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£ -/é DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES ;‘1‘1‘1‘]1 ' Office of the Secratary
ES
1f.‘\\"-l-*.v.u-s
Washington, DG, 20231

(Clase No. 2006-0425 RE

April 30. 2010

Linda L. Shelton, PRD., M.D.
4020 W, 105 Sireet, IN
Oak Lawn. Illinois a0as2

Dear Dr. Shelton:

This is in response to your Apri! 6, 2006, Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) request
for the applications and re-cemifications of the Ilinois Medicaid Fraud Control Unit
issved to the lllinois State Police Medicaid Fraud Control Unit {rom 2000 through

2006,

The Office of the Inspector Genera! (O1G) performed a search and located 256 pages of
records responsive to vour request, of which 248 are enclosed. [ have determined to
withheld eight (8) of the located pages, in-their votirety, including three (3) pages of
pre-decisional material under FOIA exemption 3, three (3) pages containing
information that could identify individuals under FOTA exemptions 6 and 7{C), two {2)
pages detailing types of investigations and how the investigations were conducted
under FOIA exempticn 7(E); and. portions of the released pages under FOIA

exemptions &, 7{C) and WE).

Exemption 3 permits the withholding of intra-agency records which are predecisional and
contain staff advice, opinion ané recommendation. This exemption is intended to presarve
free and candid internal dialogue leading to decision-making. Exemption 6 permits tha
withtholding of information that if releaszc would constinite a clearly unwarranted
invasion of personzl privacy, Exemption 7(C} permits the withhiolding of records
compiled for law enforcement purposes when disclosure could sonstitute an unwarranted
invasion of personal privacy. Exemption 7{E) permits the withholding of records
compiied for law enforcement purposes when disciosure would disclose technigues and
procedures for law enforcement investigations of prosecutions. or would disclose
ruidelines for law enforcement investigations or prosecutions if such disclosure could
reasonably be expected to risk circumvention of the law.

There are no charges for FOTA services. in this instance. becauee the fees are under our
325.00 billing threshold,
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Oifice of Ingpector Genera

washingloa, DS Higm
AIG — 9

Don Thorpe, Director

Minois StatePolice

Medicaid Fraud Cantrof Uai
400 lsle Park Place, Suite 302
Springfield. llincis 62718

Dear Mr, Thompe:

As part of the recertification process, we have reviewed documentation submitted by
your office including the Unit's Arnual Report, the quarterly statistical reports, and the
responses to the questionnaire previously forwarded to yau. Also reviewed were the
responses to the questionnaires submitted to the Gffice of Inspectar General, Chicago
Field Office and the lllincis Deparment of Public Aid, Office of Inspector General.

The information provided reflects that the Unit's activilies during the last twelve month
cerification period have been directed towards combating fraud and abuse commitied
against the State's Medicaid program. The Unit has fulfilled the statutory requirement

of sections 1903 (a)(6); 1803 (b)(3): and 1303 (1) of the Social Securly Acl, as
amended by the Medicare-Medicaid Anti-Fraud and Abuse Amendments (P.L. 95-142)
and section 336 of the Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act of 1880, (P.L. 96-4389).

The Hiinois Unit is cerified as meeting the Federal requirements applicable lo the
operation of a State Medicaid Fraud Control Unit (42 CFR, Part 1007). The
certification period covers one year, ending June 30, 2002. in order for Federal
financial participation to continue after that date, an application for recertification should
be submitted for review fo the Slate Medicaid Oversight and Policy Staff (SMOPS) no
later than April 30, 2002

if you have any questions concerning this resedification, please contact Dorothy
James, Program Analysl, SMOPS, at (202) 619-2547.

Sincerely yours,

. e /r oy
St I ¢ LU P,
s Ve HE N

Franéﬂahﬂk :
Assistantinspector General

for Investigative Oversight
and Support
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ILLINOGIS STATE POLICE
Offee of the Deovetor

Grorge . Ryvan Fam W, Malea
Lrvermar Doestar

Fuly 26, 2001

Mr. Josenh Prekker

Director, State Medicaid Oneersight and Policy Saff

U.5. Department of Heahth

and Human Services

Office of Inspector General

330 Independence Avenue 5 W

Room 5451, Cohen Building !
Washingten, D.C. 20201

TDresar dr. Prekker

Enclosed you will find the anngal report for the Mineis Medicsid Frawd Centrol Unit.  This report was .

prepared nsing the rules and regulations of section 1903(z}(6), 1903(g) of the Social Sccority Act, asamended
by the Medicars-Medicaid Awti-Fraud and Abuse Ameodments and a5 required by 42 CFR 10071 thromgh 23

‘The Blinois State Police hopes that this repart will coroplete 2l requited submissions for receriification of the
lincis Medicaid Fravd Contrel Unit for the period July 1, 2001 through June 30, 2002

Respectfully,

Sam W, Nolen

Drirector

By.  Don Thorps

Dhrector
Mediczid Fraod Coniral Uit

DT: g

125 Eazt Monree * Hoom (03
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. Do the Unit investigators have law enforcement authority”

ves. The Unit has 56 sworn lilinois Stzte Police officers who have full law enfercement gthority

ntto 20 ILCS 262073, However, the Unit also has 11 contractual investigators whe do not

pursua
possess law cnforcement powers, bt who may act undes the direction of a sworn [ilinois State Police

oifiger.

2. Do the Unit attorneys prosecute cases, or do they refer cases 1o other prosccum:ial authoritzs?
If the Unit does refer cases to other authorities for prosecution, describe the relationship with those
authorities? Describe any problems currently hampering prosecution of Unit cases. Do you invite

the SURS staff to participate in training spopsored by the Unit?

The Unit’s legal advisor, who has been designated 25 a Specisl Assistant Attorney Generai, works
in conjunction with seven coniractual Assistant Attomeys General. Five of the attorneys ars based
in Chicago while the remaining two are based in Springfield. The attorneys both prosecute and refes
cases for prosecution depending on (he clrcumslances. However, there exists ong significant point
of comtention in regards to the progecution of state cases. The Anomey General cannot take %
exciusive power gver the prosecution of those cases over _which the Stale’s Altorpey 2iso has
authority. This stems from the Tllinois Supreme Court’s ruling in State of Jilinais v. Ruffale
Confectionary Company, 18 1il'2d 447 {1930}, In Buffalo Confectionery, the count recontiled twe
statutes dealing with the powers and duties of the Stete's Atorney and the Attomey General.
Despite the Attorney Generzl’s lack of independent prosecutorial authenty, fhere have not beenany
serious obstecles to prosscuting Unit cases. The Unit penerally refers abuse and neglect cases to the
appropriaste State Attomey's Office with such referrals being monitored by the Attorey General’s
Office. 1f the severity and frequency of abuse and neglect allegations conesmning & particular leng
term care facility give rise to an overall quality of care issue, the matter will be referred 1o the
Aftorney General’s Office. The Unit is a member of thyee health care task forces operating in the
Northern, Central, and Southern Districts of lllinois. Task force cases are investigaied jointdy by
state and federal agents, and then prosecuted by the respective U.S. Attomey’s Office Overall, the
Unit enjoys a good working relationship with all

prosecutorial authonties operating within the state.
Surveillance Utilization Review System sieff are Inv
Health Care Task Force,

ited to monthly mectings of the Centrat lllinais )

/ \{\'.‘:.

.

3. Describe the Unit's training program. Include a list ot trajain
by staff during the past year.

(1

L]

-

phesed training program. The first phase is a 20-hour Basic
to orient new personne]. The course is taught
ond phase is the Basic Investigators Courss

The Unit has implemented a three
Medicaid/Medicare Fraud, Abuse, and Megleet Course

by senior Unit investigators and prosecutars. The sec
which is a six-week course saught at the Jilinois Staic Police Acadermy. Newly hired, non-swomn

Unit investigators are required to catjsfactorily complele this training. The third phase is one-waek
NAMICLU Basic Medicaid Fraud Training Program. This taining will be condveied during the
week'ol June 25th in Springfield, Illincis. Additional trzining is provided monthly during task force
meetings. During each meeting, a guest speaker addresses issues thai are germane (0 the duties and

responsibilities of the 1ask force.
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Rclow is a list of all training conferences or programs atiended by Unit personrel duning the period
April 1, 2000, through March 21, 2001

MOMTHIYEAR # PERSONS HAME OF COURSE
ATTENDING
700 I HCFA4 2000 Region V Fraud Conference
500 i Certificd Fraud Examiner's Computer Training
o) 3 MAMFCU 2000 Annuval Conference
11500 3 Mational Health Care Anti-Frand Asseciation 2000

Annual Training Confersnce

Basic Medicaid™Medicare Fraud, Abuse, and Neglect

201 33
Cirientation
301 i LEADS 2000 Symposium
EH| 2 MAMFCU Director’s Symposism

4. Describe the accounting system controlling Fe defaj-gmm funds received from the Departnent of
Health and Human Services, and the comtrols used by the Unit Director io review the expenditure
of funds. If any reductions in State funds have been made, or have been formally proposed, what

impact will they have on the Unit's mission?

The Winois State Police Medicaid Fraud Control Unit's personal services are funded by monies in
the State’s General Revenue Fund (GRF). The Govemor and the Bureau of the Dudget approve
monies appropriated from the GRF by the Llinois Gentral Assembly. As with all Suie
appropriations, the Unit adkeres to all State rules and regulations pertaining to fiscal maners.

The Unit uses the Uniform Siatewide Accounting System and complies with the mandates of the
* Hlinois Purchasing Act. Prior to any Unit changes, the Unit Director must jnitiate the change using
a Merchandise Request Form which describes the transaction, identifies the appropriste account
code, and indjcetes whether the change was budgeted for and approved by the State and federal
grantor. Upon the conclusion of every quarier, ai] expenditures are reviewed by the Illinois State
Police, Office of Finance and Budget, and a reimbursement claim is then submitted to the U.S.
Depertment of Health and Human Services for 73 percent of all qualifying expenses. The Unit's
operating lines, including expenses related to Auomney General's Office legal support staff, are
fedesally funded. Federal draw downs are completed monthly for expenditure reimbursement. Any

remaining expenses are included in the quarterly fiscal report and are reiminrsed at 75 peacent.
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ILLIXOIS STATE POLICE MEDICAID FRAUD CONTROL UNIT BESPONSE TO
RECERTIFICATION (JUESTIONNAIRE. FOR UNTT DIRECTORE

Do the Unit investigators have law enforcement authority?

Yes. The Unit has 13 investigators who axe swom officers with the Tiinois State Police and
hive foll lsw enforcement suthority under 20 ILCS 262003, The Umt also employs cight
contractual investigators who are not sworn and do not have Jaw enforcement authority under
Tiinois law but who may act at the direction of a swom IlEnois State Police officer,

Do the Unit attorneys prosecute cases, or do they refer cases to other prosecutorial
authorities? Jf the Unit does refer cases {o other quthorities for prosecution, describe the
relationshipwith those authorities. Describe ony problems currently hampering prosecution
of Unit cases. Do you imire the SURS staff to participate in training sponsored by the Urit?

The Unit attorney has no independent avthority to prasecute cases in Illinais courts; however,

she 35 2 Special Assistant U.S. Attorney in the Central Disutice of Minois and 2 Special
Assistant Atormey General and may proséaile cases under the jurisdiction of these entities.
The Unit refers cases to the Hlinois Attomey General's Office, the vanous Nlinois Stare’s

Antorneys’ Offices, and the three ULS. Attomneys” Offices i Himois,

The Unit contractually employs five Assistant Attorneys General who prosecute andior assist
in the prosecution of all Unit Medicald fraud cases. Four of these attoreys are domiciled in
Chicago, and onc is domiciled in Springfield; however, they travel to the appropriate
jurisdiction as negessary. Additionsily, the Uit is a partner in the three district heaith care
task forces operating i the Northern, Central, and Southern Districts of Dlinods, o working
with the varjous siate and federal agencies represented on these task forces, if the Unit
believes one of its cases merits federal adjudication, the prosecution of such case may be
handled by the appropriate U.S. Attomey’s Office. These cases are usually worked as o joint
investigation with the state and federal agenties on the task force which has increased the
effiiency of the Unit immeasurably. TheUnit refersiis health care abuse and/or peglect cases
tothe appropriate county’s State’s Attomey’s Office for prosecution on a case-try-case basis,
and these referrals are monitored by the Aflomey General's Office. If the nomber of abust
and/or neglect allegations reccived regarding & pasticular facility gives fise 10 an overall
quality of care/fraud issue, the case will first be referred to the Attorney General's Office.

The Unit training program is discussed in det afl below.

Describe the Unit’s raining program. Include a Jist of rratning conferences or programs
attended by siaff during the pes year.

The Unit has a three-pant internal raiming program. The frst part of the program is & basic
investigations course, All sworn Hlinois State Potice personnel must satisfactorily complete
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DEC-D§—05 QEE4?H Linda Shelton, Ph.D., M.D 708 422-8023 FP.O2

OFFICE OF THE ILLINOIS ATTORNEY GENERAL
COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
CHICAGO , E£0601

LISA MADIGAN CRIMINAL DIVISION

ATTORNEY GENERAL 100 WEST RARNDOLPE ST. 12TH FL
Chicago, Illinois 60601
{312) B14-5130

_Linda Shelton__
153

RE: 04CR-17571
Ms., Shelton:

Please be advised that on July 15, 2004 you were indicted
by the Cook County Grand Jury, Indictment No. 04 CR-17571, charged
with Vendor Fraud/False Statement $10,000+, etc. Your court-
room assignment has been set for August 5, 2004, at 9:00 A.M. before

the EHonorable Paul P. Biebel Jr., Room 101, 2600 South California Avenue,
Chicago. Failure to appear in assigned courtroom may result in a warrant

for your arrest,

SINCERELY,

LISA MADIGAN
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF ILLINODIS

BY:
JOSEFH L. PONSETTO
CUIEF, SPECTIAT. PROSECUTIONS BURERU

STATE OF ILLINOIS ) I
ss.
COUNTY OF COOX )

KRISTINE R. COTE, BEING FIRST DULY SWORN ON OATH DERPOSES AND

STATES that she served a copy of the above letter, properly addressed
and stamped to the above named by depositing same in the United States
mail chute at 2600 South California Avenue, Chicago, Illinois,

within five days of this indictment.

8%

jaéi;ﬁli j ; e
Subscrib sworn (or affirmed) to befote me July 16, 2004
vy B ST D R Q0. g

Notary Public

RRT



COUNT 11

The Grand Jurors chosen, selected and swom, in and for the County of Cook, n the State
of llinots, in the name and by the authority of the People of the State of Hlinois, upon their oaths,
aforesaid present that on or about June 2000 continuing through April 2002, at and within the

County of Cook,

LINDA SHELTON
comunitted the offense of VENDOR FRAUD (Class 1 Felony)

in that the defendant, in furtherance of a single intention and design, on behalf of herself and/or
Right Frame of a Mind, Inc., willfully, by means of false statements and representations, and to
obtain payments under the Public Aid Code in amounts greater than that which the defendant
and/or Right Frame of Mind, Ine., were entitled to, caused false billing invoices to be submitted
to the lllinois Department of Public Aid, and based on said false billing invoices caused the
Ilinois Department of Public Aid to authorize payments to Right Frame of Mind, Ine., in a great
amount than that to which the defendant and/or Right Frame of Mind, Inc., were entitled, said
amount having an aggregate value in excess of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00), and further,
that the submission of the false billing invoices consisted of a series of acts performed at
different times, at least one of which acts occurred after July 31, 2001, in violation of the Illinois
Compiled Statutes, Chapter 303, Section 5/8A-3(a), and contrary to the St.atutc and against the

Peace and Dignity of the same People of the State of Illinois

Charge 1.D, Code: 10236

A&



Chrder Farm (GLr2005)

United States District Court, Northern District of Illinois

™ 1§ ipned Jud 117 Sitting Judge il Qth
e M T William T. Hart fhan Jssliaat e
CASE NUMBER 09 C 2353 DATE Sept. l‘g, 2010
CASE Shelton vs. Ruiz
TITLE
DOCKET ENTRY TEXT -

Plaintiff's emergency motion is denied. This denial is without prejudice to plaintiff raising claims in an
appropriate forum. The Clerk of the Court is directed to amend the docket to add the following additional
mailing address for plaintiff: 2010-0511171 8CM3E; P.O. Box 089002; Chicago, IL 60608. During the

pendency of this case, plaintiff should keep the court informed of any further address change. S

Motices {3} mailed by Judicial staff.

PE A Rt b
STATEMENT

The present case concerns damages for an incident that occurred in 2007. Plaintiff's present conditions of
incarceration and grounds for incarceration are not a subject of the present lawsuit. Denial of plaintiff's
present motion is without prejudice to raising any current conditions of confinement claims in an appropriate
forum. Moreover, plaintiff will not be permitted to avoid the restrictions set forth in In re Shelton, No. 10 C
1995 (N.D. Ill. April 8, 2010) (Docket Entry 15) by raising, in the present lawsuit, new claims about her
present conditions of confinement. Also, to the extent plaintiff complains that her present incarceration is
unlawful, she must exhaust state court remedies before bringing any such claims in a federal habeas corpus
petition. Any appropriate federal habeas corpus claims must be raised in a separate case, not in the present
case.

14
a1 5
- e

|  Dppendux SS

Courtroom Deputy cw
Initials:

09C2353 Shelton vs, Ruiz Page | of |



CERTIFIED COPY
Anited States Court of Appeals

For the Seventh Circuit
Chicago, Illinois 60604

August 9, 2008
Before
Hon. WILLIAM J. BAUER, Circuit Judge
Hon. JOHN L. COFFEY, Circuit Judge

Hon, FRANK H. EASTERBROOQK, Circuit Judge

No. 06-1935
LINDA L. SHELTON, Appeal from the United States District

Plaintiff-Appellant, : Court for the Northern District of

= Mlinois, Eastern Division
U,
.7 - No. 05 C 8350

D.L. HAYES, et al.,

Defendants-Appellees. Charles P. Kocoras,

Judge.
ORDER

Our order in this appeal directed appellant Linda Shelton to show cause why
she should not be sanctioned under Fed. R. App. 38 for taking a frivolous appeal.
The response shows that Shelton is unwilling or unable to accept responsibility for
her actions: every adverse decision (according to Shelton) has been caused by
malicious employers, adversaries, or judges.

This attitude has led Shelton to file a large number of suits against her
former employer (Advocate Christ Hospital), people affiliated with it, and people
who played some role in earlier suits. This is one of seven appeals that Shelton has
taken to this court. She lost six of these (Nos. 04-1640, 04-3224, 04-4266, 05-3759,
and 05-4497, plus the current appeal), and a seventh (Shelton v. Knox, No. 06-2795)
remains on our docket. At least three more related civil suits are pending in the
district court: Shelton v. Madigan, No. 04 C 1818 (N.D. 111 filed May 6, 2004):
Shelton v. Sheahan, No. 04 C 6825 (N.D, 111 filed Oct. 22, 2004); Shelton v. Pantle,
05 C 6899 (N.D. IlL. filed Dec. 8, 2005). Shelton’s complaint refers to a further three
suits pending in state court; more may have been filed since then.

s
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No. 06-1935 Page 2

This must stop. Litigants are entitled to one opportunity to have their
grievances heard and resolved. The outcome is binding on both sides. Shelton
surely expects the defendants to honor any order entered against them; Shelton
likewise must abide by the outcome when it is against her. See Homola v.
MeNamara, 59 F.3d 647 (7th Cir. 1995).

So this appeal is doubly frivolous: first because of its total lack of merit (for
reasons given in the order dated July 20, 2008), and second because it is part of a
campaign of litigation that reflects misuse of the judicial system.

The district court dismissed this suit before the defendants had been served
with process, so they have not incurred legal fees. But litigants in other cases, and
the judicial system as a whole, have suffered through the diversion of resources to
this frivolous suit. The judicial system is heavily subsidized; those who misuse it
must contribute toward its costs.

Accordingly, the court makes these orders as Rule 38 sanctions:

First, Shelton’s privilege of proceeding in forma pauperis is revoked in the
federal courts of this circuit. All fees must be prepaid in this and all other
suits,

Second, Shelton is fined $2,500, payable to the Clerk of this Court. If this
fine is not paid in 14 days, we will enter an order under Supporl Systems
International, Inc. v. Mack, 45 F.3d 185 (7th Cir. 1895), precluding Shelton
from conducting civil litigation (other than as a petitioner seeking release
from confinement) in all courts within this circuit until the fine has been paid
in full,




Case 1:10-cv-01995 Document 1 Filed 03/31/10 Page 1 of 2

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION
In the Matter of 3
} Civil Action No.
Linda Lorinez Shelton )} 10 C 1995
)
Plaintiff, pro se )

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ORDER

Linda Lorincz Shelton has filed the following cases in the Northern District of Illinois:

CAPTION DATE FILED JUDGE
03 C 7434 Shelton v. cook Co. Sheriff Dept. et al 01/06/04 Lefkow
04 C 1818 Shelton v, Madigan, et al 05/06/04 Gottschall
04 C 4864 Shelton v, Bump, et al . 0T84 Kennelly
04 C 6825 Shelten v, Sheahan, et al 03/12/04 Norgle
05 C 5955 Shelton v. Schneider, et al - 11/02/G5 Meran
05 C 6350 Shelton v, Hayes, et al - 11/16/05 Kocoras
05 C 6899 Shelton v. Pantle, et al 12/08/05 Filip
08 € 3162 Shelton v. Knox et al 06/14/06 Kocoras
06 C 4259 Shelton et al v. Madigan, et al 10/29/07 Lefkow
08 C 4627 Shelton v. Cireuit Court of Cook County 08/14/08 Coar
08 C 6216 Shelton v, Circuit Court of Cook County 10/30/08 Coar
09 C 0105 Shelton v. Montgomery, et al 01/08/09 Coar
09 C 2353 Shelton v. Ruiz, et al 0417109 Hart
0% C 6413 Shelton v, Wright, et al 1/13/09 Dow
10 C 1763 Shelton v. circuit Court of Cook County, etal  03/1910 Coar

On March 19, 2010. Ms. Shelton filed 10 C 1763, Shelton v. Circuit Court of Caok County, ef ai,
a Petition for Writ of Habeas Corpus, which was assigned to Judge Coar, pursuant to Locat Rule 40.3: Direct
Assignment of Cases. Judge Coar was the assigned judge in Ms. Shelton’s three prior Habeas Corpus cases.

Ms. Shelton went to the office of the Cletk of Court, demanding lo speak with him regarding
interpretation of LR40.3. Because the Clerk was unavailable, Ms. Shelton stated that she would wait cutside
his office until he coutd speak with her. She was advised that she could write to the Executive Committee
regarding her concerns. When Ms, Shetton refused to Jeave the arez, a Cowrt Security Officer (CS50} was
called. Ms. Shelton argued loudly with the CSO outside of the clerk’s office, thus disrupting the flow of
normal clerk’s office business. Ullimately, Ms. Shelton was forcibly removed from the area.

Tt is the judgement of the Execotive Commitice that reasonable and necessary security measures must

be put in place for the protection of ail court personnel.

Page 1 of 2
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Case 1:10-cv-01995 Document 1 Filed 03/31110 Page 20of2

IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE, as the entity charged with
administering and conducting the business of the Court, that:

1) A representative of the U.S. Marshal shall accompany Ms. Shelton at all times while she is
present in the Everett McKinley Dirksen Building at 219 5. Dearbom Streel, Chicago,
Illinois, 60604,

Py Nothing in this order shall be construed:
a) to affect Ms. Shelton’s ability to defend herself in any criminal action;

b) 10 deny Ms. Shelton access to the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh
Circuit, though she must request an escort by a representative cf the U.8, Marshal at
all times during any visit, which must be confined to the 26™ and 27" floors of this
building,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall cause to be created and maintained a
miscellancous file with the title “In the matter of Linda Lorincz Shelton™ and case pamber 10 C 1995, The
miscellaneous file shall serve as the repository of this order. and any order or minute order entered pursuant
to this order. The Clerk will also maintain & miscellancous docket associated with the file. All orders
retained in the file will be entered on that docket following standard docketing pracedures.

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall cause a copy of this order (o be mailed to Ms.

Shelton a1 9905 S. Kilbourn, Oak Lawn, Illinois 60453, the address given by Ms. Shelton in her most rscent
complaint. Such mailing shall be by certified or registered mail, retum receipt requested.

ENTER:
FOR THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

M Chief Judge

Dated at Chicago, lllinois this _3/#7 day of March, 2010

Page 2 of 2 i l l{




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION
In the Matter of )
} Civil Action No.
Linds Lorincz Shelton ) 10 C 1995
)
Plaintiff, pro se )

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ORDER

Linda Lorincz Shelton has filed the following cases in the Northern District of [llinois:

CAPTION DATE FILED JUDGE
(03 C 7434 Shelton v, Cook Co. Sheriff Dept, et al 01/06/04 Lefkow
04 C 1518 Shelton v. Madigan, et al 05/06/04 Gottschall
04 C 4864 Shelten v. Bump, et &l 0728104 Kennelly
04 C 6825 Shelton v, Sheahan, et al - 03/12/04 WNorgle
05 C 5955 Shelten v, Schneider, et al - 11/02/05 Maran
05 C 6350 Shelton v. Hayes, et al : 11/16/05 Kocoras
05 C 6899 Shelton v. Pantle, ¢t al 12/08/03 Filip
06 C 3162 Shelton v, Knox et al 06/14/06 Kocoras
06 C 4259 Shelton et al v. Madigan, et al 10/25/07 Lefkow
08 C 4627 Shelton v. Cireuit Court of Cook County 08/14/03 Coar
08 C 6216 Shelton v. Circuit Court of Cock County 10/30/08 Coar
09 C 0105 Shelton v. Montgomery, ct al 01/08/09 Coar
09 ¢ 2353 Shelton v, Ruiz, et al 04/17/09 Hart
09 C 6413 Shellon v, Wright, etal 10413/09 Do
10 C 1763 Shelton v, Circuit Court of Cook County, etal  03/19/10 Coar

It is the judgment of the Exccutive Committee that reasonable and necessary restraints must be
imposed upon Linda Lorinez Shelton’s ability to file new civil cases in this District pro se. Cases In
existence prior to the entry of this order are not affected by this order.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE in its capacity as the
supervisor of the assignment of cases, that the Clerk is directed to destroy any documents submirted either
directly or indirectly bv or on behalf of Linda Lorinez Shelton, and

1T IS FURTHER ORDERED That Linda Lorincz Shelton is awherized to submit to this Court,
no carlicr than twelve months from the date of this order, a motion to modify or rescind this order, and

ITISFURTHER ORDERED That Clerk s Office personnel and chambers staff are religved of the
responsibility of accepting or rerurning phone calls or other communications from Linda Lorincz Shelton untl

the Executive Committes rescinds this order
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That nothing in this order shall be construed -----
a) to affect Linda Lorinez Shelton's ability o defend herself in any criminal action,

b} to deny Linda Lorincz Shelton access to the federal courts through the filing of a
petition for a writ of habeas corpus or other extraordinary writ, or

o) to deny Linda Lorincz Shelton access to file documents in the United States Court
of Appeals or the United States Supreme Court.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED That the miscellancous file with the title “In the matter of Linda
l.oringz Shelton” and case number 10 C 1995 shall serve as the repository of this order, and any prder or
minute ovder entered pursuant to this order. The Clerk will also maintain a miscellaneous docket associated
with the file. All orders retained in the file will be entered on that docket following standard dockeung
procedurgs,

I'T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall cause a copy of this order to be mailed to Ms.
Shelton at 9905 8. Kilbourn, Oak Lawn, [llinois 60453, the address given by Ms. 8helton in her most recent
complaint. Such mailing shall be by certified or registered mail, return receipt requested.

ENTER:
FOR THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

i
1

4
| ]
s ¥

lllﬂ‘ﬁ-."-'; FiE _/E’:f't,;ﬁ@.{fﬁfwf_ﬂ o

i Chicf Judge

I. JI
i
v

Dated at Chicago. IHinois this ST day of April, 2010
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIYISION
In the Matter of 3}
}  Civil Action Nao.
Linda Lorincz Shelton Y 100 1995
)
Plaintiff, pro se )

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ORDER

On April 5, 2010, Linda Lorincz Shelton, a pro se litigant who was convicted and served time
in prison for the felony of aggravated battery on a comreciional officer, and was diagnosed, as reported
by her personal psychiatrist, as having a "“psychiatric condition™ resulting in an “altered mental state"
and in her “misconception of ongoing events,” submiticd a "Petition for Adjudication of Criminal
Contempt Against Unkrown Complainant™ for the Exe.cutive Committee's consideration and ruling.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED BY THE EKEC[TT“"E COMMITTEE that Ms. Shellon’s
Petition for Adjudication of Criminal Contempt Agamst Unknown Complainant is denicd. The
Executive Committee has not, as of this date, entered any rule to show cause 8s 10 criminal contempt.
Ms. Shelton’s Petition provides no basis for the Executive Committee to conduct an evidentiary
hearing. Any future conduct by Ms. Shelton that violates an order of this Exccutive Committee may,
however, result in sanctions against Ms. Sheiton.

[T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall cause a copy of this order to be mailed via
certified mail or registered mail, return receipt requested, to Ms. Shelton at 9905 8. Kilboum Ave.,
Ouk Lawn, [llinois 60453, the address given by Ms. Shelton in her most recent filing,

ENTER:
FOR THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

dgﬂwﬁ K% Zyéﬁpam

P Chief Judge

Dated at Chicago, Illinois this 8th day of April 2010




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION
In the Matter of )
y  Civil Action No.
Linda Lorincz Shelton 1 10C 1995
)
Plaintiff, pro se )

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ORDER DENYING STAY
OF MARCH 31, 2010 ORDER

On April 5, 2010, Linda Lornincz Shelton, a pro se litigant who was convicted and served
time i prison for the felony of aggravated batlery on a correctional officer, and was diagnosed,
as reported by her personal psychiatrist, as having a “psychiatric condition™ resulting in her
“misconception of ongoing events,” submitted a “Motion Lo Stay Order of March 31, 2010 ™ for
the Exccutive Committee’s consideration and ruling.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED BY TﬁE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE that Ms.
Shelton’s Motion 1o Stay Order of March 31, 2010 is denied.

The need and factual basis for the March 31, 2010 Executive Commitiee Order was
corroborated by the May 18, 2007 letter Ms. Shellon submitted with her "Motion to Order of
Protection Against CSO Mahon, and Deputy U.S. Marshal Wahenda {sic],” written by her
personal psychiatrist Dr. Robert M. Galatzer-Levy, and fortified by Ms. Shelton’s disrespectfui,
abusive conduct and profane verbiape on the record at the April 5, 2010 hearing before United
States Judge William J. Hibbler.

The March 31, 2010 Order was factually warranted, necessary and appropriate. That
Crder should not and will not be stayed. [t will remain in effect until further order of the
Executive Committee. Ms. Shelton continues to be ordered to comply with the Executive

Committee’s March 31, 2010 Order.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED ihat the Clerk shall cause a copy of this order to be
mailed via certified mail or registered mail, return receipt requested, to Ms. Shelton at 9905 S.
Kilboumn Ave., Oak Lawn, Illinois 60453, the address given by Ms. Shelton in her most recent
filing.

ENTER:
FOR THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

(e fhtsermn

s Chief Judge
/
Dated at Chicago, llinois this 8th day of April 2010




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION
In the Matier of )
) Civil Action No.
Linda Lorincz Shelton ) 10T 1995
)
Plaintiff, pro se )

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ORDER

On April 5, 2010, Linda Lorincz Shelton, a pro se liligant who was convicted and served
time in prison for the felony of aperavated battery on a correctional officer, and was diagnosed.
as reported by her personal psychiatrist, as having a “psychiatric condition” resulting in her
“misconceplion of ongoing events,” submitted a “Motion to Order of Protection Against C50
Mahon, and Deputy US Marshal Wahenda [sic.]” for the Executive Committee’s consideration
and ruling, .

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED BY THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE that Ms.
Shelton’s Motion to Order of Protection Against CS0 Mahon, and Deputy US Marshal Wahenda
[sic.] is denied. There is no factual basis for such an order as requested by Ms, Shelton.

FURTHERMORE, the May 18, 2007 letter from Dr. Robert M. Galatzer-Levy, attached
te Ms. Shelton's Motion provides support that Ms. Shelton has a mental disorder resulling in
loud and obstinate hehavior. This type of conduct has been exhibited by Ms. Shelton when Ms.
Shelton has been in the E.M. Dirksen United States Courthouse. This type of conduct by Ms.
Shelton is not consistent with the decorum and civil demeanor required of people in the United
States Courthouse. Additionally, Ms. Shelton has telephoned the Clerk’s Office and the Chief

Judge’s Chambers a number times and has becn abusive to court personnel during those calis.

Page 1 of 2
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Consequently, by separate order of the Executive Committee this 8™ day of April 2010,
Ms. Shelton has been barred from entering the Dirksen U.S. Courthouse in Chicago, Illineis,
unless she is required to be physically present in the Courthouse for proceedings scheduled by a
Court,

1t has been further ordered that court personnel are authorized not to take Ms. Shelton’s
telephone calls and are authorized to ferminate telephone calls from Ms. Shelton and not accept
her calls if she becomes repetitive, abusive or profane in her remarks.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall cause a copy of this order to be
mailed via certified mail or registered mail, retum receipt requested, to Ms. Shelion at 9005 8,

Kilbourn Ave., Oak Lawn, Minois 60453, the address given by Ms. Shelton in her most recent

filing.
ENTER:

FOR THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
o i
L P £ 1
'_\ -"‘;fj'.r'rﬂ}»-';‘_ & ! ﬁ_g‘ﬂé}lﬁ%fm,

! rf Chief Judge

1]

Dated at Chicago, Illinois this 8% day of April 2010

Page 2 of 2

TT)




UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN PISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION
In the Matter of b
) Civil Action No.
Linda Lorincz Shelton ) 10 C 1995
)
Plaintiff, pro se )

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ORDER

Pro se litigant Linda Lorincz Shelton (“Ms, Shelton™ on April 5, 2010, submitted a “Motion
ta Vacate Void Order of March 31, 2010 Due to Fraud Upon the Execulive Committee by Judge
Holderman® for consideration and ruling by the Executive Committee. The motion is denied for the
reasons stated in this order.

On March 31, 201Q, this miscellaneous civil casc file, 10 C 1995, was opened with repard
to the conduet of Ms. Shelton, a convicted. felon, who has been diagnosed by her personal
psychiatrist as having a “psychiatric condition™ resulting in her “misconception of ongoing events.”
Ms. Shelton has filed several cases in this court over the past several years. On March 31, 2010, the
Executive Comunitiee issued an order requiring Ms. Shelton’s escorted movement in the E.M.
Dirksen United States Courthouse. That March 31, 2010 order was signed by Chief Judge James
F. Holderman and entered on the docket in this case.

On April 5, 2010, Ms. Shelton entered the E.M. Dirksen United States Courthouse and
sought to move to different locations in the Courthouse. Ms. Shelton while accompanied by a
Deputy U.S. Marshal went to the Clerks® Offices located on the 20™ and 27" floors of the
Courthouse, After that, Ms. Shelton appeared belore the Honorable William J. Hibbler, United
States District Judge, who heard Ms. Shelton’s arguments without interrupting her.

At the April 5, 2010 hearing, both Ms. Shelton and Deputy 11.5. Marshal Paul Banos were
heard by Judge Hibbler in open court on the record. When Judge Hibbler tricd to articulate his
findings and rulings on the matter, Ms, Shelton interrupted him several times with verbal outbursts
and profanity. The transeript of the final part of that hearing starting at page 12, line 18 through page
16, line 8 stales as follows:

THE COURT; There is an order of the - -

MS. SHELTON: Remove yourself from the bench.
THE COURT: There iz an order - -

MS. SHELTON: Recuse yourself.

Pagec lof §
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THE COURT: - - of the Executive Committee now which restricts
Ms. Shelton's access to this building. She has apparently filed some
document contesting that order of the Executive Committee. But
until that Executive Committee issues an order gither clarifving or
changing the order which is now in effeet, you are required to comply
with that order.

MS, SHELTON: I'm coming to this building - -

THE COURT:; In compliance - -

MS. SHELTON: - - every single day until everything is resolved.
I'm coming to this building every single day to use the law library,
and I will be filing a number of suits, And don’t you dare tell me 1
can’t.

THE COURT: You are instructed, ma’am, to leave the premises
immediately and not return unless - -

MSE. SHELTON: I will - -

THE COURT: - - for a scheduled - -

MS. SHELTON: - -gvery smgic day.

THE COURT: - - for a court procesding - -
MS. SHELTON: With a photographer.

THE COURT: - - or you have received further order from the
Exccutive Committee setting forth - -

MS. SHELTON: I'm not obeying this bullshit.

THE COURT; --the conditions and circumstances under which your
re-admission will be allowed.

MS. SHELTON: ['m coming - -

THE COURT: If yvou refuse - -

MS. SHELTON: - - every single day.

THE COURT: If you refuse to leave the premises - -
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MS. SHELTON: [am lcaving right now. and I'm coming back tomorrow.

THI: COURT: Ma’am, ma’am.

DEPUTY U.S. MARSHAL: Do you want her to stay?

THE COURT: [ want her to stay until I finish talking to her.
DEPUTY U.S. MARSHAL: He is nol finished speaking with you.

THE COURT: Ma'am, you --

MS. SHELTON: You're acting illegally. 1do not tecognize you, Judge.

THE COURT: Ma'am, do you realize - -

MS. SHELTON: You are restricting my rights to file - - First
Amendment right to file suits, and I will not have you do that, How
dare you.

THE COURT: Ma'am, ! have a right right now to take you into
custody 1f' T want to. - -

MS. SHELTON: You can do whatever you damn please.
THE COURT: Iam not going to do that.

MS. SHELTON: - - crimes against the Constitution. That's called
treason. You know first - - you know full well, United States
Supreme Court says, if you war on the Constitution by knowingly
making orders against the Constitution, you have committed treason.
I'm charging you with treason right now.

THE COURT: Ma’am, you are ordered to leave the building. If you
attempt to reenter the building without some further order from the
Exccutive Commitiee - -

MS. SHELTON: Iam entering gvery single day.

THE COURT: - - the staft of this building will be ordered to deny
you admission 1o the building.

MS. SHELTON: [am going to aftemnpt - -

Page3of 5
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THE COURT: Ifyou--

MS. SHELTON: - - enter this building every single day - -

THE COURT: I[fyou--

MS. SHELTON: - - law library - -

THE CQURT: - - persist - -

MS. SHELTON: - - because 1 need to research my cases that are
presently before Judge Lefkow against Lisa Madigan, the criminal,
and against the sheriff in Judge Hart and in Judge Dow’s room.
THE COURT: Your behavior, ma’am, suggests to me now that - -
MS. SHELTON: 1am going - -

THE COURT: - - the marshal acted - -

MS. SHELTON: - - to the law library every single day that [ need to.
I you try to interrupt me, [ will make hay.

THE COURT: Ma’am, the order of the Court will stand. You will
not reenter the building absent some further order from the Executive
Committee.

MS. SHELTON: [ am not listening to you. You are making an
illegal order. Warring against the Constitution: means that your orders
arg null and void ab initio.

THE COURT: Have a good afternoon, ma’am. That's the order of
the Court.

MS. SHELTON: Go to hell, you jackass.

(Which were all the proceedings had at the hearing of the within
cause on the day and date hereof.)

Based upon Ms. Shelton’s conduct before Judge Hibbler on April 5, 2010, based upon her
previous behavior as stated in the March 31, 2010 Executive Committee Order, and basecd upon her
diagnosed psychiatric condition set forth in Dr. Robert M. Galatzer-Levy’s May 18§, 2007 letter
attached to Ms. Shelton’s “Motion to Order of Protection Against CSO Mahon and Deputy U.S,
Marghal Wahenda [sic],”

Paged4of 5
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IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the March 31, 2010 order of the Executive Committee
shall remain in effect and is supplemented by this order of the Exccutive Committee that Ms, Shelton
will be penmitted to enter the E.M. Dirksen United States Courthouse in Chicago, Illinois or any
other 11.8. Courthouse in the Northemn District of Illinois only when she is required to be present
physically in the Courthouse for proceedings scheduled by a Court, and then she may enter the
Courthouse no earlier than fifteen {15) minutes before the scheduled time of the preceedings. Upon
entering the Courthouse, she first must report to the officer at the lobby desk by identifying herself.
She shall then identify the Court proceeding she is required to attend naming the judge presiding at
the proceeding before she will be allowed through the security check point in the Courthouse lobby.
She is (o be accompanied in the Courthouse to and from the proceedings by a Deputy United States
Marshal or another represcntative of the United States Marshal, and Ms. Shelton must leave the
Courthouse no later than five (5) minutes after her scheduled proceedings in Court are completed,

IT 1S FURTHER ORDERED that Ms, Shelton may not enter the E.M. Dirksen U.S.
Courthouse other than as stated above and may not use the William J. Campbell Library in the
Courthouse, sec I Re: Kevin J. Long, 475 F.3d 880 (7th Cir, 2007), until further order of (his
Exccutive Commitice or another Court conducting proceedings in this Courthouse.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that all Court filings that Ms. Shelton desires to make must
be made by mail or by a person other than Ms. Shelton who is authorized to file materials with the
Court on her behalf.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that because Ms. Shelton has telephoned the Clerk’s Office
and the Chief Judge’s Chambers a number of times and has been verbally abusive to court personnel,
court personnel are authorized to terminate calls and not aceept Ms. Shelton’s calls if her calls
become repetitive, abusive or profane.

1T IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall cause a copy of this order to be mailed
to Ms. Shelton at 9905 S. Kilbourn, Oak Lawn, Nllinois 60453, the address given by Ms. Shelton in
her most recent court filing, Such mailing shall be by certified or registered mail, retumn receipt
requested.

ENTER:
FOR THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

3
%\ﬁa« ?: /#zﬁﬂ'bmm__

[ Chief Judge
[

Diated at Chicago, Illinois this 8th day of April 2010
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Case: 1:10-cv-01995 Document #: 12 Filed: 04/08/10 Page 1 of 1 PagelD #:34

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION
In the Matter of )
) Civil Action No.
Linda Lorincz Shelton Y 10C 1995
)
Plaintiff, pro se )

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE ORDER

On April 5, 2010, Linda Lorincz Shelton, a pro se litigant who previously was convicted
and served time in prison for the felony of aggravated battery on a correctional officer, and was
diagnosed, as reported by her personal psychiairist, as having a “psychiatric condition” resulting
in her “misconception of ongoing events,” submitted her “Motion to Define Term ‘Custody’ in
LR 40.3" for the consideration of and ruling by the Executive Committee.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED BY TH_E EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE that Ms,
Shelton's Motion to Define Term *“Custody” in LR 40,3 is denied. The fact that Ms. Shelton says
she is unable to find a definition of the word “custody” is not a basis for the court to define itin
an advisory manner for her with regard to this motion, other than to say the word “custody™ as
used in Local Rule 40.3 is used in its common and ordinary meaning in the law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the Clerk shall cause a copy of this order to be mailed
via certified mail or registered mail, return receipt requested, to Ms. Shelton at 905 8. Kilbourn
Ave,, Oak Lawn, Tllinois 60453, the address given by Ms. Shelton in her most recent filing.

ENTER:
FOR THE EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE

f
! '

(L)M, 2 A0 e

Chief Judge

Dated at Chicago, Illinois this 8th day of April. 2010
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Robert M. Galatzer-Levy, M.D., S.C.
122 South Michigan Avenue, Suite 1407
Chicago, linois 60603
Telephone 312-022-5077, Facsimile 312-922-5084, E-mail gala@uchicago.edu, www.galnizerlevy.net

May 18, 2007
Re: Linda Shelton, M.D., Ph.D.

To Whom It May Concern:

I am a psychiatrist with over 35 years experience who serves on the faculties of the University of
Chicago and the Chicago Institute of Psychoanalysis. | have written extensively in my field (a
copy of my curricufum vitae is available on request) and have been qualified as an expert witness
On numerous occasions by state and federal courts.

Dr. Linda Shelton has been my patient since October 2006. She suffers from post-traumatic
stress disorder exacerbated and precipitated by police actions surrounding her being held and
then released on March 4-5, 2006. Dr. Shelton is a physically vulnerable woman who suffers
from asthma, neurological, and cardiac disorders. The prior history of several episodes of her
suffering untreated episodes of asthma with the accompanying terror of feeling like she was
suffocating, at the same time that she was physically restrained or attacked, in combination with
being forcibly restrained, being denied needed medication while in the process of being released,
and then again being forcibly restrained on March 4, 2006, profoundly traumatized her.

As aresult she is suffering recurrent episodes-known in psychiatry as “flashbacks” where she
acts, feels, and believes as if a past traumatic event is recurring in the present, ofien accompanied
by mispereeptions of ongoing events. As a result she involuntarily pulls away, resists, and
attemnpts to protect herself by holding up her arms if approached by uniformed individuals
(especially large males) during these panicked and confused states. Attempts to restrain her or
even talk to her from a short distance worsen the situation. This even may trigger behavior of
hiding under a table or running out of the room.

Dr. Shelton’s post-traumnatic state makes court appearances very difficult as she may experience
anxiety and feel extremely threatened during attempts by court personnel ta approach her, or if
she feels the siluation is escalating to the point they may approach her, even if the intent is to
assist her, It would help if the court would recognize that soft, calm, and measured responses to
her would go far in preventing such episodes, much as the manner one would approach a rape
victim. Her standard self-defense mechanism, prior to full blown episodes when she is beginning
to feel threatened and doesn’t yet recognize her early symptoms, is to become loud and verbally
defensive,

With therapy she is lecarning to recognize the onset of these states, maintain a quiet demeanaor,
and institute strategies to lessen the intensity of her attacks and maintain awareness of her
surroundings when the episodes are triggered. Trigpers of these episodes include, but are not
exclusively: threatening, loud, and foreeful actions by uniformed officers (particularly large

RP?Q“A\X uu)



males); restraints particularly when feeling faint or breathless; small hot or crowded rooms or
spaces such as elevators, crowded cars or buses, and small windowless interview rooms;
discussions about events surrounding traumatic past incidents; attermpts to have her describe and
discuss these incidents; and circumstances where she feels over-heated and breathless (including

asthma attacks, crowds, and hot-flashes).

Post-traumatic-stress disorder is a well recognized psychiatric condition. As it affects her in
courtroom situations its symptoms include intense fear, partly based on intrusive thoughts of bad
experiences; flashbacks where she may not be fully responsive to others; and physical responses
such as light headedness, shaking, unsteadiness, difficulty breathing, and a racing pulse, Others_ -,
may mistakenly confuse these episodes with hyperventilation, anxiety attacks, or obstinate non-
cooperation, These episodes usually abate within 5 to 15 minutes,

When she goes into this altered mental state and appears fearful, confused, out of touch with the

situation, or upset, this is best managed by giving her some time either alone or at least
undisturbed to recover her equilibrium, Attempts to have court personnel intervene will very
likely worsen the episode or precipitate another post-traumatic state. Her requests to be left alone
and to have people stay back from her should be honored and regarded as an appropriate
accommodation due to her vulnerable psychological state, It would help if uniformed personnel
would maintain a quiet and non-threatening demeanor during these episodes, and if the court

would simply order a brief recess.

It should not be presumed that she becomes violent during these episodes. I have assessed her to
have a minimal potential for violence, due to her physical disabilities, poor balance, and
weakness, as well as her innate character and personality.

Sincerely, :
i 5 G
Robert M. G r-Levy, M.D.
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Psychiatric Evatuation Hoalo Senmad
For the

Bureau of Disabiity Determination Services

SSM: 353-50-31€6

Ciaimant Linda Shelion
Claim No; NS&B730

Evam Dats: December 10, 2008

| reviewed the information sent to us by the Bureau of Disability Determinanon Services.
The duration of the interview with the clzimant was 40 minuies.

GENERAL OBRSERVATIONS: The claimant came 10 the examination alone. She
drove, She was on time for her appointment

GENERAL APPEARANCE: The claimant appears to be a 53-year-old white female.
She is about 55" and slender. She was dressed nicely in slacks and malshing 10p any
biouse. She wears glasses. She makes an intctigent appearancs Grooming and
hygiene were appropriate. kye contaclwas approprate.

ATTITUDE AND DEGREE OF COOPERATION: The ciaimant was cooparative.
PASTURE AND GAIT: The claimant walks with the assistance of & walker.

KISTORY OF PRESENT ILLNESS: Chief Cornpleint; Reason for this examinauon:
information was abtained from the ¢laimant This was considared on the whola to be
reliable. Present liness: The claimant indicates that she suffers from physical and not
osychiatric disabiiity. She indicates that she has neurocardiogenic syncope. She
indicales that t is a congenital defect. It affects her when she stands up, when she
becomes dizzy and has fainting spelis. She also has spinal problems between C3 and
C7. She had to have laminoplasty. She indicates this was also cangenital. She also
~dicates that she suffers from asthma, This was aggravated when a tanker car by her
office (the claimant is a physician) spitied gasoline. She inhaled the fumas, Shs
indicates that she stffers from severe balance probicms as a consaquence. The
ciaimant denies serious psychiatric problems, although she has seen 3 psychiamist in
tne past because of stress, On one occasion, she indicates that she was in the
emergency roem of a hospital. The emergendy raom doctor claimed that she was
delusional and gave her psychoiropic medications, which she was sontenced to and the
doctor apparently alimost kified her. Cnone ccnasion, tha claimant was pul In prscn.
She was accused of kicking an officer. She was in prison for bwo years, The claimani
indicates that a lot of her problems with the law are that sha is an advocate agans!
carruption and this has gotten her into troubie with peopie in autharity.

Jus
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Linda Shefton

SS8N: 355-50-3168
Claim No: N56730
Decamber 10, 2008.
Page 3

Memory: Recent: She knew how she got here today.

Memory: Remoté: The claimant remembered the name of her high school. She said
“Bush" was the curent President. When asked who his predecessors were, she said,
“Clinton".

INFORMATION/Fund of Knowledge: When asked to name five farge cilies in the
United States, she indicates "Budapest, Paris, Munich, New York, and Los Angeles.”
How many weeks in 2 year, she said "52".

Calculations: {4x9) equals “36™. (5+3) equals “8", She could do serial sevens 1o 86,

Abstract Thinking: When asked the meaning of the saying, “Don't cry over spilled milk”,
she sald "It is done.”

Similarities and Differencas:; When asked how a buéh and a tree are alike, she said,
“They are both plants.” When asked how they are different, she said "The tree is taller.

Judgment and Insight: What would she do if she discovered a fire in a movie theater;
she said "Leave”

RESPONSIBILITY: The claimant is able fo handle her own funding.
DIAGNOSIS:

Axis#1:  Anxiety disorder/Dysthymic disorder.

Axiis #2: Deferred.

Axis #3: By history, neurocardicgenit syncope, spinal pathology atthe C3 to C7
level, for which she had laminoplasty, and asthma.

Axis #4: Deferred,

Axis #5: GAF=40.

SUMMARY: The claimantis a 53-year-old female bom in Washington DC. She grew
up in the Chicageland area. She graduated high school. She'graduated college with a
PhD and MD degree. She Is married and has one child. She denies alcohol and drug
abuse. She has had interest in advocacy problems stamping out corruplion, which has
gotten her in trouble with people in authority. She indicates that this is why she was
arrested and put In prison. She applies now for disability primarily on the basis of

physical disability,
uuY
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Linda Shelton

SSN: 355-50-3165
Claim No: N56730

December 10, 2008
Page 4

Thank you for referring this claimant fo us, Should you have any further questions,
piease do not hesitate to contact me.

Sincerely,

MR
Heman P. Lananer, M.D.

Ucenze: 035-042305
Expiration Date: 713172011

HPLjv
DD: 12/10/08
DT: 12/10/08
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17.Document of a diagnostic evaluation done at the Department of Psychiatry University of
Chicage written by Steven H. Dinwiddie, M.D. 12/05/02.

12.8helton Medical History Chranology as of 11 /2/05,

13.Individual psychiatric clinic treatment notes from Dr. Leo Weinstein from 2/28/03 to
10/09/03.

14.An extensive medical record from Christ Hospitai and Medical Center.

15.Summary of Legal [ssues concerning Dr. Linda Sheltan as of 7/25/08.

16.Amended Complaint for Injunction, done in 12,/01.

17.Group of recards involving the lliinois Bepartment of Professional Regulation (IDPR], which
involves references to Or. Robinsen's evaluation of the patient.

18.Medical executive committee’s offer of proof in relationship to summary suspension of Or.
Linda Sheiton.

BeveHiaTse Dincnosis [ACCORCING To DEM-IV)

AXS [ 1. Posttraumatic Stress Disorder [EGS.E 1)
2. Dysthymic Disorder (300.4) -

Ais I: Compulsive traits not rising to the level of a disorder
Axslll: Asthma, basilar migraines, and cardiac, neuralogical and orthopedic conditions

AxsIV:  Physical disarders, legal and political obstructions to practice of pediatrics

AXIS W Current GAF: 70

SUMMARY

Linda Shelton is a 50 year old divorced woman with ane child who was the second of
three children born into a family where her father was. a very accomplished physician and
medical school professor, She grew up in an academic and intellectual environment which she
found to be exciting as well as challenging and where she was very successful because of her
exceptional intellect and curiosity, However, she suffered from twg problems beginning when
she was a very young child; a number of significant physical disarders and a social shyness

and awkwardness,

The medical issues in her life have been a continuous interference in her comfart but
otherwise added to her scientific interests and motivation to become a3 physician. Her
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empathic identification with disabled children led to her specializing in pediatrics as well as
developing into a child advocate,

Her early awkwardness and shyness was at first overcome in part by her academic
achievements, tutoring her peers and superiors and then the support of some of her
teachers. Then she developed communication skills to help bring forth her thinking and
counter those whao attempted to abstruct her in her battles to gain rights and justice where

she believed they did not exist.

In recent years her motivation to treat her patients has been exceptional as she
sometimes provided free care or treated children who were not able to obtain treatment fram
other physicians. Her advocacy for their plight led her to becoming mere vocal. As she met
greater levels of opposition to her criticisms of those in authority she tock on legal
representation for herself, Atthe same time her manner of presentation became a source of
irritation to the courts and other institutions which she began attacking.

The current situation shows a woman primarily oceupied with numeraus legal battles,
several arrests and experiences of being incarcerated in jail. She has suffered repeated
medical complications at least partly due to the stress of fighting her battles and partly fram
the environment of the jails and/or her confrontations with police, As a pro per she has
created a significant smount of animosity in the courts where they react harshly to her
personality/presentations and do not seem to hear or care abaut most of her arguments,
She is regarded by some as sick and not competent to practice as a physician

Her mental status examination gave no evidence of @ psychotic ilness and anly
minimal evidence of a low level deprassion, Psychological testing showed her to have an above

average intellect.

CoNCLUSIONS

This is a psychiatric report and thus the focus is on the mental state of Linda Shelton.
This is not be a legal brief and as such will nat be an attempt to take a pasition on any of the
legal charges against Linda; the many defenses offered by her nor the rebuttals by others.
Hopefully the following will be seen as insight into the psychodynamics of some of her life for
the purpose of helping the court gain perspective on their mutual invalvement.

My examination of Linda took place over the course of two days and took approximately
fourteen hours. At na time during this examination was there any indication of psychotic
thinking, either presently or from her past. There were no pathological speech signs, no
reports of hallucinations and no ideas of reference which could be defined as delusions either

bizarre ar non-bizarre.

Psychotic disorders are typically defined by the presence of delusions and/or
hallucinations. There was also no disorganization of her person, her behavior or her hame, in
fact all were very well organized, There was also no evidence of a bi-polar disorder, although it
is recognized at times that her volatility of emotions has been interpreted as a mania and she
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does admittedly have periods of depression, However, | do not see either of these moods as
fitting the diagnosis of bipolar disorder,

The guestion of Linda's mental state has been a major point of contention throughout
the voluminous documents supplied to me and particularly as reported by Stephen Robinson,
M.D. [8/4/03] and Maisha Hamilton, PhD [8/04). These two reports are significant for
their attempts to review all of Linda's history, her diagnoses and the lagal arguments
proffered by and against her. The conclusions of these two reports are essentially
diametrically opposed and contentious an numerous points. In addition, the rebuttal to rhe
Hamilton report is evidence that these arguments have the potential far endless cycling.

To determine whether or not Linda is delusional about any of the beliefs that she
espouses requires proof of the invalidity of such beliefs. This examiner cannot prove the
validity for either Linda, her supporters or her accusers. Since the protracted legal battles
surrounding Linda are largely based on what each side believes happened, did not happen,
was said, or was not said the arguments have become so redundant and intertwined that the

whale truth will likely never be an outcome.

Most likely each stage of the legal process is apparently going to bring new charges,
counter charges and another cycle of the same dissatisfaction. For example, note the
rebutial to the testimony submitted by Dr. Maisha Hamilton put forth by the "Medical
Executive Committee of Christ Hospital”, Part of the reason for this endless morass is the
human tendency for each individual to become part of a position, to hold that positian
regardless and to hear only that which.supports that position, a phenomenon known as

“‘confirmatory bias”.

The court is not likely to see itself as in error and for reasons ta be explained below,
neither is Linda. The various examiners, commentators, witnesses, etc. also have become
entrenched in their biases. No ona is likely to change positions unless a much broader and
total understanding of what has taken place can be appreciated. The follawing is meant to
bring psychological insight into the legal arena to replace the courts’ anguish in dealing with
Linda and their consequent judgment of her as sick and intolerable.

For Linda, presently & victim in relationship to her medical practice situation, her
behavior has been deterrnined by her history and complicated by her personality. All those
reacting to and mystified by what they face when dealing with her are either unaware of these
elements or indifferent to them. Nevertheless, these factors need to be known and found
relevant in arder ta interrupt the cycle of destructiveness toward and by her.

Linda's history includes an extensive list of academic and practical accomplishments
as listed in the above report. It also includes an extensive list of medical problems as listed
above. Here | wish to emphasize some of the critical personality traits, which have made this a
contest between those that believe in her and those who do not. These traits also have led to
her legal activities and the response by those against her. These many legal suits have
ultimately resulted in her lost opportunity to practice medicine at Christ Hospital and perhaps

elsewhers.
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Linda Shelton does not have a'mental condition which makes her unable ta treat
patients properly or be a productive hospital staff member. It does appear that Linda's
opportunity to practice medicine at least at Christ Hospital is based on the notion that she is
unfit mentally, This examiner does nat suppart that notion which follows first from my awn
psychiatric examination of Linda, which shows her to be mentally competent and free of any
interfering mental disorder or defect, as well as my insight into the conflict in which she has

been engaged,

The diagnosis of posttraumatic stress disorder (PTSD) should be considered angillary
to the issue of her eability to practice medicine. This diagnosis involves the subjective
symptoms of repeated intrusive thoughts (flashbacks) and nightmares of the original trauma
{emergency room experience which sha perceived as life threatening) feelings at times that
the event is actually taking place again, hyperalertness, ete. Itis a disorder which is not visible
on physical exam or observation and thus cannot be denied by an outsider fsuch as Dr.

Robinson did in his repart).

But, PTSD also cannot be materially substantiated by the patient who reports such
symptoms. Assuming any patient ta be truthful about their symptoms ane must take thern at
their word unless it can be proven that they are confabulating or malingering. Given the history
of the etiology of the PTSD in this case there is every reason to believe such a condition does
exist in Linda and that the condition is prone ta reactivation by similar circumstances.

What might also be done for those disbelievers is to observe the patient's behavior
over an extended period of time and see if the symptoms in any way are interfering with her
behavior or perfarmance of duties. What is impartant here is that Linda's PTSD symptorns
did have some treatrnent with Or, Weinstein and accordingly have decreased in frequency and
intensity and are not disabling in the least. There is no evidence that because of PTSD ar its
remnants that sha cannot practice medicine or the many tasks she is involved with in her legal

and political battles.

PTSD should not be an issue with Linda as a physician unless there are recurring
triggers: if she is terrorized and if she feels her lifa is threatened. If she were to be restrainad
an 3 gurney or injectad with drugs against her will again there would almost certainly be a re-
exacerbation of the PTSD and the various symptorns then would have to be evaluated.

Also, there was no evidence of a depression found during my examination except for
the existential self-observation she made about her total life. Admittedly, Linda has had
variable levels of depression over the years. The presence of a dysthymic disorder, which is a
very low level of depression characterized by sadness and feelings, at times, of helplessness is
understandably connected with the major disappointments in her life. These syrmptoms have
never risen to the level of @ major depressive disorder and have never interfered with her
practicing medicine or required hospitalization. It should thus not be used as a deterrent to
allowing her to practice medicine. Many physicians and attorneys wha carry an their practices
do so despite having sume periods of low-level depressian.

The past history of Linda Shelton’s life has been shaped by three major elements.

1. Numerous physical ilinesses or conditions existing since (if not befare) birth.
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2. Academic abilities and achievements.
3. A personality with both positive and negative components.
1. Linda's earliest memory from the age of two or three is of an illness, which terrorized

her. lliness is a theme which she told Dr. Hamilton has “dorminated her life”. Her father, a
physician also, was her savior at that instance and it has been his supportive image that she
has hoped to find whenever she seeks help and support. The incessant search for such a
supportive figure can be characterized as a “repetition compulsion™. In Linda's case she
apparently repeatedly places herself in a treacherous pesition unconsciously looking to he
reacted to with the same support ariginally obtsined from her father.

When Linda places herself in harm’s way this kind of dynamic is at work. Because her
father cannot truly be her savior now this does not work for the immediate situation. Rather,
the potential rescuers become confused, turned off. rendered ineffective. or even counter
therapeutic. In turn Linda sees no gratification and becomes enraged, antagonistic,
accusatory and essentially self destructive as far as having her real needs met,

But most observers particularly the Court and the hospital Board of Directors, do not
understand this internal dynamic, and see her only as belligerent and defiant. They become as
entrenched as she is in their nonforgiving positions. Linda appears “crazy”, uncooperative,
unreasonable, unlikable, delusional and wrong. They have no patience for her nor are they
inclined to study the merits of her arguments and the positions she takes, Function is

overcome by farm.

The court and the police make the mistake of diagnosing her. They incorrectly interpret
her anger and vehemence as 2 mental illness.-

Linda’s list of medical conditions is unusually long, unusually complex and in some cases
i just "unusual’, or at least unfamiliar to the non-physician. There is aimast some medical
condition associated with each major organ system for her, Thus, she is vulnerable to
numeraus stressful circumstances and almost inevitably will be adversely affected by any
change in her physical position, environment or stressful situation,

On the other hand her sense of vuinerability has led to her identification with children
and becoming a pediatrician for ‘she empathizes with their helplessness, with their

mistreatment and their being disregarded.

Linda has thus extended herself to the point of treating poor children without
remuneration, seeing patients in their homes and taking care of serious illnesses that most
other doctors would not touch. The parents of such children are her greatest and mast vocal
supporters. It was in fact an issue over the proper care of children, which began sorme of the
legal problems, which have been sa detrimental to her,

And yet Linda's medical conditions have led ta far more pain than reward. She has not
only suffered physical and emotional pain at various times arid in various parts of her body, but
these conditions repeatedly interfere with whatever activity in which she is involved. She is very
vulnerable to the stressful circumstances of adverse reactions to her in a courtroom, to the
jails and to certain medically relsted situations, For example, in jail she has exacerbations of

gxs—  Yull




FURE Rl A T Bl Iy DT, L,

Uecember 22, 2005
Page 26

asthma and other pulmonary conditions due to disinfectants or to smoke, Elsewhere she is
liable to have syncopal attacks, or orthopedic, neurclogical, gastrointestinal or cardiac related

symptoms.

It is important to note that these conditions are rarely symptomatic ar exacerbated
without the element of stress or mismanagement of needed treatment Practicing medicine is
nat stressful for her. She thrives on it particulary the intellectual aspects, the science and the
ability to help others, as she has since she was a young girl,

For those in her midst when these medical conditions are manifest Linda becomes an
enigma, a mysterious burr in their environment. They do not understand, nor do they
recognize her as suffering from medical illnesses, There is thus no desire to help her, Those
who are mystified cannot deal with that which they do not understand, that which makes them
feel helpless or feel inadequate to cope with such unrecaognizable complexity. Thus, they try to
separate themselves from the mysterious and their own helplessness and they yell at her,
reject her, sometimes incarcerate her and even beat her as was done in & tme when medical

knowledge was primitive.

To complicate her situation Linda repeatedly interjects the details of these medical
conditions into her legal writings and reproduces the same effect on the reader [which could
be the Court] which is that last place that she wauld actually want it to be a factor. Those who
need to assess the merits of her legal arguments are thus confused by the inappropriate
interjection of these medical incidents, reminding them of her physical inadequacies and likely
generalizing that she is mentally ill, too,. This results in a loss of her credibility and invites
intolerance by the outsider. The plethora of such experiences becomes compounded by all
those that she confronts and they see her as “off the wall” or just wrong in whatever she

stands for or says.

Despite the fact that Linda may have sound and correct legal positions an all of those
issues in which she involved, she is often not heard, not cared about, ar vehemently disliked
and disapproved, How can this be explained? Why are her assets appreciated rather than

disregarded?

Most non-medical people do not react well to medical problems and even some
persons in one medical specialty become intolerant ar unsympathetic ta patients with
conditions outside of their specialty. This is particularly apparent with patients with medical
conditions compounded by emotional elements as is the case when Linda is excited, agitated,
or in any way non-cooperative. For example, nurses on a medical ward do not react well to

psychiatric patients and vise versa.

A non-cooperative state will be induced in Linda when she sees the patential
treatment to be different than desired, to be incorrect according to her understanding, or she
becames mistrustful of the intent of the medical provider. Such a state of uncooperativeness
will aften cause the medical provider to think she is psychiatrically impaired and consequently
to treat her with psycho active medication, forcefully restrain and derain her and inject her
with medications against her will using the excuse that she is incampetent to give and

informed consent.
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This sequence of events then enhances the belief that she is a psychiatric case when
in fact she knows her medicine and her body better than those examining her. In cansidering
this dynamic it is crucial to recognize that Linda is not only a physician, but is a very
accomplished scientist, She is thus able and entitled to her own opinion as to what treatment
is best for her, what treatment to accept and what treatment may be harmful or
contraindicated by her other medical conditions ar medications,

Failure to adhere to her wishes may thus result in adverse medical reactions making
things worse for her. In addition, antagonizing her to the point of inducing her to fire her
physicians and/ or sue them, creates a cycle which becomes self destructive as well as adding
to the image of her as someone to be shunned,

2. The second major element in LUnda's life is her intellectusl assets, academic
achievements and scientific orientation. From adolescence on she has been recognized as
abave average intellectually as demonstrated by her precocious learning, her superior grades,
her comprehension of more advance concepts, and the appointment by her teachers to tutor
her peers and the independent research work for which she was publicly recognized, The
psychological testing done by Dr. Hamilton also supports these intellectual assets, These
qualities were important in praviding self esteem and confidence as well as alleviating some of
the negative self image resulting from her shyness, social awkwardness and medical

disabilities.

Her knowledge of medicine has served to provide her with direction in her self-
treatment, her treatment of others and also has alerted her ta the maltreatment by other
professionals. Thus, she has treated many where others feared to tread and she is extremely
watchful as to how others might treat her. However, she will usually be acutely aware and
mistrusting of others who do not do as she expects medically and she is inclined to reject

them summarily.

Linda's scientific acumen was that which initially prevented her gaining entrance to
medical school. Her research work as an assistant which she did for those in academia, led
ta her mentors wanting to have her continued presence in their "stable” of assistants while
disregarding her desire to be a physician, Her eventual awareness of this scenario as being
respansible for denial of her medical school acceptance led to her feeling manipulated by
those in authority and forever after being alert to other practiticners of manipuiation.

She considered this revelation a turning point in her life, Her father who taught her to
run away from trauble and pacifist grandfather, were no longer able to dictate their ideas. She
was not just going to be tactful as she was In writing in the schaol newspaper.

Thus, Linda has a high index of suspiciousness when she senses manipulations of
herself or those whom she feels are dependant on her or those who are in a vulnerable
position. The validity of these circumstances are not often easily verifiable and thus others
seeing her questioning the motives of those she feels are manipulative, caunter by accusing

her of being delusional.

It is important to note that "parancia” means unreasonable suspiciousness. So if there
is objective information for being suspiciaus or doubting, then one is not clinically paranoid. As
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far as this examiner can determine those areas of Linda's suspiciousness about manipulation
and ulterior motives do not appear to be bizarre, impaessible or even highly unlikely including
the references made about political persons or others with their own agendas,

In two instances in which professors tried ta take advantage of her sexually the dean of
the medical school knew Linda’s reporting such behavior to be believable because he was
familiar with the behaviar of those professors whorn she accused and that gave her failing
grades. Linda was recognized as being truthful, had her grades carrected and she was never
subjectad to a diagnosis of paranoia or being delusional for reporting those professors, The
fact that she does not now have the same response from the courts et al, likely comes from
their unfarniliarity with her intellect and abilities nor do they consider the validity in her

arguments.

In recent years however, Linds has had to fight such accusations and their
consequences by herself while often seeking justica via the courts. So the question becomes
why she cannot find the same level of success in the courts, assuming she is just as right as
she was about those professors who failed her for not allowing them to have their way with

her sexually.

One snswer is the lack of appreciation for Linda's professional and intellectual
accomplishments, especially because she has challenged the legal prafession withaut attorney
representation, She has been operating in the courts pro per and this is almost always
resented by those in the legal profession, Itis a fact of human nature that we all do not want
those outside of our inner circle, be it medical, legal or economic acting as if they know as
much as, if not more than, we who have been trained and experienced in our areas of

expertise,

We all want to pratect our turf and our identities and be appreciated for our special
talents. We do not want ta be outshined by an "amateur”. Linda's going forth pro per is not
evidence of incompetence mentally, but she certainly is meeting resistance as if it is. Going
pra per has become a liability for Linda especially in the style with which she expresses herself,
This brings us ta the third major element in Linda's life,

3. Linda’s personality has become a liability for her in the legal arena. As she grew up she
overcame her shyness and learned that she had to defend herself, to support her
philosophical positions and to stand up against adversity, to speak her mind and to do so
forcefully. However, as time has passed the style of Linda has evolved into one, which is
difficult for others to accept or even tolerate. She is compulsive about detail and having things
correct. She is relentless in the pursuit of truth as she sees it veb this trait is seen by her
opponents as pertinacious [obstinate, stubborn and bultheaded).

Several doctors at Christ Hospital who were interviewed by Dr. Hamilton were for the
most part accepling of Linda despite those traits, which may be considered as distasteful,
The mast comprehensive and insightful eritique was offered by Dr. Wendall Wheeler. He said
that Linda gets along well.with others, but can be argumentative and does not fike to hear the
other side of the story. He states that the strength of her beliefs is “within normal limits, nan
excessive, but significant. She argues her point of view, she does not back down, she is
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opinionated which does not interfere with patient care." He says, the others at Christ Hospital
however, are not ready for Linda; they are extremely conservative where she is extremely
fiberal. They think she is off her rocker because she has a reputation for giving free care.

He also said the doctors who know Dr. Bhelton also agree it's outrageous what
happened to Or, Shelton and it happened because she did not comply with request of the
medical executive committee. He said that though Linda's letters are accurate he believes
they are rambling and most doctors are intolerant of long letters. He questions her political
judgment for taking protective custody of bwo children and bringing them to Christ Haspital
Emergency Room, and says she does not pick her battles well He does think that she has
jecpardized her life and livelihood by bringing the children to the hospital,

George Smalks, Linda’s former companion said that Linda expects people to admit
when they have made a mistake and be thoughtful end judicious, [which appears to be
unrealistic). He describes her also as very robust and says that other people believe that she
is attempting to befuddle them when she uses words and concepts that they do not

understand. Her speech is often too high level for the people she is addressing.

He also states that Linda tries to he too friendly and police become hostile and
defensive to that behavior. He believes that the hospital was predisposed to be against Linda
because D.CF.S. is against Linda and the hosgital is allied with D.C.F.S, He believes that the
doctars at the hospital would rather not be involved where sornething seems to be trouble for
them. He says siso that there is retaliation because of Linda's testimany against D.CFS. He
feels that her judgment is excellent with one exception, that is that she expects people to be
better than they are, she is too optimistic: -

Finally, This examiner believes that the plight of Linda Shelton is the result of an intellact
which makes others feel intimidated or resentful, a perseverance that causes others to be
warn down and lose their patience and a personality which can be irritating because she does
not £ake “ng” for an answer, does not relent just because she is being cut-shouted, does not
let any defeat accur no matter how trivial and because she has a knack for showing up her
opponent’s weaknesses, None of these qualities are indicative of an individual with psychosis

or incompetence to practice medicine.

Linda is willing to go to the mat on almost any subject which she cares about and
knows about. Her persistence causes frustrations to others and sometimes the only answer
to that frustration is for her opponent to get rid of her if they have the powerto do so as is
true of the police or the Court. Unfortunately, Linda is often unable to relent before this
happens because she has the-fear that her entire being will be discounted if she loses her
argument. [t is as if she is fighting far her life, just like she started out by fighting for the lives of
her pediatric patients. Her crusade is at stake and she cannot see the value in just picking 8
few areas to promote rather than every little issue, which becomes so frustrating to the

ordinary individual.

However, Linda is by no means ordinary. She has survived many medical conditions,
has been outstanding as a scientist and physician, learned a goad deal of legal procedure on
her own and with these qualities is motivated toward enhancing the welfare of others at her
own expense and often without remuneration. How many others can say the same thing
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s3pecially in this very mercenary world where sp many are indifferent to thoge who are
zuffering in their liveg?

It will take a Court with Compassion rather than anger, a Court that does not mistake
“2r vehemence for mental liness and perhaps a Court that is as Courageous as she is in
silvocating for those not politically or financially connected to accept Linda and treat her with
=he dignity which all those wha ga before it deserve, :

There are many peaple in our history who have fought for their principles and found
Jreat resistance befgpe ventually being recognized as herpes of & kind. Rosa Parks, Nelson
andela, and Mahatma Gandhi are only a few of such People whao met similar rejections when
tr.zy advocated positions which those in authority faund ta be threatening, One must hope that
SN2 same appreciation of Linda's value to hep profession will eventually be recognized by
viiling the many positive qualities she offers and that her opponents will agree that though
her style is not 2asy to live with it, "there is gold in them there hills.”

Thank you very much for yOur assistance in this case, if | can be of further heip, please
w3 ngt hesitate to eall upon me,

Swizarely, .
I';_'_:s;dm’G.Ha pavt, M.D,
Belod ok
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MEDICAL ScHooL Associate Clinical Professor of Psychiatry, University of California San Diego
AFFILIATIONS (UCSD) Medical Schaol, San Diego, California, 1986-Present
Associate, Psychiatry Department, Northwestarn University Medical School, Chicagn,
lingis, 197085
HosPmaL Kaiser Permanente, Psychiatry Department, San Oiego, California, 2001-Present
AFFILIATIONS Scripps Memorial Hospital, Psychiatey Department, La Jolla, California, 1286 Present

Sharp Memorial Hospital, San Diego, Califdrnia, 1991-Present
Northwestern Memarial Hospital, Chicago, llinois, 1959-1885
Highland Park Hospital, Chicago, llinois, 1972-1986

CONSULTANT Ethies Committee, Highland Park Hospital, 1984-1986
FosiTions Representative to the American Callege of Sports Medicine, American Psychistric
Association, 1986
The President’s Council on Physical Fitness and Sports, 1885
Member of Advisory Board, Journal of Psychiatry and Law, 1974-1894
Initiated Group Therapy Project st Statesville Prison, llinois Department of
Corrections, 1987-1972

PROFESSIONAL American Psychiatric Association
SOCIETIES American Academy of Psychiatry and Law
American Collene of Forensic Psychiatry
American Academy of Forensic Sciences
San Diego Psychiatric Socisty -
San Diego Psychalogy and Law Socisty
Forensic Cansultants Association [FCA], San Diego and Orange County

PUBLICATIONS 1. "Is There Any Reason You Cannot Give Your Best Testimaony Today?" The Gavel,
Velume 7, Number 3, Summer 2004

2. "l Oon't Care if the Evidence Shows He's Innocent [Truth ar Cansequences],” The
Gavel, Volume 4, Number 1, Winter 2001

4. “The Psychiatrist as an Expert Witness,” MediLegal Links, Volume 10, No. 4,
September- October, 1998

4. "Eyewitness ldentification in Civil Cases,” California Journal of | aw and
San Diggo Journal of Law, June, 1998

"How to Use Medical Experts,” MediLegal Links, Volume 10, No. 3, June, 1898

“Substance Abuse and The Lav: It's Not Only Their Problem,” The Orange County
Trial Lawyers Association, The Gavel, Spring, 1898

7 ‘Opportunism or Enlightenment: The Sexual Harassment Revolution,”

The Orange County Lavwer, October 1985

8.  "The Emotional Camponent of Medical Malpractice,” Experts-Atl aw, Seprember-
Cctober 19390

8.  "Transportation Trauma,” Experts-Atd aw, May-June 1820

10. "The Serial and Mass Murderer: Patterns, Differentiation, Pathology,”
The American Journal of Forensic Psychiabry, Volume X, No. 1, 1988
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FRESENTATIONS

11.

12
13.

14,

18.

18,

s

10.
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"Secondary Gain and Other Terms You Need to Know.” San Dieao Trial Bar Mews,
February 1887

“The Psychiatrist on Trial," The Journal of Psychiatry and Lave, Winter 1 a7s

"Group Therapy in Prison - A Strategic Approach,” a chapterin a book on group
counseling by Seligman, 1977

"Crisis in Confidentiality, Ethics and Legality far a Psychiatrist,” The Journal of
Psychiatry and Law, Fall 1977

“Group Therapy in Prison," The International Journa! of Group Psychotherapy, Volume
#X, No. 4, October 1971

“Follow-up of Therapeutic Abortion,” (with Patt. &, Barglow), Archives of Gengral
Psychiatry, April 1968

Also authored several book reviews, including "Belli for the Malpractice Defense,” in The
dournal of Psychiatry and Law

"How To Avoid Lawsuits 8 How To Testify"; Medicine Grand Bounds, Scripps
Mernorial Hospital, La Jolls, California, September 21, 2004

“WWhat You Need to Know Before You Take the Stand as an Expert Witness.” Witness
In Mock CrossExamination; Forensic Cansultants Association of Orange County,
Newport Beach, California, October 25, 1993

“The Ten Commandments of Ethical Practices in the AtorneyExpert Relationship” and
"Substance Abuse and The Law: It's Not Only Their Problem,”

Pracrastinators' Program for The San Diego Caunty Bar Assaciation, San Oiego, California,
January 2B, 1933,

“Ethical Issues in The Attorney/Expert Witness Pelations hip,” Oesert Bar Associgtion,
Ranchao Mirage, California, December 18, 1998,

“Eyewitness Identification; The Crucial Elements in Givil & Criminal Cases,” Nevada Tria!
Lawyers Association 22~ Annual Canvention/Saminar, La Jalla, California, Octeber.
1988

“Ask The Shrink - A Potpourni of Psychiatric,/ Publis Concerns,” Heritage Pointe,
Newport |rvine Chapter, Newport Beach, California, February, 1998

“Breaking the Cycle of Family Violence,” Junior Leagues of San Diego, San Diega,
Califarnia, Apeil, 1987

“The Ethical Minefield Underiying the AttorneyExpert Relationship,” American Academy of
Forensic Sciences, 49th Annual Meeting, New York, New York, February, 1997

“Communications & Miscommunications in Sex Harassment Cases," A Psychiatria
Workshop, The Natianal Forensic Center 12th Annual National Conference of Expert
Witnesses, Liigation Consultants and Attorneys, San Qlego, California, November 2.5,
1885

“Sexual Harassment in the Workplace: Treatment lssues,” San Diego Chapter of
California Association of Marriage and Family Therapists, Forensic Committes, San

Diego, California, October 27, 18935
uu 11
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11.

12.

13.
14.
15.
16,

17

18.

19,
20,
21,

22,

23.

24,

25.
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“Assessing Credibility & Determining Emotional Darnages in Sexual Marassment
Daseaz" Meeting of the Labor and Employment Law Section, San Qiego County Bar
Association, San Dhego, California, September 13, 1995

“Eruption of Vidlence: Recurrent But Intermittent Eruption of Violence: The Sine Qua
Non of the Serial Killer and Mass Murderer” International Congress of Law and
Mental Health, Montreal, Canada, June 1934

“Stalking Killers and Random Massacres,” We Tip Crimefighting Coenference,
Riverside, California, April 1984

“Experts on Experts - Forensic Medicine in Focus,” University of San Diego School of
Law, San Diego, California, January 1994

“Expert Witnesses: When and How to Use Them to Win Your Case,” Dasert Bap
Association, Ranche Mirage, California, March 19973

"How to Use Expert Witnesses," Hawaii Trial Lawyers Association, Honolulu, Hawaii,
February 1893

“Medical Workshop: Exposing Fraud and Malingering for Forensic Experts,” The
Mational Ferensic Center Sth National Conference of Expert Witnesses, Litigation
Consuitants and Attorneys, Mashville, Tennessee, December 1992

“Mass and Serial Murder, Similarities and Differcnces,” Bth Biomedical Conference,
The Association of Australian and Pacific Area Police Medical Officers, Hong Kang,
Cctober 18952 p

“Forensic Psychiatric Practice in the United States.” Forensic Committee, Forensic
Psychiatric Association of Thailand, Bangkek, Octaber 1992

“Attarneys and the Expert Witness: How to be Compatible,” Desert Bar Association,
Palm Springs, Califarnita, December 1991

“Friend, Lover, Spouse, Client.. Killer? The Psychalogical Profile of Violent
Relationships,” San Diego Chapter of California Association of Marriage and Family
Therapists, Forensic Committee, San Oiego, California, July 1991

“How to Present or Defend Against a Psychiatric Diagnosis of Post-Traumatic Stress
Disorder [FTSDY)," Gray, Cary, Ames & Frye (law firm), San Diego, California, April
1891; Shifflet, Sharp and Walters (law firm), San Diego, California, April 1981

“What a Psychiatrist Can Do for You™ and "Prolonged Disabilities,” American
Association of Legal Nurse Cansultants, San Oiego, California, June 1894 Barnhorst,
Bonar, Incorvais & Glancy (law firrn), San Diego, California, April 1991

“Knaw Thyself - A Psychiatrist's Understanding” and "Malpractice and the Good
Guys,” Seminar, San Diego Trial Lawyers Association, San Dieqe, California, May
1880

“Miass and Serial Murder,” Pine Forest: Instituté Annual Conference of Psychopathy,
Criminality and Violence, Los Angeles, California, July 1883
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29,

30.

31,
22,
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34,
35.
36.
37.
38.

33.

CURRICULUM VITAE
Page 5

‘Common Traits of the Sarial Sadistic Murderer,” Farensic Mental Health Services of
San Oiego, San Diego, California, April 1989

“Serial Crime - The Concept,” Annual Meeting, American Acaderny of Forensic
Sciences, Las Vegas, Nevada, February 1989

“The Impact of Psychological Factors on Wrongful Termination Cases™ and “The
Impact of Psychological Factors on Pralonged Disability Cases,” Sermninar at California
Western School of Law, San Diego, Califarnia, September 19388

“The Serial and Mass Murderer: Patterns, Differentiation, Pathology,” Mid-Hudson
Psychiatric Center and Kirby Psychiatric Center (New York State Office of Mental
Health], New York, September 1988; and S0th Annual Symposium in Psychiatry and
Law, American College of Forensic Hsychiatry, April 1987

"Psychological Ramifications in the Use of Reproductive Options,” Saminar,
Reproductive Options and Fetal versus Maternal Rights, Ethical and Legal Issues, June
1987

How to Use Medicsl Experts - A Symposium, "The Psychiatric Expert as a Witness”
San Oiego Trial Lawyers Associstion, San Diegao, California, April 1987

“VWWhat Ta Do For Your Addict-Client,” Sports Law Class, California Western School of
Law, San Diego, California, Novembzar 1986

“How to Use a Forensic Psychiatrist,” North County Defense Bar, San Diegp,
California, November 1986

"Differentiation of Serial and Mass Murder,” San Diego Psychology and Law Saociety,
San Diego, California, October 1986

“How You Can Help Your Client-Addict.” Seminar, Sports Lawyers Association, San
Francisco, California, 1884

“The Athlete - Inside and Out.” 1983 Sparts Law Serninar, Sports Lawyers
Associgtion, Fart Lauderdale, Florida, 1983

"Psychiatric Ethics and Technique: A Potential for Malpractice Ligbility,” American
Academy of Psychiatry and Law, Montreal, Canada, 1978

"Crisis in Confidentiality, Ethics and Legality for a Psychiatrist,” American Psychiatric
Association Conference, Toranto, Canada, 1977

“Analytic Group Therapy - A Treatment Technique - More Than an Experience," lllinais
Group Psychotherapy Society, Chicago, lllinais, 1973

Other papers have been presented locally, nationally and internationally on the
following subjects:

Adaptation to Aging Changes . Psychiatric Emergencies
Criminalagy Psychiatric Problems in
DOrug Abuse Medical Practices
Individuality in Marriage Hehabilitation in Prison
Prolonged Disahiliy Sexual Inadequacies
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SPORTS ARTICLES “The Best Kept Secret in Sports”
“The Football Strike: Psychologicat Impact Immense”
“A Fighter Lives with Death"
“The Pressures of Being a Professional Athlete”

TELEVISION KFMB (TV and Radio-San Diego), Cunanan spree murder and suicide
INTERVIEWS WLAC [Mashville)
WAJR [Detroit)

KGTV and KFME [San Diego) Numeraus interviews an mass and serial murders,
viclence and spousal abuse

KUS! (San Diego), Stanley Tonight, “Medical Mealpractice®

KCST (San Diego), Evening News, “Munchausen's by Promy™

CNMN, "Mob Violence in Sparts”

KYW (Phitadelphia), twice, "Serial Murders™

NBC, City Desk, "Tylenol Murders and Copycat Syridrorme”

CBS, Marning News, Interviewed on Tylenol and copycat murders

ABC, NBC, CBS News, Interviewed an Tylenol and copycat murders

CEE, MNews, Patty Hearst Caze '

WEGN, Mews, “Child Custody”™. .

ABC, News, "Rape” '

ABC, AM Chicage, “Infidelity”

ABC, AM Chicago, "Infertility”™

CBS, News Special, “Group Therapy in Prison”

PRINT San Diego Union, article by Rex Dalton concerning "Right to Oie” case

Washinatan Post, article printed in the San Dieqa Union by Eleanor Smith, Health
Editor, concerring "Munchausen's Syndrome,” January 26, 1887

Time Manazine, quoted an mass and serial murders, July 80, 1984

Newspapers: Los Angeles Times, Washington Past, New York Times, Wichita Glohe
(Kansas), Chicago Tribune, and Boston Herald

HONORS American Medical Association Physician's Recognition Award: 1878, 1988, 1891,
1984, 1998

Named in "Top 25 Physicians Practicing Sports Medicine,” Bunner's World Magazine, 1284

First prize for bwo research papers: :
Michael Reese Medical Research Council Award, 1968 and 1869
Michael Reese Hospital Resident's Prize, 1968 and 1969
lllinois Psychiatric Society Research Prize, 1969 and 1970

U U XN



RicHARD G. RAPPAPORT, M.D, CURRICULUM VITAE
Page 7
ADMINISTRATIVE Course Provider and Enrichment Lecturer - Cruise lines, 1 895 Present

Member of the Sexual Harassment Committee, County of San Diego Commission on
Status of Women, 1994.1996

Representative Lo AAPC Board of Directars, Forensic Consultants Association, San
Diegyo, 1894-1986

Member of Citizens Review Board on Pofice Practices, Progpective Member's Status,
1894

Forensic Psychiatric Review Course Lecturer, Osler Instizute, 1994

Chairman, Guality Assurance Committes, Psychiatric Department, Seripps Memorial
Hospital, 1988-1990

Member of the Board of Directars, Family Service Association of San Diego County, 1989

Member af the Forensic Committee, Public Relations Committes, San Diego Society
for Psychiatric Physicians, 1987-

Chalrman of Continuing Education Comimittee, Department of Psychiatry, Highland
Fark Hospital, 1983

Chairman of local arrangements for annual convention, American Academy of
Psychiatry and Law, 1980

Organized and moderated:
"Experts on Experts,” Serninar, University of San Diego School of Law, January 28, 1994

"Malpractice and the Good Guys,” Seminar, San Diego Trial Lawyers Association, hMay
a8, 1880

“The Impact of Psychological Factors on Wrongful Termination and Prolonged Disability
Cases,” Seminar, California Western Schoal of Law, Septembar 7, 1988

“Reproductive Options and Fetal versus Maternal Rights,” Symposium, San Oiego
Medical-Legal Society and San Diego Bioethics Group, June B, 1987

“The Use of Medical Expert Witnesses,” Seminar, San Uiego Trial Bar Association,
April 4, 1887
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EDITORI AL

Losing Your Rights: Complications

of Misdiagnosis

Richard G. Rappaport, MD

J Am Acad Psychiatry Law 34:436-8, 2006

Violation of civil rights, forced treatment, and com-
mitment under the guise of psychiatric care occurred
in two cases involving women who became "pa-
tients" in nonmedical situations in different states.
They were both viclently victimized and at some
point in their cases acted on their own behalf. One
case will be described herein.

In both cases the victims were denounced in court
as malingerers after a misdiagnosis of psychosis and

dangerousness was used to justify police action, in- -

carceration, restraint, and foreed injections of psych-
otropic drugs to incapacitate these women.

In addition, my role as a forensic psychiatrist and
expert witness in each of these cases was markedly
handicapped by the court's prosecutorial favoritism
and prejudicial attitlude against such "mentally ill"
PErS0ONS.

The specific effect of the many injustices in these
two very similar cases was to negate the freedom of
these women and the overall effect was to discredit
psychiatry while justifying the powers of courts and
police.

The current level of antipsychiatric bias and the
role of a psychiatrist in the legal system is shown to be
as great as ever.

Case Summary

AZ was, at the time of my psychialric examina-
tion, a middle-aged physician who had become a
child advocate for those in need of care by the

Dr. Rappapart is Associate Clinical Professor of Psyehiatey, University
of California San Diego, La Jolla, Califomia. Address correspondence
to: Richard G. Rappaport, b0, 7401 Via De Fortuna, La Costa, CA
92009, E-mail: witness@psychexpert.com
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NOTE: AZ=DR. LINDA SHELTON

County and Child Protective Services. I found her Lo
be a very bright woman affected by several medical
illnesses since childhood.

AZ's motivation in her medical life was combined
with a strong identification with the injustices expe-
rienced by the poor, blacks, and especially children
with illnesses that no other doclors wanted to treat.
Thus, she took on the task of challenging the "sys-

~.tem," which consisted of hospitals and the political

burcaucracy at the county and slate levels.

Mot only did AZ gain attention for her treatment
ol those with unusual or exotic disorders whom oth-
ers would not accept as paticnts, she also made house
calls, often provided treatment without payment,
and was available to parents with concerns at all
hours of the day and night. She drew a lot of atten-
tion for these reasons alone, Then, when she pro-
ceeded Lo act on her desire to treatl some of her pa-
tients in a hospital setting without going through the
proper, but intolerable, administrative admission
procedures, the hospital balked at allowing her to
function outside of their prescribed structurc and
suspended her from practicing there.

AZ's unconventional medical practice style,
wherein she also enabled her staff to provide for her
impoverished clinic children psychotherapy that was
not covered by insurance, led to her being regarded
unfavorably by her own hospital administration.

She once tredted a sexually abused child who was
in some way related lo a city government official,
who apparently felt threatened by the matter. This
official later became a member of a known law firm,
and it is believed that he sparked a broader legal

community antipathy toward her. V
|
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While in a hospital emergency room for treatment
of a personal medical problem, AZ was deemed de-
lusional because she spoke of details of a case that
involved a political figure. She was then inappropri-
ately forced into restraints and, despite her protesta-
tions, was injected with Haldol and Ativan. The
experience was so stressful that she developed post-
traumatic stress disorder.

AZ then began a series of administrative attempts
to gain reprimands toward the emergency room doc-
tor. She later sought psychiatric treatment.

After she had undergone several months of care,
the emergency room episode led to her hospital's
demanding that she be evaluated by a forensic psy-
chiatrist to determine her competency to practice
medicine. In my opinion, the report authored by the
examining psychiatrist was quite pejorative, and it
characterized AZ's complaints, allegations of defa-
mation, and reports of attacks on her person as "his-
trionic descriptions.” The forensic psychiatrist's con-
clusions were that AZ was psychotic and had a
personality disorder (with histrionic features). I did
not find these conclusions to be supported by the
facts or by my own observations of her over many
hours.

This biased report, however, led to her losing face,
and she could gain no credibility in court, in subse-
quent emergency room visits, or with law enforce-
ment officers or the police department. Political ram-
ifications developed into a personal antagonism
toward her by some major political figures.

The paticent felt forced by bias and finances to
defend herself in court without legal assistance. Not
only did she provide her own defense in a very pro-
fessional manner, but she also felt it necessary to
initiate actions against those whom she saw as adver-
saries in her campaign to practice better medicine.
What started as actions on behalf of those patients
who were the primary victims of a dysfunctional
medical system then became a protracted defense of
her mental state and an attack on those whom she
saw as guilty of malpractice or violation of her civil
rights.

The courts saw AZ as an irritant and treated her as
if she were an escapee from a psychiatric unit, despile
her logical, coherent, and accurate lepal arguments.
They tried to avoid her political charges by referring
to her as delusional when, in my opinion, she had
never had any true symptoms of a psychosis.

Veolume 34, Humber 4, 2006

The fact that A7, suffered emotional reactions of
anxiety and depression that resulted from her medi-
cal illnesses as well as from the abuse by the emer-
gency room doctor, the hospital administration, the
police who arrested her, the jail guards who watched
over her, and the court personnel who rejected her
was used to relegate her to the not-to-be-taken-seri-
ously psychiatric patient category.

AZ was also victimized by the police action and
incarceration, which sometimes did not allow for her
to receive emergency medical treatment. Her medi-
cation was oceasionally withheld, and at times they
did not recognize her right to refuse treatment when
she asserted that certain drugs were contraindi-
cated by her medical condition and/or her other
medications.

Finally, when [ was asked to be a witness for AZ, to
testify about her mental competency, the court
would not allow her to have such a witness. This was
the ultimate censure and denial of her legal as well as
civil rights,

Discussion

"Psychiatry has been criticized for ethical abuses in
every sphere of its activity.™ This is especially 50 with
its ability summarily to cancel a person's frecdom
through its power to commit that person against his
or her will. At the base of this power is the psychiatric
act of diagnosing, which may have immediate as well
as lifelong consequences.”

The women in the two cases in which [ consulted,
each in somewhat different initial circumstances but
both asking for help in some form, were incorrectly
diagnosed as psychotic and thereafter mistreated.
They were both abused physically and rendered help-
less by neuroleptic medications. Then when they
complained about their maltreatment they were re-
garded as psychotic or malingering and their com-
plaints were not acknowledged as being valid.

Neither woman was psychotic, malingering about
the abusive consequences, or otherwise not entitled
to the right to refuse treatment or the right to resist
abuse. :

Labeling them as mentally ill led to their being
apprehended by the police who treated both of them
as if they were criminals, rather than patients, as
those in charge assumed the women's protestations
were evidence that they needed to be restrained and
tranquilized. The courts in turn disregarded their

wWa .,



Complications of Misdiagnosis

complaints because of the diagnosis of psychosis, and
thus the abuse continued from one venue to another.

In each case, these women sought restitution of
their good names and their rights and compensation
for the abuse suffered. Both attempted to do so with-
out the use of lawyers,

AZ's victimization appeared to be the result of her
being considered psychotic and her fighting a system
that was undermined by politics and politicians. This
power was vested in AZ's hospital board of directors
as well as city and state officials. It is thus not surpris-
ing that the courts in turn were influenced adversely
against her,

Because she would not just accept the adverse rul-
ings, in attempting to make things right, she irritated
and alicnated all those whom she was asking to cor-
rect the system. There was no give on her part, and
she was not tolerated; her message went unanswered,
and she was repeatedly sent to jail, made miserable

while there, and forced to suffer numerous exacerba-
tions of her many medical conditions,

Psychiatry should not be taken lightly as a critical
specialty in the medical field, nor should it be used as
a weapon by physicians or the legal or political sys-
tem against individuals who are different, sound
strange, or ar¢ nonconforming, Accurate diagnosis
with thoughtfulness as to the many consequences
arising from the diagnosis is a requirement of all phy-
sicians and must represent the standard of care.

The ethics we need to operate a reliable and safe
society depend on rectifying the kinds of abuses to
which these two physicians were subjected.
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FILED

) SS SEP 2 8 2010
COUNTY OF COOK : DOROTHY BRUWN
CLERK OF CIRCUIT COURI

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

STATE OF ILLINOIS )

PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS )
Respondent — Defendant, )
) No. 10 HC 00012
V. ) Hon. Michael McHale,
) Judge Presiding
LINDA SHELTON )
Petitioner — Plaintiff. )

THE PEOPLE’S MOTION TO DISMISS PETITIONER’S REQUEST FOR HABEAS
CORPUS RELIEF .

NOW COME the People of the State of Illinois, by their Attorney, ANITA ALVAREZ, State’s
Attorney of Cook County, Illinois, through his Assistant, Kurt Smitko, and respectfully request

that this Honorable Court deny Petitioner’s request for Habeas Corpus relief. In support thereof,

the People state the following:

o Plaintiff has failed to properly serve defendant with notice of the habeas.

¢ Plaintiff i:l';;il'ai-l;d ;o .s-t..atc a valid"es.u-m.e .o-i.' a.tctiun 'I.I.I;del' the l'lﬂ.h-ﬁ;i.?; s;tatute.
1. On August 16, 2010, plaintiff filed a petition for Habeas Corpus relief. Plaintiff has named
Sheriff Dart as the defendant/respondent. Plaintiff is currently incarcerated in the Cook County
Department of Corrections based on three separate contempt of court charges. Flaintiff received
a sentence of 60 days for each contempt charge.
2, Plaintiff is alleging that 1) this Honorable Court lost jurisdiction when plaintiff’s motion to

substitute judge was denied; 2) this Honorable Court lacked jurisdiction to impese consecutive
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. —— states that the summons shall be served in accordance with the miles. /d Section 2-203(z)

sentences for contempt charges; 3) this Honorable Court had no jurisdiction to deny good time
credits; 4) this Honorable Court had no jurisdiction to impose aggregate sentences without a jury
trial; 5) this Honorable Court had no jurisdiction to pronounce contempt charges on another day;
and lastly 6) the CCDOC has been holding plaintiff illegally since August 9, 2010

I. Motion to Dismiss Under 735 ILCS 5/2-301 For Lack Of Personal Jurisdiction

3. Plaintiff’s pro se habeas complaint should be dismissed pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-

301, because plaintiff did not effect proper service of process on defendant, and this Court
therefore lacks personal jurisdiction over her.

4. Pursuant to section 735 ILCS 5/1-108 (West 2010), the procedures contained in

Article IT of the Code govern proceedings established by Articles III through XIX of the Code,
including habeas actions under Article X. Further, because habeas corpus actions are considered
civil in nature, see Alexander v. Pearson, 354 Ili.hiﬁp.?id 643, 645 (1st Dist. 2004), the
procedures for initiating such a suit are necessarily govemned by the Code.

5. Section 2-201 of the Code sets forth the manner of commencing a civil action,

providing that upon the filing of a complaint initiating the action, and upon the request of the

plaintiff, the court shall issue a summons. See 735 ILCS 5/2-201 (West 2010). The section also

provides two methods of effecting service of process: (1) by leaving a copy of the summons with
the defendant personally, or (2) by leaving a copy of the summons at the defendant’s usual place
of abode, with a resident at least thirteen years of age, and informing the resident of the contents
of the summons, and mailing an additional copy to that location. 735 ILCS 5/2-203(a) (West |

2010). Pursuant to section 2-202(a), process must be served by a sheriff or other authorized

individual. See 735 ILCS 5/202(a) (West 2010).
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6. In a habeas corpus action, the proper defendant is the person or officer having

custody of the plaintiff. See 735 ILCS 5/10-104, 10-105, 10-108, 10-111, 10-113 (West 2010);
Hennings v. Chandler, 229 111.2d 18, 24 n.2 (2008). This is consistent with both the purpose and
sole relief possible in a habeas action. See Faheem-El v. Klincar, 123 111.2d 291, 295 (1988) (sole
remedy authorized in habeas proceeding is plaintiff’s immediate release from custody); Adcock
v. Snyder, 345 Il App.3d 1095, 1098 (4th Dist. 2004) (same); People ex rel. Burbank v. Irving,
108 IIL.App.3d 897, 700 (3d Dist. 1992) (same).

7. Here, because plaintiff is incarcerated at Cook County Department of Corrections, her current
custodian {and thus the proper defendant) is Sheriff Dart. But defendant Dart has no record of
having been served with a summons or plaintiff’ s habeas complaint; and counsel for defendant
has confirmed that no proper proof of service has been accomplished, or even attempted, on
defendant. Indeed, plaintiff’s pro se cumpiaint‘révéals nothing suggesting that plaintiff properly
effected service of the complaint upon Sheriff Dart.

8. A plaintiff must exercise due diligence to obtain service of process, “for it is the sole

legally sufficient means of alerting defendants to the pendency of a civil suit.” O 'Conneli v. St.

Francis Hosp., 112 111.2d 273, 282 (1986). “[P]roper service of summons is a necessary element

- -to obtaining jurisdiction over a party.” Home State Sav. dss'n v. Powell, 73 1L.App.3d 915,917

(1 Dist. 1979). It is essential to the validity of a judgment that the court have both jurisdiction
of the subject matter of the litigation and jurisdiction over the parties. . . . [P]ersonal jurisdiction
can be acquired only by service of process in the manner directed by statute. . . .A judgment
rendered without service of process . . . where there has been neither a waiver of process nor a
[waiver of jurisdiction] by the defendant, is void regardless of whether the defendant had actual

knowledge of the proceedings. State Bank of Lake Zurich v, Thill, 113 111.2d 294, 308 (1986)
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(internal citations omitted); see also 735 ILCS 5/2-301(a-5) (West 2010) (party forfeits all
objections to the court’s personal jurisdiction over the party by filing “a responsive pleading or a
motion (other than a motion for an extension of time to answer or otherwise appear) prior to the
filing of a motion” objecting to personal jurisdiction); Ryburn, 349 111 App.3d at 994 (“For a
court to acquire personal jurisdiction over the defendant, the defendant must be served, waive
service, or consent to jurisdiction.”) (citation omitted),

9. Moreover, a court must have both subject matter and personal jurisdiction to take

action against a defendant. Thill, 113 111.2d at 308; People v. Grau, 263 11l.App.3d 874, 877 (2d
Dist. 1994). Absent the filing of a responsive pleading or a motion (other than a motion for
extension of time to answer or otherwise appear) by a defendant before the court, proper service
of summons is a prerequisite for personaljurisdi.c.tiﬂnfkybum, 349 Ill.App.3d at 994; see also
Thili, 113 111.2d at 308; KSAC Corp., 364 Ill.ﬁpi:_.:jd at 596-97; Grau, 263 Ill.App.3d at 877;
Charter Bank and Trust of Hlinois v. Novak, 218 1. App.3d 548, 551-52 (2d Dist. 1991). This is
true even when a defendant has actual knowledge of the proceeding, and any orders entered

against a defendant in the absence of service are void ab initio. Charter Bank, 218 11l App.3d at

351-32.

motion, defendant has filed neither a responsive pleading nor any other motions in this Court on
this case, and therefore did not waive a jurisdictional objection. See 735 ILCS 5/2-301(a-5)
(West 2010); compare KSAC Corp., 364 [ILApp.3d at 596-97, with Johnson v. Ingails Mem.
Hosp., No. 1-09-0422, 2010WL2635824 (Ill. App. June 29, 2010), The filing of the present

motion to dismiss also does not submit defendant to this Court’s jurisdiction. See 735 ILCS 5/2-

301(a-5) (West 2010); Ryburn, 349 1. App.3d at 992-94. 7
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11. In sum, this Court never acquired jurisdiction over defendant because defendant was

never properly served. Defendant never waived objection to this Court’s lack of jurisdiction.
Thus, this Court lacks personal jurisdiction over defendant and the complaint should be
dismissed on that basis.

II. Motion To Dismiss Under 735 ILCS 5/2-615.

12. In the alternative, plaintiff’s complaint should be dismissed with prejudice

because it is legally insufficient. A motion to dismiss under section 2-615 attacks the legal
sufficiency of a complaint based upon defects apparent on its face. Beacham v. Walker, 231
I1.2d 51, 57 (2008). In ruling on such a motion, a court must accept as true all well-pleaded facts
in the complaint and draw all reasonable inferences there from in favor of the non-moving party.
Id. at 58. The court must determine whether the ;.’tlegﬁ.tinns. of the complaint, when viewed in a
light most favorable to the plaintiff, are suﬂicie'l;t éo state a cause of action upon which relief can
be granted. /d.; see also Canel v. Topinka, 212 111.2d 311, 317 (2004). Plaintift’s claim fails to
withstand scrutiny under this standard.

13. Pursuant to the habeas corpus statute, the circuit court is required “to conduct an

initial review of the sufficiency of the complaint and to grant an order of habeas corpus if the

—_— - complaint, with its attached documentation; establishes a question-as-o the legalitvofthe . . = ...

plaintiff’s detention or imprisonment.” Hennings v. Chandler, 229 111.2d 18, 26 (2008); see 735
ILCS 5/10-106 (West 2010). However, “if it is clear from a review of the complaint that the
plaintiff is not entitled to the relief of habeas corpus, the order shall be denied.” Hennings, 229
I11.2d at 26 (citation omitted).

14. Habeas corpus is an extraordinary and extremely narrow remedy for state prisoners.

Id.; Faircloth v. Sternes, 367 1l.App.3d 123, 125 (2d Dist. 2006). “It is well established that an
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order of habeas corpus is available only to obtain the release of a prisoner who has been
incarcerated under a judgment of a court that lacked jurisdiction of the subject matter or the
person of the petitioner, or where there has been some occurrence subsequent to the prisoner’s
conviction that entitles him to release.” Beacham, 231 I11.2d at 58 (citing Peaple v. Gosier, 205
I11.2d 198, 205 (2001)); see also Barney v. Prisoner Review Bd., 184 I11.2d 428, 430 (1998). “A
complaint for order of habeas corpus may not be used to review proceedings that do not exhibit
one of these defects, even though the alleged error involves a denial of constitutional rights.”
Beacham, 231 111.2d at 58 (citing Gosier, 205 [11.2d at 205). Additionally, habeas corpus cannot
be used as a substitute for direct appeal, or to correct mere judicial errors that might have
occurred at trial, Baker v. Dep 't of Corr., 106 111.2d 100, 106 (1985); see also People v. Tiller,

361 LApp.3d 803, 806 (5th Dist. 2005) (“Habeas corpus is not an available remedy to review

errors of a non-jurisdictional nature.”™).

15. When the convicting court’s jurisdiction is not challenged, the only permissible inquiry is
whether the time during which the prisoner may be legally detained has expired. Pardo v.
Chrans, 174 1. App.3d 549, 551 (4th Dist. 1988) (citing People ex rel. Castle v. Spivey, 10 111.2d

586, 593-94 (1957), and Tiller, 361 1. App.3d at 806). Indeed, “[t]he sole remedy or relief

125. Consequently, “where the habeas corpus complaint d[oes] not allege that the circuit court
lacked jurisdiction, and there [i]s no claim that any event ha[s] occurred since the judgment of
conviction by which the plaintiff ha[s] become entitled to discharge,” the court may dismiss the
habeas corpus complaint. Hennings, 229 111.2d at 30-31 (citing People ex rel. Haven v. Macieiski,

38 111.2d 396, 398 (1967)).
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16. Plaintiff cannot, claim that the circuit court lacked jurisdiction to convict her. The
jurisdictional power of the Illinois trial courts flows from the state constitution. Feap!g v,
Gilmore, 63 111.2d 23, 26 (1976) (jurisdiction of trial courts is conferred by article V1, § 9 of the
Illinois Constitution, which provides that the circuit courts have “original jurisdiction over all
justiciable matters™); see also Belleville Toyota, Inc. v. Toyota Motor Sales, U.S.A., Inc., 199
I11.2d 325, 334 (2002). There can be no doubt that the Circuit Court of Cook County obtained
subject matter jurisdiction over this justiciable matter when plaintiff came to court to file her
initial habeas corpus petition, and personal jurisdiction over plaintiff when she physically
appeared. See People v. Woodall, 333 Il App.3d 1146, 1156 (5th Dist. 2002). Accordingly,
plaintiff’s complaint fails to state a colorable cause of action with respect to the proper
jurisdiction of the Circuit Court of Cook Count}'.. |

17. With regard to the substantive portion of théhpn;tition, it too must be dismissed. Plaintiff is
incarcerated on three separate counts of contempt of court. “Criminal contempt is described as
conduct which is calculated to embarrass, hinder or obstruct the court in its administration of
justice or to derogate from its authority or dignity.” People v. Siegel, 94 111.2d 167 (1983).

Indirect contempt of court occurs outside the presence of the court and must be established by

. ... theevidence while direct contempt of court involves conduct occurring within the presenceof =

the court and may be punished summarily. Allen v. Duffie, 127 Il App.3d 820 (1984); People v.
Romanski, 155 Ill App 3d 47 (1987) To sustain a finding of direct contempt of court it must be
shown that the particular conduct was calculated to embarrass, hinder or obstruct the court in its
administration of justice or to lessen its authority or dignity, or to bring the administration of law
into dispute. People v. Toomin, 18 1l.App.3d 824 (1974), People v. Stewart, 58 I1l.App.3d 630

(1978). Findings of direct contempt have be upheld for accusing a trial judge of being racist and
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a member of the Klu Klux Klan; People v. Minor, 281 11l App.3d 568 (1996) and stating that the
trial judge was part of a criminal conspiracy to find him guilty. People v. Baxter, 50 111.2d 286
(1972) Clearly, plaintiff’s outbursts in court, use of foul language, and accusing this Honorable
Court of treason fall directly under the direct contempt of court guidelines and as such, plaintiff
was properly convicted.

18. Plaintiff’s claim that her sentence of 180 days for the three counts of contempt must also fail.
Petitioner’s belief that the acts of contempt stem Trom the one incident is misplaced. Each time
petitioner appeared in court and became disruptive, she was held in direct contempt. These three
instances are separate and distinct crimes and as such may be sentenced accordingly. See People
v. Pheips, 211 111.2d 1 (2004)

19. Plaintiff's belief that she is entitled to a jury trial is also without merit. It has been held that
the United States Constitution only requires jﬂf;.t‘fials in direct contemnpt proceedings if the
actual sentence imposed exceeds six months imprisonment. Bloom v. fllinois, 391 U.S. 194
(1968). The Illinois Supreme Court has granted the right to a jury trial under the same
circumstances, County of McLean v. Kickapoo Creek, Inc., 51 111.2d 353 (1972); People v.

Coflins, 57 [l App.3d 934 (1978). Plaintiff’s three sentences total 180 days in the CCDOC,

. thercfore, she inpotentitledtoajwytgal. .. .. .. e

20. Plaintiff alleges that this Honorable Court had no jurisdiction to deny her good time credits.
Good time credit is given to promote discipline in prison. It is not given randomly but must be
earned. People v. Maury, 287 1ll.App.3d 77,82, (1* Dist.1997) Good time credit is earned by
the inmate and given by the jail authorities when deemed appropriate. In the case at bar, this

Honorable Court sentenced plaintiff to three separate counts of direct contempt totaling 180
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days incarceration. Should plaintiff be awarded good time credit, it would be a matter for the
Cook County Department of Corrections to determine.

21. Plaintiff is merely substituting the habeas corpus statute with an appeal. When this
Honorable Court did not grant plaintiff leave to file her habeas petition, her correct remedy
would have been to file a notice of appeal with the appellate court. Instead, plaintiff chose to
lash out verbally which landed her in her present situation. Plaintiff is in lawful custody in the
Cook County Department of Corrections.

22. In sum, because plaintiff's complaint fails to assert any claims implicating the

convicting court’s jurisdiction or alleging any event entitling her to immediate release,

it does not provide grounds for relief under Illinois’s habeas corpus statute. Therefore, the

complaint should be dismissed with prejudice under 735 ILCS 5/2-615. See Gosier, 205 11L.2d at

206.

WHEREFORE, the People respectfully request that this Honorable Court deny the petitioner’s

request for habeas corpus relief based upon the reasons stated above.

Respectfuly submitted,

/

Kurt Smitko
Assistant State’s Attorney
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APPENDIX XX

In case number 06 C 4259 before the Federal District Court Northern District of
Illinois, Shelton who was found not-guilty of Medicaid Vendor Fraud in 2009 by a
jury and now deceased co-defendant Vernon Glass sued Illinois Attorney General
Lisa Madigan and Judge Pantle for fraudulent indictment and charges of Medicaid
Fraud under § 1983 of the Civil Rights Code. The dismissal of this suit claiming
they had absolute immunity was belayed by the following and that is why Shelton is
preparing a Petition for Writ of Mandamus before this Honorable Court, to re-
instate this suit.

Four years after a 2006 FOIA request and one (1) year after trial, Shelton received
documents from the U.S.- DHHS, applications from the Illinois Medicaid Fraud
Control Unit (‘MFCU”) for funding and certification by DHHS. In these documents
State officials admitted that the Illinois Attorney General had no legal authority or
jurisdiction to charge anyone with Medicaid fraud and they claimed all such
prosecutions were referred to the U.S. Attorney. (Sc& R?\.}

Yet Shelton and Glass were indicted for Medicaid Fraud by Illinois Attorney
General Lisa Madigan in 2004 and found not guilty in 2009. Shelton in pre-trial
motions that were summarily dismissed had alleged that the Illinois Attorney
General had no legal authority or jurisdiction quoting the same case law that the
State quoted in their MFCU application to the U.S. —- DHHS.

Therefore, in 2010 Shelton had absolute proof of the State’s fraud upon the trial
court and felony federal funding fraud upon the U.S. government by Illinois
Attorney General Lisa Madigan and Judge Pantle’s (and later Judge Alonso’s)
knowing and willing violation of this case law and Shelton and Glass’ civil rights.

Yet Judge Joan Lefkow, in view of the above, upon motion to reconsider her
dismissal of the tort against Judge Pantle and Lisa Madigan for again, but this time
erroneously citing absolute immunity refused to reverse her dismissal, claiming
that despite no personal or subject-matter jurisdiction as proven by the State’s
admission in their MFCU application to the U.S.-DHHS (SCA RR) that these
offenders (IL AG Madigan and Judge Pantle) still had absolute judicial immunity.

Due to the fact that the Federal District Court for the Northern District of Illinois
has barred indigent Shelton from appealing in forma pauperis, Shelton was denied
access to the courts to appeal Judge Lefkow’s unconstitutional and wrongful
dismissal of this suit. Due to the unlawful incarcerations of Shelton in 2007-2008
and 2010, as well as due to her multiple disabilities, indigency, and family
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situation, Shelton has been unable to bring this outrageous denial of justice before
this Honorable Court and is only preparing another Petition for Writ of Mandamus
in this regard. Judicial notice is given , of which Petitioner is sure this Honorable
Court is aware — void orders can be appealed at any time in any court.

Of Note: in violation of U.S. Supreme Court holdings that issues remaining in cases
of acquittal are not moot and can be appealed if double jeopardy is not invoked, the
Ilinois Appellate Court illegally dismissed Shelton’s appeal of the denial of her pre-
trial motion to dismiss the Medicaid Fraud case against her for lack of jurisdiction.
Therefore, they violated this Honorable Court's previous rulings and that forms a
basis for Petition to file a Petition for Writ of Mandamus on this issue which is in
preparation

The United States Supreme Court in several cases granted certiorari after not
guilty verdicts and ruled that issues in cases where there were not guilty verdicts
were appealable if they met two tests: 1) there remained a controversy, and 2) when
there is no threat of either multiple punishments or successive prosecutions as a
result of overturning the decisions of the trial court; in essence that as long as the
double jeopardy clause is not offended the appeal is not barred. United States v.
Jenkins, 420 U.S. 358, 95 S.Ct. 1006, (1975); Serfass v. United States, 420 U.S. 377,
95 5.Ct. 1055 (1975); United States v. Wilson, 420 1.8. 332, 95 8.Ct. 1013 (1975);
United States v. Martin Linen Supply Co, 430 U.S. 564, 97 8.Ct 1349 (1977): and
United States v. Ceccolini, 435 U.S, 268, 98 S.Ct. 1054 (1978). The case is not moot
as 1f the trial court on this Medicaid Fraud case had no jurisdiction at any time then
Judge Lefkow’s ruling is incorrect and in fact void. This controversy remains and
the issue of whether the trial court’s ruling summarily dismissing Shelton’s pre-
trial motion to dismiss the case for lack of jurisdiction was an error has significance
for the case that was before Judge Lefkow. If it was error, than both IL Ag Madigan
and Judge Pantle had NO judicial or prosecutorial immunity and the suit must go
forward with Judge Lefkow vacating her dismissal of this suit. A case is only moot
when it involves no controversy. Hynde v. Hopper, 56 I11.App.2d 152, 205 N.E.2d
647 (1965)
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APPENDIX YY
Wrongful conviction for battery of an officer which resulted in a two (2) year
sentence in violation of the U.S. Supreme Court holdings in Cunningham v.

California, 127 8. Ct. 856 (2007), was alleged as follows:

Incident of alleged battery occurred in jail while Plaintiff was illegally jailed for
contempt because Plaintiff told Judge Pantle she had no jurisdiction on a case of
Medicaid Fraud brought in 2004 by the IL Attorney General against Shelton.

Shelton was found NOT GUILTY in 2009 by a jury of Medicaid fraud.

Shelton has now received proof from USt—.DHI-.IS (SCA RR) that Judge Pantle did not
have jurisdiction -received May 2010 1-égal-ding a 2006 FOIA request for re-
certification and funding application to US-DHHS from IL Medicaid Fraud Control
Unit - finally received due to executive order from Pres. Obama that agencies must
answer FOIA requests, which overturned Pres. Bush’s previous order to ignore
them. The proof is the MFCU application where the State in a sworn statement
says that Illinois is one of six (6) states where the State Attorney General (AG) has
no authority or jurisdiction to prosecute Medicaid fraud and the MFCU claims that
they turn all such prosecution over to U.S. Attorney — yet IL AG illegally violated
what they swore to, thus fraudulently obtaining millions from US-DHHS, and
fraudulently without jurisdiction indicted Plaintiff and at least three other people

(Shelton’s deceased co-defendant, Vernon Glass; Maisha Hamilton Bennett; Naomi
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Jennings — all legitimate mental health providers who also were whistle blowers
with evidence against corrupt friends of IL AG Lisa Madigan — documents available
for anyone to see — please contact Shelton) for Medicaid fraud. Judge Pantle held
this true statement of lack of jurisdiction to be an act of contempt summarily

sentencing Shelton to 30 days,

Cook County Jail Correctional Officer Sgt. Anthony Salemi, while Shelton was
severely dehydrated, due to a dry hunger strike of six (68) days protesting refusal of
jail to provide appropriate medications and diet, and severely weak in a wheelchair,
sent away a female unit guard and entered Shelton’s cell alone stating “I'm going to
make a case so you don’t get out.” This was a retaliatory statement as Shelton four
weeks prior had won a complaint for inj;mction against the then Cook County
Sheriff Sheahan for failure to respond to a FOIA request; the court ordered response
was that the Sheriff was in violation of federal law and did not have a compliance

plan for courthouses as required by the ADA.

Then Salemi grabbed Shelton by the neck and attacked her, stumbling and
skinning his shin when the wheelchair lurched backwards with the forced of him

lunging at Shelton and grabbing her neck.

Salemi then ripped the wheelchair out from under Shelton while he flipped her onto

YYa

the floor attacking and injuring her,



Salemi then falsified his records and said, after he entered the cell six (6) inches,
while he was staring at Shelton who was sitting in her wheelchair in the middle of
the cell four (4) feet away in a dead stop Shelton accelerated the wheelchair [using
her congenitally weak arms and the broken wheelchair] caught him “off guard” and
“bounced the wheelchair against him” — [inconsistent with his injury of a vertical
scrape at the top half of his shins, which is consistent with Shelton’s story]. This 5"
107 1901b healthy male claims he was too surprised as a trained correctional officer
and Sergeant to defend himself against a 1401b dehydrated wheelchair confined
weak female with congenitally weak arms and a broken wheelchair, to stop her
from accelerating from a dead stop four (4) feet away while he was staring at her to
prevent her from getting up to “rammin.g speed” and “bumping” him with the

wheelchair. What an obvious false statement!!

Conviction occurred despite the fact Shelton’s physicians, the only physician
witnesses, said this was impossible due to her weakness and neurological disorder
[including a partial right hemiparesis and congenital damage to nerves to arms and
hands making them weak]. This was due to an extremely biased jury who was led

on a leash by a corrupt prosecutor and judee.

In incident and arrest reports [which court illegally refused to allow Shelton’s

attorney to discuss via the witnesses that prepared them in front of the jury] Salemi
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said Shelton then kicked him with her Right leg in the chest [despite the fact that
Plaintiff's Right leg is impaired and partially paralyzed, preventing her from
raising it with force above her waist), but he testified differently, that Shelton
raised both legs up and kicked him in the chest [again the neurologist testified this
1s physically impossible for Shelton to do, due to a long standing spinal cord injury

{congenital and acquired)].

Shelton was illegally convicted of felony battery to an officer due to this perjury,
prosecutorial misconduct, and judicial errors that did not allow Shelton to present
all evidence and witnesses to impeach sole inculpatory witness, the alleged victim,

as well as due to the resulting bias of the jury.

You can read Shelton’s appeal on line at:
http:/’www.scribd.com/doc/16301520/Appeal-of-Wrongful-Conviction-Battery-IL-

Appellate-Court-073386-Shelton-I1linois-2009

You can read the Illinois Appellate Court void, unconstitutional, malicious opinion

(http://www.scribd.com/doc/47936762/Shelton-Proof-I1L-Courts-Corrupt-Corrupt-I1L-

Appellate-Court-Decision-Affirmed-Conviction-for-Battery-5-14-2010) affirming the

verdict, void because of judicial misconduct because the Illinois Appellate Court
based their opinion on a purpesely fraudulent ad hominem attack on Shelton’s

character which they delusionally or intentionally falsely claim is demonstrated by
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her several criminal contempt convictions [shown to be absclutely illegal,
unconstitutional and malicious in this Petition for Writ of Mandamus] and multiple
torts against State and County corrupt officials and police, and in which the
Appellate Court of Illinois completely ignores and trivializes Shelton’s multiple
legitimate arguments of legally insufficient indictments, bias, prosecutorial
misconduct, judicial misconduct, refusal to allow offers of proof, denigration of
Plaintiff's physician witnesses, destruction of exculpatory evidence in their State's
control along with failure to allow jury instructions about this (broken wheelchair),
ineffective assistance of counsel, failure of court to enforce orders to preserve

evidence and produce evidence, etc.
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APPENDIX ZZ

THE FRAUDULENT CASES WITHOUT PROBABLE CAUSE OF

EAVESDROPPING AND COMPUTER TAMPERING AGAINST
ANNABEL MELONGO AND
MELONGO’S RELATIONSHIP WITH SHELTON

Annabel Melongo (“Melongo”), who had been hired through a temporary
agency as the Information Technology Officer at SALF had been fired from SALF
shortly after she discovered questionable financial records at SALF suggesting
felony federal funding fraud as they had received some funding from Homeland
Security facilitated by government officials, which FOTA requests to these agencies
proved had not been used for the alleged purpose of training children and first
responders in CPR (SCA NN). Emmy Award winning investigative reporter Chuck
Goudie at the same time had a series of interviews with the CEQ of SALF, Carol
Spirrizzi, trying to find out what SALF did with more than $6 million in
government funds given to SALF in the form of grants to train children and first
responders in CPR (SCA NN). The CEO stopped the last interview by running off
(SCA NN). Melongo went to the FBI with her evidence of funding fraud, but the FBI
to date has done nothing and Ms. Spizzirri, has not been held accountable for this
funding fraud, including an application to the federal government by Spizzirri
claiming she was a trained nurse (despite the fact she never went to nursing school)
(SCA NN). FBI Special Agent Depooter testified at Melongo’s eavesdropping trial,

witnessed by Shelton, which ended with a hung jury, that Melongo did present some

evidence about SALF to the FBL
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There are very serious questions brought by an Emmy award winning
reporter, Chuck Goudie, concerning the use of government grants to Melongo's
former employer, Save-A-Life Foundation ( ‘SALF”) who fired her after she
discovered irregularities amounting to felony federal funding fraud by Carol
Spizzirri. Melongo gave this information to the FBL Special Agent Depooter,
including documentary evidence that there has not been adequate accounting for
funds provided SALF by Illinois Attorney General Lisa Madigan, Homeland
Security, the State of Tllinois, and other government agencies, where the grants
were facilitated by Senators Durbin and Kirk, Representative Jan Schankowsky,
and Secretary of Education Arne Duncan _(former CEO of the Chicago Public
Schools) (SCA NN).

Melongo has written in a letter tn}. supporters from jail that

“in that way, the story is above politics and addresses a real Illinois disease -
corruption. In doing so, all the political fisures associated with SALF will
have some explaining to do. For instance Mark Kirk will have to explain why
he sponsored a bill that financially benefited SALF without checking the
organization's accomplishments. IL Sen. Emil Jones will have to explain why
he became instrumental in putting SALF in Illincis' budget. U S. Sen. Dick
Durbin will have to explain why, long after the ABC reports, he was still in
touch with SALF sponsoring a bill to front the organization money. The same
goes with Congresswoman Jan Schakowsky. Finally the Madigans will have
some explaining to do. First, IL Speaker of the House Mike Madigan will
have to explain why the $200,000 he helped SALF acquire was never used
toward its intended real estate purpose. IL Attorney General Lisa Madigan
will have to explain why she never bothered to investigate the fact that most
money given to SALT by Illinois agencies has turned out to be without
supporting records, including within her own agency. Also, why did she never
bother to investigate all the lies that SALF put in its IRS returns: lies about
corporate board members not being paid, when it turned out that those
members were paid employees; lies about SALF not paying lobbyists when
there are records that Illinois Consulting Group, John Burke and a DC-based
law firm were all lobbyists helping and facilitating political contracts and
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bills on behalf of SALF. What has a company which covered up SALF's

financial scam by filing misleading IRS returns never been investigated?

That's another question the Illinois Attorney General will have to explain.

If the story is put in that light, it will work its way towards exposing political

figures and remain un-stained by SALF's ties to political parties. In that way

the general public will see the truth in it and will be attracted by the story.

Melongo had been given an I-Bond (personal recognizance), six (6) years
previously when she was first indicted, on the felony charge of computer tampering,
a violation of 720 ILCS 5/17-51. The charges were dropped and then re-instated
with a new case number.

Shelton is a self-made paralegal and experienced pro se litigant, who
participated in an informal pro se club, where members shared knowledge about
court procedures, advocacy, and legal research. This club helps other pro se litigants
find legal materials and examples of leg{-ﬂ. pleadings, as well as helps others
understand the legal process. Melongo wanted Shelton to review her written legal
pleadings and help her prepare for presenting her defense case in chief in the
courtroom.

Melongo an acquaintance of Shelton’s who had come to her as a confused
foreigner concerning representing herself pro se on false charges against her by the
CEQ of a now defunct and clearly questionable agency now known to have
fraudulently obtained government funding, Save-A-Life-Foundation (“SALF"), who
had aceused her of remotely tampering with their computer to delete their financial

files, just as an investigative reporter was questioning how they spent their

government grants. (SCA NN)
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It was clear to Shelton, after viewing a few of Melongo’s court proceedings
that the judge on the case had great difficulty understanding Melongo's heavy
French Cameroonian accent, influenced by her second language, German. English is
her third language . It was also clear to Shelton that Melongo, a dual citizen from
(French) Camercon and Haiti, who had been educated in Germany, had some
language difficulties, was confusing Roman law and English law, and was con fusing
civil law and criminal law. Shelton and others then assisted her in obtaining a
better understanding of our legal process and coached her as to how to verbally
advocate before the bench.

It was also clear to Shelton after reviewing the charging documents and
evidence that Melongoe had subpoenaed, been given by activists, or prepared that
Melongo was totally innocent,, that the-Illinois eavesdropping law was
unconstitutional, that the exception to the eavesdropping law in Illinois (a belief
that she was recording evidence of a crime) applied and there was no probable cause
for the charge of eavesdropping, and that the charge of computer tampering was
also wrongful and without probable cause, as the Internet provider had provided
Melongo with evidence that her IP address did not have any communication with
SALF computers after Melongo had left SALF (SCA II).

Melongo was then charged with eavesdropping, a violation of 720 ILCS 5/14-
2, under Illinois law for recording a phone conversation with a court reporter that
Melongo suspected had altered one of her transcripts in the criminal case. In Illinois

eavesdropping is a felony crime. However, Melongo thought the court reporter
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would admit a erime, altering the transcript, and therefore under the exemptions to
the eavesdropping law, 720 ILCS 5/14-3, she was exempt from the charges.

When arrested for eavesdropping, the Cook County State’s Attorney (“SA”)
asked for and was granted an increase in Melongo’s bail, who had no other previous
criminal history, from a personal recognizance bail (I-Bond) to $500,000 bail (D-
Bond = 10% required payment in order to bail out of jail) solely because the SA
claimed that because Melongo held two (2) passports and that this made her a flight
risk. Judge Brosnahan granted the increase in bail without regard to Melongo's
ahility to pay bail as well as without regard to requirement that she hold an
evidentiary hearing to determine her “dangerousness”. Clearly there was no
argument whatsoever that she was “dar}g_eroﬁs” and the bail was extremely
excessive. On motion to reduce bail, J u:ligc Brosnahan reduced it to a still extremely
excessive $300,000. So Melongo remained jail now for two (2) years, still pretrial. A
$30,000 D-Bond was set on the eavesdropping charge. As Melongo did not have
resources to pay this excessive bail she was remanded to Cook County Jail.

McHale continued to ignore the petitions for Melongo. Two vears later.

Melongo is still in custody. though released on bail in July 2012 (after two

years), and the petitions have still not been heard. A few weeks ago, after a

new judge was appointed for Melongo for unknown reasons, the new judge on
Melongo’s motion declared the eavesdropping charge “unconstitutional” and
dismissed that case (SCA JJ), allowing him to lower the bail back to an I-Bond on

the computer tampering charge.
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Melongo is now out of jail on bond awaiting trial on the computer tampering
charge. The court is scheduled to hear a motion, filed in 2010 (SCA KK) from
Melongo prepared by an attorney, whom she has since being incarcerated hired
then fired, which she will argue herself that there is no probable cause as all
evidence from the computer experts hired by SALF and the Illinois Attorney
General, as well as evidence that Melongo subpoenaed prove that she did not have
any access to the SALF computers, the SALF computers had been accessed by
someone inside the organization on site, and that Melongo's IP address was not
listed on any records as having accessed SALF computers, as well as that the
allegation in the indictment that financial records were permanently deleted was
false as the records were found after a computer expert examined the SALF
computers and found that there was a technical problem that needed to be fixed. All
of the documents and evidence proving the above are open to the public on
Melongo’s web site or have been posted by others including: Attorney J. Nicolas

Albukerk’s 2010 Motion to Dismiss Computer tampering charge due to lack of

probable cause: http://'www.scribd.com/doc/34348958/TL.-v-Annabel-Melongo-7-6-10-

Defendant-s-Motion-to-Dismiss-Exhibits (SCA KK) Also see Melongo's web site

containing all documents from the case: http://www.illinoiscorruption.net/
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

August 17, 2010

Linda Shelton

2010-0511171 8CM3E
P.O. Box 089002
Chicago, IL 60608

RE: Shelton v. Illinois
Dear Ms. Shelton:

The above-entitled petition for a writ of certiorari was postmarked August 9, 2010 and
received August 17, 2010, The papers are returned for the following reason(s):

Your case must first be reviewed by a United States court of appeals or by the highest
state court in which a decision could be had, 28 USC 1254 and 1257.

Sincerely,
William K. Suter, Cl

(202) 479-3025

Enclosures

ARA |



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001 Note: tn CoalC
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SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001

October 8, 2010

Linda Shelton
2010-0511171
P.O. Box 089002
Chicago, IL 60608

RE: Shelton v. Illinois
Dear Ms. Shelton:

The above-entitled petition for a writ of certiorari was originally postmarked and
received again on October 5, 2010. The papers are returned for the following reason(s):

Your papers are again returned for the reason set forth in Ms. Elliott's letter dated
August 17, 2010, copy enclosed.

Sincerely,
William K. Suter, Clerk
By:

Ruth Jon
(202) 479-3022

Enclosures



SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
OFFICE OF THE CLERK
WASHINGTON, DC 20543-0001 g

August 17, 2010 WM
NN 0>
. VY
Linda Shelton ’Q/\P
2010-0511171 8CM3E >
U o

P.O. Box (89002 - %
Chicago, IL 60608 W'J“)
X t;‘?\)“? g
RE: Application for Stay ¢ \T/b

Dear Ms. Shelton:

Your application for stay of sentence, received August 17, 2010 is herewith retumed
for the following reason(s}):

You failed to comply with Rule 23.3 of the Rules of this Court which requires that
you first seek the same relief in the appropriate lower courts and attach copies of the
orders from the lower courts to your application filed in this Court.

You failed to identify the judgment you are asking the Court to review and to
append a copy of the order or opinion as required by Rule 23.3 of this Court's Rules.

In accordance with Rule 23.3 of this Court's Rules you must set forth with
particularity why relief is not available from any other court and why a stay is

justified,

You are required to state the grounds upon which this Court's jurisdiction is
invoked, with citation of the statutory provision.

Sincerely,
William K. Suter, Clerk

B iy Bokill

Danny Bickell
(202) 479-3024

Enclosures
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No.

IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

LivDa SHELTON — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

V. _ N
COBK CLoUNTY DEPARTMENT of CoRRECTIaNS

+ LHo LounT EeEE DART ”
Lol ¢sup‘t¥r 33—-.-:\':'1%-3 ﬁ%‘oﬁgﬁ‘r. AMTA AWIAREL

MOTION FOR LEAVE T0 PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

The petitioner asks leave to file the attached petition for a writ of certiorari
without prepayment of costs and to proceed in forma pauperis.

[X] Petitioner has previously been granted leave to proceed in forma pauperis
in the following court(s): Teamdmg his case

CVALUIT coURT 0F ook CaunTY— PNoted Hmu‘“c.l petitwens Fo Wit

AR0 hut never ruled o indiaency, bu e Fee peidh or dewonked.

Y dwdaes Mcdole and Porter jgnerzd W iteney spphication

[ ] Petitioner has not previously been granted leave to proceed in forma
pauperis in any other court,

Petitioner’s affidavit or declaration in support of this motion is attached hereto.

' (Signature)

G01Y



AFFIDAVIT OR DECLARATION
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED /N FORMA PAUPERIS

I, _qLind,_p‘. %""T\%"\H’ " amthe petitioner in the above-entitled case. In support of
my motion to proceed in forma pauperis, I state that because of my poverty I am unable to pay
the costs of this case or to give security therefor; and I believe I am entitled to redress,

1. For both you and your spouse estimate the average amount of money received from each of
the following sources during the past 12 months. Adjust any amount that was received
weekly, biweekly, quarterly, semiannually, or annually to show the monthly rate. Use gross
amounts, that is, amounts before any deductions for taxes or otherwise.

Income source Average monthly amount during Amount expected
the past 12 months next month
You Spouse You Spouse

Employment s s N iﬁ $ O $E}L
Self-employment $.0 e I$‘]\L]£f_._ $_ O $_ vy
Income from real property s 0 5 _ﬂlﬁ__ L $_T“}£H
(such as rental income)
Interest and dividends R $_ﬂ]L $.0 s A
Gifts B8 e ot s b % omlg
Alimony $O0 s wla Ao B wa_l_
Child Support $ O $_ n|A $_0 $_pa
Retirement (such as social .0 g wn S ST $_M.]J_3r_
security, pensions, :
annuities, insurance)
Disability (such as social 5 0 $_.?*_-’_,&.. L S $--.-ﬂ.}ﬁ_._
security, insurance payments)
Unemployment payments $£_® $__ _I\_’lﬂ_ . 5.C - $._.._.f‘if‘&___
Public-assistance éﬂ'i} ps $_ 81 T 5. __fi]_f&_ - .0 s__nA
(such as welfare) {ggg-{tntr;“;m_ﬂd) r
Other(specify): . O g wnjo g o I

Total monthly income: aﬁ..@.’ $ .E}i__ .2 s W ’_'q‘_

L'\-"ojff-‘_.; &0 ?ﬁer Irc:- ini.c«.r‘f_?.m‘fmn ATl 5/“/&01& B%E



2. List your employment history for the past two years, most recent first. (Gross monthly pay
is before taxes or other deductions.)

Employer Address Dates of Gross monthly pay

_ Employment $12/mo

Exananer. com  Colgrads 908 - present s_o_(_Mg_e{e,
S A S ¥ ) STy Y §_ ovuork)
L‘L“’i’m._?____ MA N S eajA

3. List your spouse’s employment history for the past two years, most recent employer first.
(Gross monthly pay is before taxes or other deductions.)

Employer Address Dates of Gross monthly pay
Employment
_ﬁfﬂ*r__ WA e $__ A

X [A_ e BOIR A $___mA
TS, 1 ¢ S 2 uffi- N - S wA

4. How much cash do you and your spouse have? $__O e
Below, state any money you or your spouse have in bank accounts or in any other financial
institution.

Financial institution ~ Type of account  Amount you have Amount your spouse has

Chase Banls  _cheddina  § loo 2 $_ N (.&_
Lepoc Teysy Awel trust $5_34d. "l S ™A
LR iR S N S NA e
5 LR used fa
Ul ot i Beter B 55 o N s B ri v

5. List the assets, and their values, which you own or your spouse owns. Do not list clothing
and ordinary household furnishings.

] Home M & [0 Other real estate J 1 A
Value s Value
& own \Q %
3 Motor Vehicle #1 [ Motor Vehiele #2 ~ ].q-
Year, make & model QedNTVL 151 2o00 Year, make & model R
Value % 200 2 Value

[J Other assets N } A

Description i R - S
Value

Nates 'f = S{ME, howe ne access o decuanents
thas 16 beab QPSS vty MORHASTY

HB83



6. State every person, business, or organization owing you or your spouse money, and the
amount owed.

Person owing you or Amount owed to you Amount owed to your spouse
your spouse money

_Mfa $ .. R $__ na

S . $._ vl 5. NJA

e NJA 3 ] £ S wl|Aa

7. State the persons who rely on ¥ou or your spouse for support.

Name Relationship Age
& B NLA - A
M A _ MIA S .
N[ A . LAy L 0o ) -

8. Estimate the average monthly expenses of you and your family. Show separately the amounts
paid by your spouse. Adjust any payments that are made weekly, biweekly, quarterly, or
annually to show the monthly rate,

You Your spouse

Rent or home-mortgage payment A
(include lot rented for mobile home) o $500 0 5 oA

Are real estate taxes included? [ Yes No

Is property insurance included? (X Yes No
Utilities (electricity, heating fuel, -
water, sewer, and telephone) $ LOO % 3 N; £
Home maintenance (repairs and upkeep) Q9 0 3 s iL
Food $O S lI A
Clothing % RO $_ wnlA
Laundry and dry-cleaning $.0 s f‘-l’&_
Medical and dental expenses Debts Y icocoe i $._IQ11£3F

Nott © ©= best auess as howe o
Oteess Yo Cacovwhner



Transportation (not including motor vehicle payments)

Recreation, entertainment, newspapers, magazines, ete,

Insurance (not deducted from wages or included in mortgage payments)

Homeowner’s or renter’s

Life

Health

Motor Vehicle

Other:

Taxes (not deducted from wages or included in mfllrtgage payments)

(specify):

Installment payments
Mator Vehicle
Credit card(s)
Department store(s)

Other:

Alimony, maintenance, and support paid to others

Regular expenses for operation of business, profession,
or farm (attach detailed statement)

QOther (specify):

Total monthly expenses:

N ke ?: Pest

YESS O o

cLeess to doishenyS

You Your spouse

5 O $.__ Wik
50 s wja
e g WA
$. O e SN
$_ 0 $ N!Px

$ \D $ N!Px
O g iulm
$.O0 5 MJA
$_O s Nla
s 50 ¢ $ Nlﬁ'
50 5 A
$_Q 3 N

s O S M

s O 5 nNa
5 T v, 4 1

lmlﬁaa

P mﬂm N




o )
¥
S
o
e 3
- -0
0 t 9. Do you expect any major changes to your monthly income or expenses or in your assets or
32 ‘gfﬂ liabilities during the next 12 months?
&
51 &y
] g 8 i’;f, X Yes [JNo If yes, describe on an attached sheet.
Byl
ZHE = Farhar wu hospice tnaoy die.
E 7 ; g g“g Wi have nhet “‘i'aq.\f.e..\r puk 5f_bl‘_‘5 AARIY)
cf-q? c..é g g“j be greakrer Hha inherifonce
+ & - L : : : :
+ £ if"}"ﬂ% 10. Have you paid — or will you be paying — an attorney any money for services in connection
A é _Eg with this case, including the completion of this form? [JYes [YNo
P Mg
S5 T Eg If yes, how much? r | A
e g = 0 I
? é.- = s Lf If yes, state the attorney's name, address, and telephone number:
i3 &3 o|A
ey T %
g2 b0
PR
55 4 55 o s _
og - 3, 11. Have you paid—or will you be paying—anyone other than an attorney (such as a paralegal or
My & ___vae  atypist) any money for services in connection with this case, including the completion of this
A E - 5% form?
& W Foy 2 a :
oy (o -
4 e ah
‘$£ o A% X Yes [J Ne
9 e $10
5% e 2 é‘ If yes, how much? ! =
3% 'g : o
ﬁé N 5 20 If yes, state the person’s name, address, and telephone number:
705 1;{-‘ = Cook Counby Depact ment ofF Corrections
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LIST OF PARTIES

K1 All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME GOURT OF THE UNITED STATES

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

[ 1 For

] For

OPINIONS BELOW

cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ ] reported at ; o,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States district court appears at Appendix
the petition and is

to

[ 1 reported at - or,
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
[ ] is unpublished.

cases from state courts;

The opinion of the highest state court to review the merits appears at
Appendix 3 to the petition and is

[ ] reported at —; Or,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,
(X" is unpublished.

The opinion of the _ TRIAL COURT court
appears at Appendix 12 to the petition and is

[ 1 reported at : ;o
[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported: or,
[ is unpublished.
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JURISDICTION

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
Was

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ ] A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix :

[ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including {date) on (date)
in Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 T. 8. C. § 1254(1).

[ For cases from state courts:

The date on which the highest state court decided my case was 2UNe. 4, 30i0
A copy of that decision appears at Appendix

l\f’ ft [ ] A timely petition for rehearing was thereafter denied on the following date:
, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

Ml ft [ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on (date) in
Application No. A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 8. C. § 1257(a).
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CONCLUSION
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The petition for a writ of certiorari should be granted. 1S o Yrale,
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\% IN THE
1
K SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
ﬂd'"
S
27 \0
%Lﬂ L O SHELT® N — PETITIONER
y (Your Name)
VS.

CooK CoUNTY DEPARTAMENT oF o RRECTIONS

EYScuTWE MMRECTOR GoBiNEZ. RESPONDENT(S)

+ COb'K LounTy SWEREES DART +
Copic MUH‘?\; ;]t-rnt'q._s p:—%rn&nal_.\? AT A ANARETS

MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

The petitioner asks leave to file the attached petition for a writ of certiorari
without prepayment of costs and to proceed in forma pauperis.

de Backo
[X] Petitioner has previously beenVgranted leave to proceed in forma pauperis
in the following court(s): vearding this case

CVRCUIT couRT 6F cooK CovnNTY— Note! Reayrd petitions o wnt

A HL h“ﬁ never ruled on tndiaency, buk ne fee omck or demanded.
VoA Merale oand forker LLlane nered | h{di‘f_.e.n%wth ~5 m i O

fotbes 10MCaGos b 41 oo, pn il Conny 'rr";'
[ ] etitioner has not prevmusl:,r bEgP d leave to pl'ﬂ ed m fmma
S1q 75

eris m any other court. se illeqall L hokre
0 f 4 j = Mot vn *’p bj ? ?f ?:J:'L"r‘kmﬁ aﬁ) "‘“!' “’_‘E‘;
Petltmner 3 aﬂidaﬂt or deelaratmn in support of th Mo mn 1s attached hereto. rtiadul
' (Signature)

33329
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AFFIDAVIT OR DECLARATION
IN SUPPORT OF MOTION FOR LEAVE TO PROCEED IN FORMA PAUPERIS

I, Lindo. Snelvon

, am the petitioner in the above-entitled case.

In support of

my motion to proceed in forma pauperis, [ state that because of my poverty I am unable to pay
the costs of this case or to give security therefor: and I believe I am entitled to redress.

1.

For both you and your spouse estimate the average amount of money received from each of

the following sources during the past 12 months. Adjust any amount that was received
weekly, biweekly, quarterly, semiannually, or annually to show the monthly rate. Use gross
amounts, that is, amounts before any deductions for taxes or otherwise.

Income source

Average monthly amount during

Amount expected

the past 12 months next month
You Spouse You Spouse
¥ g_,c.i @ _
Employment o,i::;?fn S/WL ¢ s NJIA $__O $ Mﬁj'_-‘f’;
st
Self-employment ; $ O B T !'-’37 $ O A
Income from real property $_0O $_ N|§ $__ O $ T}l}.e‘.“.\,
(such as rental income) : '
Interest and dividends $. O $_ NII!'% $_ 0O $ N!-q
Gifts $0 s wnjA g O $_ ™A
Alimany $_ O $ M'f!? $.0 8 h—'l&_
Child Support $ O $ N!.‘"'r $_ O $ ;Uif’l
Retirement {(such as social $_0O $_ NN 30 $4{LN
security, pensions, :
annuities, insurance)
Disability (such as social $_ O $__N/A $ O o
security, insurance payments)
Unemployment payments $ O $__N,|f i $ $_ NI
Public-assistance g%f}im ps $,.é_,_m® ‘;B $ f*{]ﬁ $_0O $ W! A
(such as welfare) {gﬁtﬂbg“gj\taj ‘:‘frag};, g
Other (specify): $_O $_ /A $_ 0O 5. ™A
O @ Ly
Total monthly income: $_3A0 h\zg\,b $__T:.’] 8 $ © 3 I\"If -
! uF ey }'

Note: & Priec Yo inczarf_ﬁ'm‘rmﬁcﬁn S‘/il/elo'ibl&gﬁgz'q
Avapplyva Conncelled mce, piled  epian Waou
4+ FJ:,J 5!33..;-'-' Wearceralion 11e a) - wa oL o ;*E‘}“E' ‘ﬁ'ff"" y mw i

H/If%@ Gj . -ir d ~5 ';ff,nqp“[ e

A% 0o swpmtan v po\ = UG WA IIGT s o

=



1T

¥
,}L’V ﬁv"l 3. List your spouse's emplo}rment history for the past two years, most recent employer first,

2. List your employment history for the past two years, most recent P.rst {(Gross monthly pay

is before taxes or other deductions.)

e,r’fz-i' LE
Employer o ﬁ’ Address Dates of /} 2 Gross monthly pay
Employment $1Lfwmeo
Colwrad o ‘i_g_qg;_p-_@;&"rf% iy W: xe,{.e,
- rof A M)A $ oF L..-JDI"H ‘W‘S‘%
A IRV e iR S malA ,:,t\

%1

'Qg:-

o w— (Gross monthly pay is before taxes or other deductions.) i
SV Y
0":(!;’# Employer Address Dates of Gross monthly pay
¥4 Employment
xﬁ.\@{/‘ﬁ’ ™4 V1 F. A . | S__n]a
NIA nl g NV ]A S__ A
w 9] s S ™~ J fay $ MJ!IFT
o
4. How much cash do you and your spouse have? § o #Mﬂ W"L\I 3'35 4
Below, state any money you or your spouse have in bank accuunts or in any other financial
institution.
N V%ﬁflw%ﬁ
Financial institution Type of account ~ Amount you have Amount your spouse has
Chose  ank _tnecking $ | 7 el $  wNIA
Lo poc Trust Acct trust $ &_jMﬁ J§IE‘$ ™ ‘1*’-\
N A _ M $ NI S N A pansornolia-
(Mate: TrusT At WS modey T HAD 55 4o be vsed for ! venk
[ 9§

rEroAng LWeapoad Bal o jast 3 neaenbhS} T ubing
5. List the assets, and their values, which you own or your spouse owns.

and ordinary household furnishings.

[ Home N [ o [J Other real estate o
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Bov fumwpafen/ et
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| A

Temown 109
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6. State every person, business, or organization owing you or your spouse money, and the
amount owed.

Person owing you or Amount owed to you Amount owed to your spouse
your spouse money
SHE) . NA s NA
__w~jA $_ ~ia SV
) A $ o] N $ n]A
7. State the persons who rely on you or your spouse for support.
Name Relationship Age
N[ A NIA [ A
i ; i) N A G ~ ! -
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8. Estimate the average monthly expenses of you and your family. Show separately the amounts
paid by your spouse. Adjust any payments that are made weekly, biweekly, quarterly, or
annually to show the monthly rate. :

i%;\‘l‘-" @ You Your spouse

X &

Eent or home-mortgage payment y.j,;h'ﬁ' Y3 ; @ e
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Yes '

Is property insurance included?
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s il
Home maintenance (repairs and upkeep) 5 QO $ ~ iy
Food $_O s ™A
Clothing 30 $_ nlA
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ﬂ[ﬂJ! Your spouse

Transportation (not including motor vehicle payments) $_,L59/ C 3 ) Eﬁ-

Recreation, entertainment, newspapers, magazines, ete. $. 0O $_Nlﬂ___

Insurance (not deducted from wages or included in mortgage payments)

Homeowner's or renter’s g 4” $ &g~ o b Nl*ﬁ‘
Wl
Life \ §_ O $_ 'lﬂ
Health ) § O 5 wIA
§ ) .
Motor Vehicle . jri $_w ~ 0o §_ A
o
Other: l 5 O s A

Taxes (not deducted from wages or included in mortgage payment%}

(specify): __._(&/\cr mtk. w it $?45’ A50 $ rg,j."r
FJ..A W‘xﬂ .
Installment payments
Motor Vehicle g o\}j $_CO $ N!’:’t 3
Credit card(s) DH":T Tﬁ] 0 3_5&41.33__ $ !H‘
Department store(s) $_0 L - I‘G‘
9 o
Other: _Fefpay 55! — aiwia~ M:"‘:ﬂ;l $_Q So $ N!Jur
W}Ll!t- ({-M -}‘""‘I ¥ I
Alimony, maintenance, and support paid to others $_ O S NN
Regular expenses for operation of business, profession,
or farm (attach detailed statement) ® m*7 A{b $ M 3 Nl RS
=
Other (specify): ["J 7'-{ g O 3 N j &
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Amended 12/14/10 é}‘]

9. Do you espect any major changes to your monthly income or expenses or in your
assets or liabilities during the next 12 months?

[X] Yes — I have been declared disabled and eligible for SSI by the government in
2008. I hope to get my SSI and food stamps re-instated which were canceled during
this illegal incarceration which is the subject of this petition ($674 and $200 per
mo).

My father died on 9/7/2010. He set up a special needs beneficiary trust for me so I
can live in his house owned by the trust for the rest of my life rent free, but I must
pay utilities, repairs, upkeep, property taxes (about $3000 per year). The trust will
pay for specific items allowed that the government benefits do not pay for such as
experimental medical treatments, some travel, some things to make me more
comfortable, things I need to retrain for another type of job or equipment I need to
obtain a job. I am NOT the trustee as long as I am eligible for government benefits.

I still owe > $100,000 in medical debts (deductibles, copays even when I had
insurance, and money during time between insurance and when I obtained
Medicaid)

10. Have you paid — or will you be paying — an attorney an noney for services in
connection with this case.

[X] No

11, Have you paid — or will you be paying — anyone other tha an attorney (such as a
paralegal or typist) any money for services in connection with this case, including
the completion of this form?

[X] Yes — I paid the Cook County Dept. of Corrections about $10.00 for copying,
mailing, pen and envelopes.

12. Provide any other information that will help explain why you cannot pay the
costs of this case,

Severe multiple medical problems (I need another neurosurgery on my nec?; right
now), multiple disabilities, [wrongfull conviction defaming me and preventing me
from working.

[I claim “victim” Sheriff Sgt. Salemi attacked me while unlawfully jailed for
criminal contempt in 2005 — see other petition for certiorari for detai]s‘— 4
weeks after I won an injunction against the Cook County Sheriff for failure to

(3883Y



answer a FOIA request which the Sheriff was later ordered by the court to
answer and he had to admit that the Sheriff's office had NO COMPLIANCE
PLAN with the ADA for more than 10 years regarding courthouses. Salemi
sent the female guard away, came into my cell saying “I'm going to make a
case so you don’t get out”, while I was right in front of him at the door
grabbed me by the neck in my wheelchair, stumbled as the wheelchair reeled
backwards scraping his shins on the footrests, flipped me out of the chair
while snatching it out from under me [it had no armrests] and then he
falsified his records said from the door a few inches away, while he was
looking at him, I surprised him and accelerated the chair and rammed him
with the wheelchair “bumping” his shins and then raised my right leg [the
partially paralyzed one] and kicked him in the chest [although at trial he
stated I was in the center of the room when I accelerated the chair from a
dead stop and raised both legs and kicked him in the chest knocking him
several feet against a closed door that he testified three times earlier in the
testimony stayed open on its own — although other witnesses such as officers
and nurses at sentencing said the jail doors do not stay open by themselves
and have heavy door closing mechanisms].

[I was wrongfully convicted despite my doctors testifying that due to a
congenital spinal cord injury I had arms and hands and a hemiparesis
making me too weak to push the'wheelchair forcefully, I was too severely
dehydrated form a hunger strike to stand up, I can’t raise my right leg above
my waist, and there was no prosecution witness refuting these facts except
the Sgt. Salemi and the prosecutor in his closing argument where he stated
that I could walk to the witness stand with my cane.]

In viclation of Cunningham v. California, 127 S. Ct. 856 (2007) I was sentenced to
two years in prison instead of probation.

During the last eight years, for the first time in my life, | was arrested for a total of
about 35 times, in retaliation for my whistle blowing (almost always in police
stations when I was making complaints or courthouses or jail charged with
trespassing, contempt, disorderly, battering an officer, resisting arrest — all bogus
charges). I represented myself and won all cases including jury and bench trials or
the cases were SOL or nolle prosequed, except for this one felony battery case and
the 7 cases of contempt of court (two now overturned by IL Appellate court, two
which I claim are void ab initio and I am still trying to get overturned, three which
should be 3 counts not cases are the issue in the case before this Court. Five
misdemeanor cases still pending).

For details of these cases you can read them on line at my blog:

http://drlindashelton.wordpress.com and click the link on the right “History of
Fraudulent Arrest Dr Shelton in Retaliation for her Whistle Blowing”. You can also

88635



read my other blogs: http://ecookcountvjudges.wordpress.com and

http:/feockeonntysheriffdeputies. wordpress.com and
http:/fillinoiscorruption.blogspot.com, which describe in detail the criminal acts of
judges and police against me to defame me and shut me up as a whistle blower.
Please note I have won a % dozen or so other mandamus and injunctions which
were later dismissed or the court orders not carried out because of the fact I was
jailed and denied communication with the courts both in IL DOC and Cook County
DOC as described in my previous motion to this court for aceess to the courts.

Therefore, I am indigent and cannot afford legal fees due to the tremendous illegal
legal siege I am under, my multiple disabilities, and the civil death I have suffered
due to this severe defamation of my character and loss of medical license as a result
of these fraudulent arrests.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on 12-14-2010

o Bdes ke

Linda Shelton
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AFFIDAVIT Sup

I, the undersigned Affiant, being 18 years of age or over, of sound mind, a credible per-
Son, prepared (if some day sworn as a witness) to competently and publicly testify to the matters
related in this instrument, attesting to the best of my remembrance to the facticity of all facts that
are related herein, which I relate on the basis of my personal knowledge, and being first duly
sworn on oath, do hereby depose and state as follows:

1. On or about August 25, 2010 I called the clerk’s office of the Illinois Supreme Court in
Springfield and inquired whether Linda Shelton-- on account of her present status as a detainee
in the Cook County, IL Jail and of her unchanged financial condition as possessing zero assets
and income, as before,~ could obtain a waiver of its recent but unexplained ruling that she may
no longer file as a pauper and must pay the filing fees from three previous filings that she had
done as a pauper before she would be permitted to file anything new in that court.

2. After several telephone messages left and callbacks, I spoke with a “Meslissa’ in that office
on or about August 26, 2010, who informed me that the Hlinois Supreme Court would not
change its recent order denying her pauper status.or waive its demand for back payment of filing
fees prior to any new filing-- even in the face of Linda Shelton’s present status as a detainee in
the Cook County, IL Jail and of her unchanged financial condition as possessing zero assets and
income, as before,

3. Further Affaint sayeth naught,

L0k Cmfy/

P.0. Box 6169, Chicago, IL, 60680

o
Subscribed and sworn to before me, this 51 day of L}‘!fl'*j]tﬂ ‘f’ ,20/0
N Phim th Plesonch—
[Sigﬂature 'Df Nﬂmr}f] m BEAL

i Meiissa H. Plsasant

3 Moty P, St o i

My Conmission Bk e 13,2012

Shfp.iu“ww

! R i*‘- HI" ¢
e s 38033



No.

A IN THE

1 Ny SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Linoa  SHEeLvenN

(Your Name)

— PETITIONER

Wa.
Cock ColmTY DEPARTMENT OF comREeTlonNd

EYELITIVE ARECTa L GeoiNEZT RESPOND
ad Coo ke CourdTY snEmeEr ‘Qﬁ’r ¥ s ENT(S)
Conlk CouNTY STATLS ATTORNEN AMITA NLVARE L

ON PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORARI TO

Cool CounNTY ARLUAT COVRT, Tihiwois
(NAME OF COURT THAT LAST RULED ON MERITS OF YOUR CASE)

PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

LINDA SWELTeN
?‘?55 S Kilbourn Ave(Your Name)

Oak Lawn, I Zo10 - osHT] e M 35-! i
6oYF 3 Po Bof 039pe2 F o
-

Mddressj/ Lr wlt -

Curenge” TLr6060% e

(City, State’,/Zlfp Code)

N A
(Phone Number)




ﬂ./-é%"‘;: wwxg a:dM o W

I

@

Please

s “IJI'H«-[W% e Cloa 8 codion +o wh‘f@”y,
* U e5Tiens it i 5

U\af i
M, Coofoen = mmmox .
e all 2 . e e, crditiond
Ue.ﬁ?qu 7 5 A uﬁm& _\h&e-ﬁa;dr,}nm a{MS\: =
Vlgi Lowmy Prf.{\i;br“f hadd "'-?5:) QUESTION(S) PRESENTED
W5 ] o =

) Moy an Tilinois Lo unty Court held ou next-8riend/reetor in

Corpus beconge b Wwas ?11\ bu a no"n—o&‘rorne.\; '_1‘5 AT
ileaal ock voiding the judae’s order and 9%\31“15‘““5
B the (Udae Yo arreal ond pentshment Por Wil Ful
Violation of Urited Steken Suprevat Court holdivas
Tihino1e Stetuke avd the Uhiﬁé{'ﬁﬁtni Conatitu

L

. '\.—\O\""«_} 2
o8 wWell as vieladien of +he Y i Awerdments )

J) Does the fact Haod there is no Statute or rule ‘'n Tiinets

v"%&%; aMowina direct oppeal of demial of oo perition For wat of

il d odbeas Corpus, T‘e:.qluir'e, thetr He c:rn'l.x} appest oo lable
Qoes BETFLH to e, United Stades Su e e, Cﬁurﬁ(ﬂ? (Note,
by rule i Tinots pehidion Moy be filed efher in Cound
Coury OR i Tllinsis Sy prewad Luurf)*pegﬁ?fﬁfﬂﬁﬁﬁi\fﬁﬁi

o phewnnaly i

3) 1f o judae¥issves an ocder violating United Stekes Suprome
Cﬂ@m%a\+ht U, Conshibud o, Arr | aac;hau«._ﬁ!amd i
'J:'.hnr:jls Hedveos steduie dods he Iwame diafely Einder 010N A
forfeit his jukr‘laém’ﬁon \ i:a-g\am;jha&- ovder ZDA 5@%‘;{;&

Oroerd <o e Void n that procee WMoy g <ol ledera) ?mlaealmﬂg?

%) mmj an. Tihinois %r(_emﬂi'xj Cottrt cloale Wsel € Lot risdidien

teo &en.\.,:rs oo ywasye Statobory 19\ o0ed +im -

: :  Opo e credity

Hnbﬁtmt“&“ﬁmiﬁ&:é‘é};‘ﬁmn.wﬂgzgﬁx;»;mg;gg - RE R O

5) '{f‘noug o Tlinois Cow I

rt overt -
Cour¥ o\l :.nczj‘_-; and (ssue W{ﬁé Stodes Suprewe

with eon asareocke Serdzace of o Ntrempt conyidions

ane hE&rihﬁ Lantineved oyer ﬂxr&ﬁ. L &m?hémfurxﬂﬁ

three (39 %1mi\ar oc¥e withouwt &wrﬁq\t}f&-ﬁ O.. \f))\“-‘f

T SRh APy Frlnelaen U seprom: courk Taoidings ﬁ\’\
6) l"'mz t::{-«;:.1 I‘g‘lm{% Eﬂwr?imh‘?‘bém% & denfence e )

WMot after asuin s ; " ﬁ
) i e B i
\I/‘“’/" = 3v ah'n':.\r:. j&elﬂ.& Eaaa_rta“""}-'l oid 2 %‘&%‘j* 19 A dua procenh

| = Previoust

offiremed Bos o ajs%au%ﬂmani' - apinie of
alsegeer  Unibed 4 Suprew vt e T VP (\G5% = ,’t“r\-‘ﬁf
va Pth"[u:.h r‘c,prﬁszni‘ \ ¢ dweard '
Lofhus \

eVl Se
revigusiv read-Hy this pebibhdrer but + available
f1a48) | ﬁo Tun d;ﬁc’, + ro3s Hmc"r-‘-}oo meeess o m—J;Q_,o & B"’@
uf;gzim —- §e8 Qjﬁ-g,,c,hﬂg} WLEWNS Tows 8 LA Wi?L{\\"\G{,‘ lacl of cucess -
gl ME

T e i W . 4



LIST OF PARTIES

K] All parties appear in the caption of the case on the cover page.
[ ] All parties do not appear in the caption of the case on the cover page. A list of

all parties to the proceeding in the court whose judgment is the subject of this
petition is as follows:
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IN THE

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
PETITION FOR WRIT OF CERTIORARI

Petitioner respectfully prays that a writ of certiorari issue to review the judgment below.

OPINIONS BELOW

[ ] For cases from federal courts:

The opinion of the United States court of appeals appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ ] reported at ; OT,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or,

[ ] is unpublished.

The opinion of the United States distriet court appears at Appendix to

the petition and is

[ 1 reported at ; OF,

[ ] has been designated for publication but is not yet reported; or, \b\t%
[ 1 is unpublished. L &
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JURISDICTION

[ 1 For cases from federal courts:

The date on which the United States Court of Appeals decided my case
was ;

[ 1 No petition for rehearing was timely filed in my case.

[ 1 A timely petition for rehearing was denied by the United States Court of
Appeals on the following date: , and a copy of the
order denying rehearing appears at Appendix

[ 1 An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including {date) on (date)
in Application No. __A

The jurisdiction of this Court is i_nw.'rokgd under 28 . 3. C. §1254(1).
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, and a copy of the order denying rehearing

appears at Appendix

N{ f [ ] An extension of time to file the petition for a writ of certiorari was granted
to and including (date) on {date) in
Application No. — A

The jurisdiction of this Court is invoked under 28 U. 5. C. §1257(a).
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IN THE
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Liad e Shelion — PETITIONER
(Your Name)

Coaw COUNTY BEFﬁRTme'Eﬁ' OF CoRRIFCTIONT

EYECUTWE OWRECTOR Qomidle™ _ _ REGPONDENT(S)
c =] = J"I'R v
Co¥. LounTY 55_1;:3.1; QART m%\

Loole Ca Sk s A\ Vondsy
S PROOF OF SERVICE
I binde. Shewron , do swear or declare that on this date,
Rroovsy % , 201° | as required by Supreme Court Rule 29 I have

served the enclosed MOTION FOR LEAVE T K‘RQCEET\_D Iy F\gR‘ A PQUPERI
; = £ ofun tor Sbhy e ﬂﬁﬁ.U‘d‘."H.
and PETITION FOR A WRIT OF CERTIORA .Incrn each party to the above proceeding
or that party’s counsel, and on gverj_r_nther person required to be served, by depositing
an envelope containing the above documents in the United States mail properly addressed
to each of them and with first-class postage prepaid, or by delivery to a third-party

eommevreial carrier for delivery within 3 calendar days. T L aAGein AT A
W : % Corm MLR.E? o e ks

The names and addresses of those served are as follows:
Cooy. CoNNTY STATES ATIRNE Y  FovTa ALVARSIL-
28 W Wm%"ni“ﬂ._(l‘;‘aﬂ i Suite S 200
Uﬂﬁﬁﬁd!1¢-bﬂbﬁt-

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is frue and correct.

Executed Auaust ¥ , 2010 :
uted on 3 EGE‘S‘?

i‘ﬂnﬁjm W’(‘FM\
(Sign 3
REGEVED*'
AU 17 2010

OFFICE OF THE CLES
SUPAEM Er(}{‘;: ir?TLr'i'LK
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