesitate to telephone me if | can provide additional assistance.

Regards,

Donald Peters
Critical Technology Solutions, Inc.
(630) 455-0522

This message contains confidential information and s intended only for the individual named. If you are net the named
addressee you should not disseminate, distribute or copy this facsimile. Please notify the sender Immediately by
telephone if you have received this transmissian by mistake and destroy this document. Electronic transmission cannot be
guaranteed to be secure or error-free as information could be Intercepted, corrupted, lost, destroyed, arrive late or
incomplete. The sender therefore does not accept liability for any errors or omissions in the contents of this message,
which arise as a result of transmisslon. If verification is required please request verbal confirmation of the authorization
code located below. Critical Technology Solutions, Inc,, 825 N. Cass Avenue, Sulte 308, Westmaont, Illinois 60559 ---
Authorization Code: 0518061101DF

rav
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Comcant [P Foivices

{(comcast, Mooreatown, HJ 30057
BEA AT TRTETed
LS0.M T30 Fax
Juno 5, 2006

V1A FACIIMILE,

Detective William Martin

Schiller Park Police Department

2526 W. lrving Park Road

- Schiller Park, IL, 60176

Fax; 847-671.9465
He: Sabpoenn
Our File #; 1520619

Dear Detective Martin: 3

The Subpocaa dated May 25, 2006 with respect to the sbove-rclerenced matter
has been forwarded to me for a eeply. The Subpocna requests Comeast (o produce certain
internet subscriber account records portaining to the following person: Annabel I!'-lelungo, :
1218 East Long Vallcy Drive, Apt 34, Palstise, TL

i Based on tho information provided pursuant o the Subpocna, we aro unsblc to find any
information responsive to the request,

. If 1 ean be of further assistance, or if you have any questions regarding this matter, ploase
fecd foee to call me at B56.638.4022.

Very Troly Yours,

Eflﬁli'm'-}:; ?f/ﬂ"m"") "%?A

Eathleen Loughrin
Legal Response Center, Logal Analyst




' (33 Coeron Rod
(comcast 0 CoronRoad
’ 15653177272 Ted
; m“]‘ IAL LB MTTIS Fax
' June 5, 2006

YIA FACSIMILE

Detective William Martin

Sehilter Park Palice Department

9526 W. Irving Park Road

Schiller Pask, IL. 60176

Fox: 847-671-2465
Re: Subpoensa
Omar File #: 1506260

Dear Detective Martin:

The Subpocna dated May 25, 2606 with respect to the above-referenced matter has been
forwarded to me for a reply. The Subpoena requests Comeast to produce certain subscriber account
records pertaining 1o the following IP address: 24.15.202.102 on April 28, 2006 between 01:17:00
and 03:25:00 (Central), and May 1, 2006 between 20:31:48 and 20:31:41 (Mountain), and
betereen 23:01:31 and 23:01:3% (Monatain),

Bascd on the information provided pursiiant to the Subpoens, we are unable to find any
Information responsive to tha request. Upon reczipt of the Subpoenn we initizted our investigation,
We discovered that the log files we usc to make subscriber account identifications were either
incomplets of contained an error associated with the registration of the cable modan or other dovice
in question, Therefore, Comeast cannot identify the subscriber account associated with this request,

If I can be of further assistance, or if you have any questions regarding this matter, please feel
free to call me at 856.638.4022, :

Very Truly Yours,
Aellicws

Kathieen Loughrin -
Legal Responso Cm‘:cr Legal Analyst

KK



Nos. 10-3342, 10-3344, 10-3345

IN THE
APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS
FIRST DISTRICT
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS ) Appeal from the Circuit Court
} of Cook County, Illinois
Plaintiff-Appellee )
)
-Vs- ) No. ACC 100083, 93, & 94
)
LINDA L. SHELTON )
) Michael McHale
Defendant-Appellant ) Judge Presiding

ORDER

This cause coming before the court on defendant’s, pro se, petition for indigency status,
the Court being aware of the premises and with due notice being given to the parties;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED:

Motion is ALLDWED@
?_me WM fyp?f,uix b gfaéfw
m"’”w A
N 63542 1774 Qooitii Grerauhe.
ad o -7305 vvne gl ORDER ENTERED

- — MWﬂJSﬁM% JAN 2 0 201
Lax Tl (A<l svctt MPSTT

APPELLATE COURT, FIRST DISTRICT

Steven Ravid, Clerk of the Appellate Court of Illinois, First Judicial District

Aependix LL




SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS

SUPREME COURT BUILDING
JULEANMN HORNYAK SPRINGFIELD 62701 FIRST DISTRICT OFFICE
CLERK OF THE COURT 20TH FLOOR
(217) T762-2035 160 W. LASALLE ST,
CHICAGD 60601
TELECOMMUNICATIONS DEVICE {312) 7334332
FOR THE DEAF April 15, 2010
{217) 5248132 TELECOMMUNICATIONS DEVICE
FOR THE DEAF
(372} 7938185
Ms. Linda Shelton - |
9905 So. Kilbourn Ave. <t ..
Oak Lawn, IL 60453 0}5 Mﬂ& ‘,,\::%s \‘J’/‘;S
bﬂ! . M s Y A ey

Re: Three Unpaid Docket Fees in three cases:

1) L. Shelton, Movant, v. Hon. S. O'Brien, Justice of the Appellate Court, First
District, etal., respondents. Supervisory Order, Appellate Court, First District., Case
No. 108695; o

2) L. Shelton, Movant, v. Hon. W. Maddux, Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook
County, et al., etc., respondents, Supervisory Order, Appellate Court, First District,,
Case No. 108696;

3) L. Shelton, Movant, v. Hon. W, Maddux, Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook
County, etal,, etc., respondents, Supervisory Order, Appellate Court, First District,,

Case No. 108757 ﬁ;\ G‘M\?f““kwnk\ﬁ xﬁi‘{\ o

i f}*":‘:}w NS

_ R S5NTs S 5 ot
el T A NNES TP

Ms. Shelton: 4

On June 24, 2009 in one case, and on July 6, 2008 in the two other cases, you L on
entered your appearance, pro se, filed a motion in each case, and you were billed the “’}%
statutory $25.00 docket fee in each of the three cases. On July 18, 2009, August 18, 2009, ?r'“;»"’r
and, again, on September 1, 2009, this office sent you additional letters, notifying you that M
the fees remained unpaid and that they had not been received in the above three cases, ﬂ*fpf‘?”v"'r
and requested payment. Additionally, the Court’s orders denying motions to waive fees _7%,39_"}? -1,
also stated that the docket fees were due and owing. Further, the Court considered N
additional motions which you filed in the cases, with the latest motions considered at the 4“&@1 ;
January 2010 Court Term, in which the Court denied without prejudice two motions in -.:*_j-‘:»\";;)ﬂ“

N
Case No. 108695 on Janyfry 12, 2010. _ o }%f; r‘

All related attempts to collect the docket fees owed have been unsuccessful. Our - Ey@»ﬁ

records indicate that the docket fees have not been received in the above three causes, ﬁy_’?
neTe L5 ot obt-\.-\'x‘t,% woawes of " _'p{'.'r‘h. Uﬂﬁ&.ﬂ:% af ‘“H\-;;fi. iLL - S C:;}‘ ‘é‘qj;
Alie .',.'. 'rvi-"..x. mma-w*ﬂbh L..,_;&wux._ af, ety f’ Qb-"w:.ﬂf\- ) g bt B Lo Mgt
i > ERET ARSER e ST G
- O e '

' e %'L:h d . ﬁ*‘:‘ﬂf.
 Appendpein) oSt peia e gl



u"f aa_w’- .:1'«-?"“""; ‘F‘E' qjl;{afrh.‘r

the fees remain unpaid, and you have subsequently failed to respond to our letters and
requests for payment. We now must advise that, pursuant to an order of this Court, we will
no longer accept any papers or documents from you for filing. A copy of that order is
enclosed.

Very truly yours,
9 2 ! E )
Clerk of the Supreme Court

Enclosura
JHLIMB



AORM MO 2

State of Illinois
Supreme Court

-

At a Term of the Supreme Court, begun and held in Springfield, on Monday, the _thirteenth
May ' , 19 91

day of

Present: Ben K. Miller, Chief Justce

Justice William G. Clark Justice Thomas J. Moran
Justice Horace L. Calvo Justice Michael A. Bilandic

Justice James D. Heiple Justice Charles E. Freeman

In re:
' M.R. 7576

Unpaid Fees

O
&
E

Effectlve immediately, the Clerk of the Supreme Court is
directed to refuse to file any documents tendered by an attorney
or party if that attorney or party is in arrears in paying to the

Clerk of this Court any fee required by statuta.

IN WITNESS WHERECF, I have heresunto
subscribed my name and affixed the

FILED Seal of said Court this 23rd
of May 1591.
MAY 2 31881 : g,ad.uww ?Ciﬁ-u%asz

Clerky
Supreme Court of the State of Il_linais.

Ad-3

SUPREME COURT CLERK



melongo « Search Results «

HOME

Chicago’s Political Prisoner Partially Released and
Then Gagged

0 Share/Save B3 2 5 =
Thomas Barton, filirois Pay-to-Play Political Commentator

On October 19 last, you read here of the continuing incarceration of former Save-aA-Life
Foundation (SALF) employee Annabel Melongo in the Crook County Jall. There’s been a new
development in her case,

After 18 months in the slammer, Ms, Melongo has been released under house arrest. But
she’s ferbldden to speak to the media. Hinods Pay-to-Play has made no effort to contact her,
not wishing e endanger her semi-freedom from jail, if not her freedom under the First
Amendment to the US Constitution,

The website Sisehar posted a thank you note she sent to saveral bloggers wha kept her case
alive during the last 16 months.

Alegadhy, Ilingis Attorney General Lisa Madigan's office continues to "investigate”™ the
5853,709 state and federal dollars in grant monles received by the SALF, but not reparted an
their Farm 990 to the state. Nor, presumably, reported to the IRS's via the federal 990, If
you think there's a real AG investigation underway into the matter, then check the classified
ads for cheap Florida swamp land.

Hey, what's less than a million missing government dollars in the greater scheme of the
national version of Illinois’ Pay-to-Play metastasizing throughout the United States of
America? Billlons are slipping away in various green, GM, Fannie & Freddie, and other
schemes, The redistribution of wealth is in full throttle — but not going to the poor, but to the
players. But that's another story,

One wonders: What's the Court afraid that Ms. Melongo might say about what she withessed
at SALF before it went belly-up in 20097 What names of prominent pols {at the state and
federal levels) might she mention? And where did unaccounted for government grant monies
representing nearly 10% of SALF's receipts go over the years of its operation?

Melongo was in a position to ses where the money went; now she's gagged. After being
framed for cormupting their computer system. IUs the Chicago Way.

These are questions that the relentless investigative reporters at the Chicaga Tribune and
sun-Times are probing even as you read this — ah..,well, no theyre nat,

Fact is, well never know where the money went. But, look, it's chump change,
Unfortunately, the citizens of Crook County and Hlingis are the chumps.

hitp:/fillimoispaytoplay.com/?s=melongo
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Tanged as: Annabel Malango, Attorpey General Lisa Madigan, chicaga, Chicago N MM
Sun Times, Chicago Tribene, Crook County Jzil, Mlinois Attomey General Lisa
Madigan, IRS, Lisa Madigan, Mz, Melongo, SALF, Save-A-Life Foundation, Sidabar

Annabel Melongo, the Machine’s Political Prisoner
For Over 18 NMonths

@ Shara/Save [l 3 3 =
Thornas Barton, Mngis Pap-to-Play Political Conthentator

Annabel Melonge has been locked-up in the Crook County Jail since April 10, 2010, Yet,
she's been convicted of no crime. Her bail, originally set at $500,000 (13, is now $300,000.

Annabel's a single, legal Immigrant from Cameroon. She has no family here. She can't
make bail,

Melengo's a political prisonar,

Her story, and the saga of the now-defunct Save A Life Fowndation (SALF) where she was
once emploved as a computer specialist, has been covered by several new media outlets
including the American Thinker, Andrew Breitbart's Sig Government and Big Joumalism, the
Cincinnatibeacan.com and the Chicago Daily Obsenver

Melanga's problems with the Cook County State’s Attorney began back in 2006, The
Cincinnalf Beacon summarized the baginning of her ordeal,

“Annabel Melongo s @ computer professional, bom in Camercon, who has lived and
warked in the Chicago area since 2003. From December - April, 2006, she warked for
the Save-A-Life Foundation (SALF), a nonprofit whese charter was to teach first aid to
children in public schoals,

Founded in 1993, SALF was a member organization of the Federal Emergency
Management Agency and over the years received close to §9 million in federal and state
funding. Since Movember 2006, SALF has been the subject of about a dozen news
reports around the country that ralse serious concerns about the organization’s claims,
activities, and finances.

In Cctober 2006, Annabel was charged with destroying SALF's files, among them
financial records. Those charges were entirely based on claims made by SALF's
founder/president Cargl 1, Spizzirm of Graystake, IL. According to multiple news reparts,
Spizzirri has a history of serious fabrications, including the false claim that she is a
Registered Murse; that she worked as a renal transplant nurse in a Milwaukee hospital;
and that she eamed a BSN degree from a Wisconsin college whose name she
misspetled on her OV, According to a recent sworn affidavit, in 1985 a Milwaukee court-

http://illincispaytoplay.com/?s=melongo
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ordered psychologist, Dr. Burton 5. Silberglitt, dizgnosed Spizzind as ‘parancid
schizophrenic.™

SAf Feollapsed in 2009. Spizzirt maved to California, And, after belng made aware that the
organization failed to account for $853,7049 in state and federal (CDC) grant money, the
granting of which was fadilitated by several Illinois politiclans — mostly Democrats — the
Hllincis Attorney General’s Office is supposedly investigating the organization’s finances,
Raise your hand if you believe there’s a real investigation underway,

The missing money is approximately 10% of government monies received by BALF during its
lifetime, Can we say Pay fo Aia?

Melongo was originally amrested on a complaint from Spizzirri that Melongo corrupted the
organization’s computer records from off-site, after she'd been fired. Those charges have
been put in legal imbo. Then she was arrested for audio-taping two brief innocuous,
procedural conversations with a court clerk pertaining to questions she had abaut her case,
and for posting those conversations on her website, Not smart, for sure. Annabel went to
trial and the result was a hung jury. The Cook County States Attorney's Office has decided
to go to a re-trial on those charges. Why would they do that ?

Meanwhile, she's becn sitting in the Crook County Jail now for over 18 manths,
The mainstream Chicago media isn't interested in her story.

In July 2010, a writer of the aforementioned Biy Jowmalism article reported this comment
fram a Swn Timesinvestigative reparter,

“My bosses aren’t interested in tackling the story [of Melongo).’ That's what a top
investigative reporter at a major Chicago newspaper said when I asked why the story of
annabel Melongo - former Save A Life Foundation employee — wasn't being covered,
"We'd have to spend a lob of time to get it right.” The reporter explained how, with a
limited staff of investigative reporters tasked to write one ‘investigative story” each
week, there aren't encugh resaurces to focus on the Melongo case.”

Of course they aren't interested in Melanga’s stary. Just too many well-connected Chicago
area pols ware associated with the S4L5

Meanwhile, Jaseph Cari was sentenced to three years probation for attempting to extort
millions from a state pension fund for school teachers, Go Agure.,

According to the on-line Crook County Jall's Inmate Report, Melongo comes before a judge
again on October 25. Stand-by.

B Share!Save B 3+ 5 5

1 Cammen

Tagged 2s: Annabel Mel Camergon, Carol 1, Speezien, Crook Counly 13,
Federal Emergancy Management Agency, SALF, Save-A-Life Foundation
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HOME syl
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About five years ago, Chicago ABCT I-Team reporter Chuck Goudie, in a seres of Big Gowvernmen
imvestigative reports, exposed the questionable veradity of the founder of the Save A Life e
Feundation (SALF) and the organization’s claimed achievements. Here is the first of Goudig's Bl el West Side
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That was the beginning of the end for the "charity” founded in 1993. During its lifetime, the & .Jun

SALF received millions of dollars (37 856,869 to be exact) in federal ($2.6 million alons from
the Centers for Disease Controf) and state grants from several Tllingis agendies.

SALF lived off the state and federal largess by enjoying the advocacy of a host of state dnd
federal officials, including, but not limited ta, Ame Duncan, who ran the Chicago Public
Schools then and is now the Secretary of Education, Illinois State Democrat Senators Emil
Jones and Donnie Trotter, plus U.5. Senator Dick Durbin (D), and U.S. Rep. Jan Schakowsky
{0} — & very active promoter for SALF.

It wasn't all Democrats, though, who hyped SALF. Former Senator Nerm Coleman (R, MNY
tried, but failed, to get milllons mare for SALF fram the federal treasury. And, current Ilinois I ] '—}

http://illinoispaytoplay.com/tag/chuck-goudie/ 9/3/2012
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Republican Senater Mark Kirk openy supported SALF and onee accepted an award from the
“charity”. But the majority of the pols promating SALF were Democrats,

About three years after Chuck Gaudie poked a hole In the SALF balloon, it closed up shop in
2009. But that's not the end of the story,

A writer for the conservative website, Amearic Tinker, gathered all the 1llinois Form 990%
— the annual forms that all charities are required to submit reporting their receipts to the
Hllingis Attorney General's Office. When the grant monies that SALE reported having
received over the years were compared to what the various granting agencies reported
they'd given SALF aver those same years, there was a discrepancy. SALF had nat accaunted
for having recelved $853,709. Ciops!

In July 2010, this discrepancy was brought to the attention of Attarney General Lisa
Madigan’s office — where apparently math is not a strong suit since they never noticed the
discrepancy - and the AG's Charitable Trust Bureau, the department responsible for
menitoring Hllinois charities, allegedly began an investigation of SALF's finances,

Its been nearly a year-and-a-half new, and the “investigation” is still,, “open.” Of Course,
“open” doesn't necessarily mean being pursued. In only means...not clased. It could stay
open for., well, indefinitely, That would be The Chicago Way.

50 what happened to the missing maney? Can we say = Minois Pay-to-Plz)?

B Share/Save B3 ¥ < =

Tanged as: ABCT, ARCT I-Team, Amearcan Thinker, Arme Dy fCan, Centers for 1 Comment
Lizeass Control, chicana, Chicage Public Schoals, Chuck Goudie, Bick Durbin,

Donnie Teotter, Emil Jones, [- Teamm, Hiinois Republican, [ingls Bepublican

Senator Bon Kirk, Minois State Democral Seaators Emil Jones, Jan Schakowsky

Lisa Madigan, Norm Caleman, Rep, Jan Schakgwsky, Ron Kirk, SoLF, Save-A-Life

Foundation, Seceelary of Education, Senator Dick Durbin, Senator Morm Coleman,
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STATE CF ILLINOIS |
) 25
COUNTY OF COOK !

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT-CRIMINAL DIVISION

PECPLE OQF THE STATE CF ILLINOILS, !
!

-VS5-— ) No. 1OHCGOOOS
!
)

LINDA SHELTON,

REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS had at the
hearing cof the above-entitled cause before the Honorable
DEKNIS EORTER, one of the Judges of said Division, on June 9,

2014,

PRESENT;

HON., ANITA ALVAREZ, Cook County State's Attorney by
MR, XURT SMITED, Assistant State's Attorney,

on behalf of the Pecple;

MS. LINDA SHELTON, appearing pro se,

on her own behalf.

REGINA A. CLEMMER
OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER
084-004002
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THE CLERK: Linda Shelton.

THE COURT: Linda Shelton.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. Dr. Linda Shelton, sir.

THE COURT: Yes. Dr. Linda Shelton. Pro se habeas
corpus petition to conduct hers?

TH

L1

DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: I have read it.

THE BEFENDANT: Uh=huh.

THE COURT: 1Is there you want anything you want toc say
about it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. -1 zlso have the transcript from
the hearing before Judge McHalé. End in thes transcript,
Judge McHale said -- ‘

THE COURT: This is from?

THE DEFEWNDANT: From May 1llth.

THE COURT: I've got a copy of it hear as well.

THE DEFENDANT: Where I told Judge McHale I was filing a
nabeas petition as a next friend on behalf of Annabkel
Melonga. Now for over thirty days, I have been not able to
filing anything much else other than a habeas because they've
denied me stamps, transfer things, despite a court crder from
Judge McHale, ,
I have 2 supplement to that habeas on behalf of

Annabel Melonga which explains under Weber versus Garza,

P

128
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ath District Circuit Court of Appeal, where they explain --
you have to explain why you need a next friend and I haven't
been able to file this but it essentizlly -- I wanted to tell

him but he --

e
T
O

THE COURT: You are going to get a chance to tal

[

THE DEFENDANT: Judge McHale would not allow me to
because he said -- he says right here after he said, ng, you
can't file a habeas as a next friend, I said, ves, you can.
This is Page 4 and Page 5. The last half of Page 5, the
Court is saying, "The habeas petition says the defendant or
another" and I take another éc e & licensed attorney in the
State of Illinois., You are not. You have no right to file
these things.

And I said, excuse me, sir, excusse me. You are
committing an act of treason. It's an act of traason. Take
her in the back. Further up he says that filing a habeas as
a next friend is an act ¢f contempt. &nd I later, when he
brought me back, teld nim that the US Suprems Court in
US wversus Leuisiana, I think it's a 2009 case, ruled that
even the priscners in Guantaname Bay have a right to the
grand writ suspensicn clause can not be suspended and thsir

next friends, whether it's their parent or whatever, can file

g habeas petition.

Pe3
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So, Judge, McHale said he is holding me in

centempt because I filed a habeas as & next friend and on
behalf on another in Illincis law says that it's -- it ean't
pbe, that's contempt. 5Sc when a judge violates the United
States Supreme Court and the Constitution Article 1, Section
9, the suspension clause, the US Supreme Court ruled in
Aaron versus Cocper 1958 that that viclates the ocath of
cffice.

And the United States Supreme Court ruled in
U5 versus Will 1280. In their footnote, they referred to a
1800 case that when a judge purposely viclates the law and
his oath of office, he's éammitted an act of treason.

There is fu:tﬁéf case law which I haven't bkeen
able to go to the law library to and which is on my computer
¢ff home and I don't recall off the top of my head that when
g Judge commits treascn, his orders are wvoid, annulled and
have no effect.

The botteom line is, I was sent to jail by a Jjudge
committing treason, vieplating Constitution Article 1, Secztion
9, viclating the US Supreme Court Rule in US wversus
Louisiana, trying to overrule the US Supreme Court and the
Constitution; and just off the top oflhis head, Judge McHale
says it's contempt to file a habeas petition as next friend;

therefore, I am sentencing vou to 120 davs.

PPy



His orders are void. This incarceration is
illegal. He has committed an act of treachery and I have a
right under the 4th Amendment not to be held without probable
cduse or prosecuted without probable cause. There is no
probable cause here.

I followed 735 ILCS 10 which is the ciwvil code,
habeas act, which says I can file on behalf of another. The
court form even says signed defendant, attorney or a persen
on behalf of another. This judge committed treason. I am
illegally being held in jail. I object. This is outrageous,
de should be arrested and I should be freed.

Enything else ié aiding anc abetting treascgn,
punishable by ten to tweﬁéf.years, ten years to life under
US Ceode of Felony Civil Rights Vielation, 242 US Code.

THE COURT: Mr. Smitko:

MR. SMITEO: Judgs, I don't believe Ms. 3helton has
presented a proper habeas corpus petition for you. I believe
Judge dMcHale has held Ms. Shelton in contempt and I don't
oelieve she's shown how that is an illegal contention
ased on her actiohs in court. I ask that you dismiss
Ms. Shelton's habeas corpus.

THE CCOURT: Anything else that you want To say before

-

THE DEFENDANT: Well first of 211, this gentleman,

113
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presume nhe is part of the state's attorneys office and
representing the state?

THE COURT: He handles special remedies for their
cffice.

THE DEFEMNDANT: I don't even know his name. What was
his name perhaps?

THE COURT: Mr. Smitko.

THE DEFENDANT: Smitko., S-m=i-t-c-07%

THE COURT: Mo, EK-07

ME. SMITKO: - K-0«

THE DEFENDANT: He hasn't stated a valid reason to held
me in contempt. He hasn'ﬁ said what ne is suppeorting in the

contempt charge. Judge McHale tocok me in the back. He said

Jet

it's illegal., It's contempt to file habeas petition as a
next friend. I mean, you can't viclate the US Supreme Court.
This is incredible. You can't do that.

If you do that as a judge, you've lost
jurisdiction. Your gorders are wvoid. Sc any order afrter tha
first couple of pages when he savs you can't file as next
friend is void, period.

US Supreme Court has spoken repeatedly and I
guoted him. Any other decision other than to vacate his

orders and agree to hear my petitions for habsas on behalf of

Annabel Melongz and file this supplement that I was

pel
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explaining why because she is a Camerconian citizen. 5he
cdoesn't speak English. She is an alien.

She doesn't understand the difference between
Roman English law because she needs a little help to get it
filed which under Weber versus Garza 13978, 5th District, you
have to show that which I have.

I mean, there is been no argument by the judges
that is valid holding me in contempt, a lot of argument where
he has simply committed treason. He wviolated his oath of
office, nis orders are void so none of this chargss of
contempt sre valid. Period.

THE COURT: All right. Yéur habeas corpus petition,
Or. Shelton, is denied fcr‘Lhm following reasons. Habeas
corpus 1s a remedy that either something has happened over
the passage of time that justifies your release which usually
shortens your sentence; or 2, the issuing court did net have
jurisdicticon. That is vour =--

THE DEFENDANT: That's my argumsnt. No jurisdiction
which is supported by the US Supreme Court.
THE COURT: I follow wyou. That's your axzgument 1n this

case. Your complaint, however, is that vou don't agree with

Judge McHale's orders that he entered.

THE DEFEMDANT: HMNo. It's not that I don't agree.

THE CQURT: That does not make them -- you say they are

pet7
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wrong. That doesn't make them wvoid. That makes them
voidable.

THE DEFENDANT: No. No. No.

THE COURT: Your remedy is corrected.

THE DEFENDANT: That's not what 1 said, Your Honor.
didn't say are voidable. I said the US Supreme Court and

other case law has rulsd that they are vold pericd, no

effect, annulled, because a judge can not make a ruling in

vielating the law. He would be legislating,

THE CCURT: I understand what you are saying but you are

wreng on the law. They are voidable.

THE DEFENDANT: You are totally wrong. WNow, I can go to

the US Supreme Court. Just give me a copy of the order.
THE COURT: Your remedy is direct appeal basically.
THE DEFENDANT: Direct appeal. Since there are ne

court cn a habeas to the US Supreme Ccurt which I will be

happy to do.

THE COURT: Ycu motion for habeas corpus is denied.

Thiz is transferred back to Judge McHale instanter.

THE DEFENDANT: Judge, can I have a copy of the order

today so I can file immediately with the US Supreme Court?

written.

THE COURT: I suppose that you can write up & order

pes

4
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appeal of habeas in Illinois, vyou go directly from the local
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saying that the motion for habeas corpus is denied.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. A&nd, Judge, could you please make
another crder to the Department of Corrections that I have
access to law library enforcing Judge McHale's order? They
are in contempt. It's been a week since he wrote the order.

I have been in jail a month on this void,
unconstitutional, treacherous charge. I have not heen given
envelopes so I can't have access to the court. Someone just
mailed me the federal habeas petition for the US Supreme
Court which I will be filing. I can't file without envelopes
and stamps and I can't file without going to the law liprary
at least looking up a couple éf cases.

And it's tﬂtali? illegal tc be -- to be refusing,
you know, follow a court order of Judge McHale. So either
held the Department of Corrections in contempt or order them

to -=- I am asking for a rule to show csuse really,

THE COURT: Well, vyou have to take that up with Judge

THE DEFENDANT: He is not going to do znything. He is =z
treasonous.

THE COQURT: That's his order. It's not my order. I am

not going to order them to do anything.

THE DEFEMNDANT: I am just telling you and I want to say

on the record. Judge McHale has no jurisdiction or authority

PP T
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over me. He refuses to do anything. He is & traitor. He
should be arrested.

And everyboedy in this room who is an attorney who
has taken the ocath to support the constitution should be
going to the US Attorney and telling them that Judge McHale
needs to be arrested and I need to be freed and they need to
support the constitution. And anybody who doesn't is aiding
an abetting treason.

THE COURT: Court will be in recess for five minutes.
You will get your copy of the order.

THE DEFENDANT: Thank wvou.

THE COURT: Ms. Sheltcn; we will get you copy of the
order tomorrow. -

THE DEFENDANT: If I can get it within a day or twg,

o0
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STATE OF ILLINCIS !
Y 8BS
COUNTY OF C 0 0 K J

IN THE CIRCUIT CCOURT OF COQOK COUNTY
COUNTY DEPARTMENT-CRIMIMAL DIVISION
I, REGINA A, CLEMMER, an Cfficial Court

Reporter of the Circuit Court of Cook County, County
Department - Criminal Division, do hereby certify that I
reported in shorthand the proceedings had in the
above-entitled cause and that the foregeing is a true and
correct transcript of all the proceedings heard before the

HONORABLE DENNIS PORTER, Judge said court.

\]I , ) G
Py # .
AR

REGINE /A -CLEMMER

REGINA A. CLEMMER
084-004002
Dated this 1lth day

of June, 2011.
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EMERGENCY PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS
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The Petitioner further represcnts that $/he is entitled under the law to o hearing vn llabeas Corpus to test the legal-
ity of said arrest and detention. In support of the request for a hearing, the chmnnr claims as follaws: ‘*"P‘k
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Peitioner may be forthwith brought before this Honorable Courd and (bat upon the return of the Writ a day be fixed fora
fiearing to the end that the legality of sa2id arrest and detention may be |nqu|r:d into and defermined.
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Petitionerttormey, or other person on behalf of Pﬂmmm

. betng

first duly sworn on ath deposes and says that s/he has read the foregning petition signed by her/him and that sthe knows
the cantents thereaf and said is irue in substance and in faet.
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Let the Writ of Haheas Corpus issue returnable before me

Atty, Now HRAG0 O \
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EMERGENCY PETITION FOR WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS

The Petitioner respretfully represents to this Honorable Court that sthe is in the castuly of -Si-"\ﬁ.«{"\{'-ﬁ
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The Petitioner lurther represents that sthe is entitled under the Taw 1o g hearing on Talieas Corpus ta test the legal-
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )
) S8S.

COUNTY OF C 0 0 K )
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINODIS,
Plaintiff,

Vs .
08 MR 00025

MAISHA HAMILTON BENNETT,

Defendant .

REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS had at the hearing
of the above-entitled cause, before the Honorable,
PAUL P. BIEBEL, Judge of said court, on the 27th

day of AUGUST, A.D. 200%9.

PRESENT: HONORABLE ANITA M. ALVAREZ,
State's Attorney of Cook County, by
KRYSTYN DILILLO, PATRICK TURNOCK,
Assistant State's Attorneys,
on behalf of the People;

Ann Marie Payne, CSR, RPR

Official Court Reporter

2650 South California Avenue -- Room 4-C0Z
Chicago, I11inois 60608

(773) 868-6065

CSR No. 084-001645
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PROCEEDIMNGS
THE COURT: Maisha Hamilton Bennett.
MS. DILILLO: Ms. Shelton is here.
MS. SHELTON: Your Honer, I have an
amended petition for habeas. This is on
Or. Hamilton. I am Dr. Linda Shelton.

Pr. Hamilton was declared unfit
illegally by Judge Gainer and ordered to Elgin
Mental Health Center.

I alsc have a copy of the
statute -- made an error of law last time saying a
non-attorney could not testify or speak at an
evidentiary hearing. Habeas petition specifically
says non-attorneys can speak in Section 735 ILSC
5/10-120. I have a copy for you if you would like
it.

And so I am asking leave to amend
the complaint because of the declaration of
unfitness. Judge Gainer ruled Dr. Hamilton unfit
because he --

THE COURT: Ma'am, just me be a second.
MS. SHELTON: The case is void --
THE COURT: Ma'am, please give me a

second. You are speaking over me, and I want to

; ?§9
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read at least what ycou gave me.
(WHEREUPON, a brief pause
was taken.)

THE COURT: A1l right. You indicated to
me -- let's get on the record and we haven't heard
from the State.

M5. DILILLO: Assistant State's Attorney
Krysfyn Dilillo.

MS. SHELTON: ©Dr. Linda Shelten next
friend of Dr. Maisha Hamilton Bennett,
B-E-N-N-E-T-T.

THE COURT:” "You have indicated to me,
Ms. Shelton, teday that Ms. Bennett was found
unfit by Judge Gainer since we here last? Is that
what you are telling me?

MS. SHELTON: In a bench trial.

MS. DILILLO: Excuse me. Should we
bring the defendant out?

MS. SHELTON: Yes.

THE COURT: Is she here?

MS. DILILLO: She 1is here.

THE COURT: I thought she had been moved

already.

MS. DILILLO: She is here.
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MS. SHELTON: HMay I hand ycu post
amended complaint, sir?

THE COURT: Wait until everybody is
here.

MS. SHELTON: Okay.

(WHEREUPON, a brief pause
was taken.)

THE COURT: Good morning, Ms., Hamilton
Bennett, is that right?

THE DEFEMDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: I was informed that since
you were here last-week that Judge Thomas Gainer
found you unfit, is that right?

THE DEFENDANT: That is correct, and
that is one of the reasons why I am here today.

THE COURT: If he found you unfit, then
under the circumstances, I can proceed no further
today except to appoint counsel on your behalf.

THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, I have a
motion for expungement nunc pro tunc and also as
of today --

THE COQURT: I am not hearing anything
from you because another judge, at least at this

stage of the proceeding, has found you unfit:; and

; RQU___
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under the circumstances, I cannot proceed further.

MS. SHELTON: Your Honor, [ have a
proposed amendad emergency petition for habeas
corpus that the statute allows me to file with
your leave.

THE COURT: Ma'am --

MS. SHELTON: Your Honor, can I give it
to you?

THE COURT: Just wait for a second.
Your statute -- the statute you make reference to
which is 735 ILCS 5/10-120 makes reference to hear
evidence produced bﬁ'any person interested or
authorized to appear.

It doesn't state that that person
can act as an attorney, and I think I am
relatively cognizant of the laws with regard to
the practice of Tlaw.

This is what I am going to do.
Since Ms. Hamilton Bennett has been found unfit by
another judge in this building, I cannot proceed
further unless there is a representative made in
this regard.

And I am going to appoint counsel

to represent Ms. Bennett. And I have just been

a RR12,
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informed of this a minute ago, but I am going to
appoint Professor Daniel Coyne from the Chicago
Kent Law School to look at this and to represent
you on this behalf.

I am making a finding today that
the statute does not allow you, Dr. Shelton, to
appear as next of friend or as, in effect, a
lawyer in this case.

And I will allow a lawyer 1o
represent Ms. Bennett and somebody who is known to
this Court and somebody'who is respected by this
Court. —

Under the circumstances today since
there is an unfit finding, 1 am proceeding no
further in this case other than to indicate I am
appointing Professor Daniel Coyne. And somebody
of my staff will so inform him, and that is all I
am going to do today.

MS. SHELTON: Your Honor, the statute
says next friend can file 2 complaint. 3Statute
also says the next friend that -- complaints c¢an
be amended at any time. I am just simply asking
you today to allow me to amend the complaint.

THE COURT: HMa'am, I am not --

? Qs
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MS. SHELTON: That is not being a
Tawyer. It says in the statute next friend. It
says on the habeas petition person on behalf of
the petitioner. It is part of the law, Your
Honor. I don't think you want to file violate the
law, Please read the law and follow the law.

THE COURT: Ma'am, I am cognizant of the
law, I read the statute today. I have made a
ruling that I will appoint counsel for
Dr. Bennett, and that counsel will review this
case,

I am not accepting any other
pleadings today because it is a critical change in
this from last week,

MS. SHELTON: So you have denied leave
for next friend to file an amended complaint?

THE COURT: I have denied leave at this
stage to do --

MS. SHELTON: Okay. This 1is geing
directly to Federal District Court. Thank, Your
Honor. Have a nice day.

THE DEFENDANT: May I ask a guestion?

THE COURT: I am also making the finding

that there is a critical change in this case, and

5 QoM
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there is no indication that there has been
communication between them and us. That 1is all.

THE DEFENDANT: May ask a question,
please?

THE COURT: Yes.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

THE COURT: No. Tell you what, no. 1
don't want you to ask anything. I think it is to
your detriment to be asking questions in view of
what is going on here.

With that in mind, I am going to
set this for a short period. Please notify
Professor Coyne to come in on this case to get a
hold of Ms. Maisha Hamilton Bennett. She has been
found unfit. Where is she have being kept? Here
in County Jail?

MR. TURNOCK: Yes.

THE DEFENDANT: Do I have a right to
file a habeas on my own behalf in regard to this
whole fitness jssue?

THE COURT: HNo. I am not allowing to
you file anything because you have been found
unfit. I will hold this for September 2nd. which

is next week I believe.

g Qq1s
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MS. SHELTON: Your Honor, for
information of the court, Judge Gainer has ordered
that she be sent to Elgin immediately.

THE COURT: If it is up on September
2nd, continue your writ to be here on
September 2nd.

THE CLERK: 101, Judge?

THE COURT: Yes, 101. By agreement
September 2nd. That is going to be order of
court, order of court.

A1l right. You will be writted
back here, Ms. Haminon. from the Cook County
Jail,

(WHEREUPON, the case was

continued to 9/2/09.)

0 ARl
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STATE OF ILLINCIS )
} SS.
COUNTY OF C 0 0 K )

I, ANN MARIE PAYNE, Official
Shorthand Reporter of the Circuit Court of Cook
County, County Department - Criminal Division, do
hereby certify that I reported in shorthand the
evidence had in the above-entitled cause and that

the foregoing is a true and correct transcript of

all the evidence heard.

Ann Marie Payne

CSR. No. 084-001645

Official Shorthand Reporter

Circuit Court of Cook County

County Department - Criminal Division

__@w /r 7[)«?@# ___________
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