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State of Illinois
County of Cook

which

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, IN THE CIRCUIT OOC_u._.‘ OF COOK OOCZ._.<

Pleas, proceedings and judgments before the CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY,ILLINOIS, MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST _u_m._.x_n.q. at the plac
58  the Chief Judge of said Circuit Court, for the : Idin m&

aid Co ﬁ»:

preceedings wére had in said Court, being as herein above

nd hereinafter

name of the Judge, the
stated, aqﬁ:

Smo* <~_.._n_m

"ILLINOIS MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT

e provided by
severally, presiding on the day or on the several days on

olumns headed “"JUDGE”

ATTEST: DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK
RICHARD DEVINE, STATES ATTORNEY

MICHAEL F. SHEAHAN, SHERIFF
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In the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, Small Claims D.ivis!i&ii"g
e Municipal Di§§rict; o _ E

A

Robert J More
Plaintiff

A

« VERIFIED COMPLAINT GF 3/50/06 S 1 Y LTS OURT,

The plaintiffdclaims as follows: Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule NoY 1282\ 1t ‘Plaintiff
(“RIM”) herein avers that he was a resident at the Lugo Hotel (“LH”) at 2008 S. Blygl.Blénd,
Chicago, IL 60608, during the period in which the causes of action of Whiélﬂﬂﬁ@é’é‘ﬁfp‘l%?ﬁt%%ﬁié&

the filing of this complaint, but will be added very shortly. a
- In as much as participation in the moral and socia] cancer of opportunism that so-
plagues this society at this juncture in its continued deterioration, will evidently be almost as difficult
to justify on judgment day as will be the practice of making unjustified concessions to ‘the
heavyhanded and abusive practices of the many predator-bullies throwing their weight around at
the expense of the weak and vulnerable in the society in which this complaint is being filed, RIM-
herein pledges, without reservation, the money he will obtain from this lawsuit'to the spiritual and
corporal works of mercy of the Non-counterfeit Catholic Church, which means practically that the -
money be held by either Mr. Jeff Lonigro or Most Holy Family Monastery for a period of one year
to decide how it ought be allocated and then that it be allocated to some such work — either the BVM

Queen of Heaven Charities or some other Non-conmterfeit Catholic Charit. fimas i
OF the matbama Seve i s
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Order to Sue or Defend as an In™"  nt Person

(7/16/04) CCG 0689 C

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

VA (/= PaintiffPetitioner
No. e
\Z ‘
_ %\A‘("/{ %M . y/[émd Calendar
4 4 'D'eféndant/Respondent .
Cobe Lo, Mobr Mo Caninntion,
' T
A ORDER

This matter coming before the Court on an Application and Afﬁdavit to Sue or Defend as an Indigent Person, the Court
being fully advised in the premises, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED;

Pursuant to Supreme Court Rlile 298 and 735 ILCS 5/5-105:

f> The applicant is permitted to sue or defend without payment or fees,

costs or charges. The applicant may be
ordered to pay any portion of the waived fees or costs out of a settle

ment or judgment resulting from this action.

Q  The application is denied for the following reason(s):

O  Payment shall be: O made by OR O deferred until

OR Qother
(date) (date)

Assoclate Judge Leop Wbo@
AR 25 005 -,

Clreult Coyyg. 9qns
’ ENTERED: ourt 18@ 2

Y. ~s-0L
T b 60

Judge's No.

Judge

. 00009

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
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Court’s Copy of Order to Sue, -~ Defend as an Indigent Person

(7/16/04) CCG 0689 D

Civil/Chancery/Domestic Relations/Law Codes

3387 - Application to Sue or Defend as Indigent Person Petitioner - Filed
3388 - Petition for Refund of Fees Collected in Errer - Filed

3487 - Application to Sue or Defend as Indigent Person Respondent - Filed
3388 - Application to Sue or Defend as Indigent Person Co-Petitioner - Filed
4385 - Order Deferral of Fee Payment - Allowed

4386 - Order to Pay Fees - Allowed

4387 - Sue or Defend as Indigent - Allowed

4388 - Indigent Person Application - Denied/Billing Allowed

4670 - Order Fees Waived - Allowed

5387 - Sue or Defend as Indigent Person - Denied

Criminal Codes

876 - Petition to Defend as an Indigent Person - Filed '
878 - Petition/Waiver to Defend as an Indigent Person - Granted

C00020

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
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.2120 - Seiveid 2220 - Not Served 2620 - Sec. of State. . R
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Small Claims Summons (Claims not to ex~eod §10,000) : (12/27/05) CCM 0751 A.

) "IN TH.. _IRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, rLLINOIS
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, < -.s -+ DISTRICT

Name All Parties

Case No. __ .ot fow 38§ & o0 24 7
a4 Amount Claimed: $ __ © -~ - .. © 4
o . N
. ;

*Return Date: IR EE DY

Trial Date:

Time: i 52 s .. Room: /7 4 v

[ N
I T
A R

Please serve as follows: , Certified Mail [ Sheriff Service (Plaintiff check one)

SMALL VCLA]NIS&S SUMI\’IONS

To each Defendant:

YOU ARE SUMMONED and required: : |
™ jiteerm i G 5137
1. To file your written appearance by yourself or yom’ ﬂttorney and*p’ay«the réquired fe
El ,J)lstrlct 1: Richard J. Daley Center; 50 West Washington, Reom 602; Chicago, IL 60602

EI District 2: 5600 Old Orchard Rd., Rm 136; Skokie, IL 60077 L1 District 5: 10220 8. 76th Ave., Rm 121; Brldgevww, 1L 60455

0 District 3: 2121 Euclid, Rm 121; Rolling Meadows, IL 60008 District 6: 16501 S. Kedzie Pkwy., Rm 119; Markham, IL 60428
0O District 4: 1500 Maybrook Dr., Rm 236; Maywood, IL 60153 ' ‘

on* c. FFE Y _, (Return Date) . .

IF YOU FAIL TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT MAY BE TAKEN AGAINST YOU FOR THE RELIEF ASKED IN
THE COMPLAINT, A COPY OF WHICH IS HERETO ATTACHED.

To the officer: (Sheriff Service)

This summons must be returned by the officer or other person to whom it was given for service, with endorsement of
service and fees, if any, immediately after service, and not less than 3 days before the day for appearance. If service cannot
be made, this summons shall be returned so endorsed. :

This summons may not be served later than 3 days before the day for appearance.

THERE WILL BE A.FEE TO FILE YOUR APPEARANCE. SEE FEES ON THE REVERSE SIDE OF THIS FORM.

Atty. No___ ¢ 7 i Pro Se 99500 WITNESS

Atty. for: b

A ddvess s Ny K DOROTHY BROWN, Circuit Court Clerk
City/State/Zip: a N ;‘.‘-_.f’" Lt *: 0 Service by Cerfified Mail:
Telephone: AN BT A S B (Date)

7 T : O Date of Service:

L)

(To be mserted by officer on copy left with Defendant or other person)

|_ SEE REVERSE SIDE |

*NOTICE TO PLAINTIFF: Not less than 14 or more than 40 days after i55uance of Summons)
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS C 0 0 f{’; 3 R



P (12/27/05) CCM 0751 B

APPEARANCE FEES INCLUDEA € /TTY LAW LIBRARY FEE OF $10.00, THE. _ 'URT AUTOMATION FEE OF $5.00,
DOCUMENT STORAGE FEE OF $5.00 AND THE MANDATORY ARBITRATION FEE OF $10.00 WHERE. APPLICABLE.

APPEARANCE FEES (BASED ON AMOUNT OF CLAIM) JURY FEES ARE AS FOLLOWS:

(ALL CASES; NO DISPUTE RESOLUTION CHARGED) CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $5,000.00
FORCIBLEDETAINER (POSSESSIONONLY)  $133.00 *SIX-PERSON  $12.50

$1500.00 OR LESS $133.00 *TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $25.00 or

$1500.00, TO $15,000.00 $143.00 ' $12.50 if another party paid for a jury of six

MORE THAN$15,000.00 $163.00 CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $15,000.00

*SIX-PERSON  $115.00
*TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $230.00 or
$115.00 if another party paid for a jury of six

CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $15,000.00
*TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $230.00

*THESE FEES MAY BE WAIVED BY APPROPRIATE COURT ORDER. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO FILE A PETITION
SEEKING SUCH AN ORDER.

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT

1. The case will not be heard in court on the return date specified on the reverse side of this form.
When you file your appearance and pay the fee required, you will receive your court date.
You must come to court on this day. :

2. If you do not file an appearance and pay the required fee, a JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT may be
taken against you for the relief requested in the complaint.

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILI.QINOI% 0 0 {) 3 Q
- ¥ &
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In the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, Small Claims Division
First Municipal District ’

Robert J More . 7
Plaintiff fa bwm Fe | 8

Vs Case #, ‘

Ahmed Shahzad, Yellow Cab Company. and John Doe Construction Company

Defendant '

VERIFIED COMPLAINT OF 3/20/06
The plaintiff claims as follows: Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule No. 282, the
Plaintiff (“RJM”) herein avers that he was a resident at the Lugo Hotel (“LH”) at 2008 S.
Blue Island, Chicago, IL 60608, during the period in which the causes of action of which
this complaint consists accrued. Plaintiff resides at the time of the filing of this complaint
at: 2008 S. Blue Island, Chicago, IL 60608, & a phone number at which a message can be
left is 949 723-7856. At the time of the accident, the Defendant cab driver Ahmed
Shahzad resided at 2 Sunset Court, Bensenville, IL, 60106, the office of the Defendant
=Y ellow Cab Co. was located at 2223 S.Wabash St. Chicago, IL and the name and the
office of the Defendant construction company is unknown as of the date of the filing of
this complaint, but will be added very shortly.
1. In as much as participation in the moral and social cancer of opportunism that
so plagues this society at this juncture in its continued deterioration, will evidently be
almost as difficult to justify on judgment day as will be the practice of making unjustified
concessions to the heavyhanded and abusive practices of the many predator-bullies
throwing their weight around at the expense of the weak and vulnerable in the society in
which this complaint is being filed, RIM herein pledges, without reservation, the money
he will obtain from this lawsuit to the spiritual and corporal works of mercy of the Non-
counterfeit Catholic Church, which means practically that the money be held by either
Mr. Jeff Lonigro or Most Holy Family Monastery for a period of one year to decide how
it ought be allocated and then that it be allocated to some such work - either the BVM
Queen of Heaven Charities or some other Non-counterfeit Catholic Charity (given the
seriousness of the matters involving the removal of the feeding tube from Teresa
Schiavo, which resulted in here government facilitated torture and murder under the
color of law and pretext of legitimacy exactly one year ago to this date, and the
importance of having persons in positions of authority who will never let such type
abomination occur again in this country, it is in fact RJM’s objective to donate the
entirety of the damages procured in the case this complaint concerns to what has been
established as the St. Michael the Archangel Defense of Public Officials and
Government Employees Subjected to Retaliation for Refusals to Capitulate Fund and a
contribution of the damages sought, to such cause or some similar entity, would bring the
matters this complaint concerns to closure without this Court’s having to have anything
further to do with this case). One of the provisions of this policy is that RIM will never
see one penny of the award that will eventually be collected. RIM understands the
obligation imposed upon him by the requirements of the moral law to keep any alloyed
or other than beyond reproach, motives, off of and out of, his record of conduct, and
there is always a temptation to induce others to commit torts so that one can benefit from
such duty breaches and this is a temptation that must be resisted at all costs in the
spiritual warfare that constitutes human existence in this world, conducted as it at all
times is, under the long shadow of the uneliminable problem of conditional salvation.
2. RJM is ever conscious that he must continue to help bear the burdens howsoever

« C00040
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onerous this burden-bearing may ever seem to, or actually, be, of the maintenance and
restoration of the social order, and opportunism is the antithesis of the solidarity called
for by the Gospel of Jesus Christ and the teaching of the Church he established and still
directs. RIM has seen too many souls ruined by the benefit they have received from the
misfortune and/or worse, sin, of (an)other(s) to not be solicitous to avoid falling into the
same sorry state into which such souls have fallen (cf what are alleged to constitute
former FAA Representative Rodney Stitch’es claims regarding the alleged efforts of PI
Attorneys to prevent the FAA from identifying and correcting aviation problems that have
later caused airplane crashes). It lamentably so frequently happens that when one party
conducts his or her activity on the predatory side of what can be identified in a given
matter to constitute the protective/predatory fault line that the other party(ies) involved in
a given affair fails to keep his or her (their) response(s) on the protective side of that
fault line and in such scenario, one evil has elicited another, which tends to elicit another
into an ongoing proliferation of evils. This is an arrangement that not only cannot be
permitted, but must be affirmatively prevented.

3. RJM is obliged, as he understands the duties to which he is subject, to be
concerned to neither leave uncovered his moral liability for contributing to the prevention
of any wrongdoer’s

getting away with any wrongdoing at the expense of the Catholic Church on RIM’s
record of conduct according to the age-old axiom, Qui parcit nocentibus, innocentibus
punit, which of course emanates from various scriptural passages (ie. 1Tim. 5:22, et al)
on the one hand, nor for continuing to demonstrate as much pity and mercy and
commitment to spare others grief as RIM can evidently justify continuing to demonstrate
in a given case as RJM realizes that the consequences of not demonstrating non-
counterfeit mercy are that one can even lose a claim to such mercy him or herself (cf. Ja.
2:13 et al), that the preferable alternative by which disputes ought to be resolved is for
individuals, out of a non-counterfeit remorse of conscience, to voluntarily make
reparation and restitution for harms unjustifiably caused others.

4. The public is entitled to every man’s evidence, which it is RIM’s position, in this
case 1s evidence of culpable negligence by the cab driver and possibly by the
construction company, and possibly by the cab company; and RIM cannot present that
evidence in a court of law without filing this complaint and without filing it as an
indigent person, knowing that the costs of the filing will be paid by the Defendant, when
RIM recovers what ought be recovered for the harms unjustifiably caused as described in
this complaint.

Claim No. 1 - Negligence - Driver and Cab Company

5. At all times relevant to this complaint, the driver and cab company were subjected
to a duty to ensure that the cab being driven by Mr. Ahmed on 3/18/04 was not
driven beyond a speed acceptable for the conditions under which such vehicle
would ever have been and was operated.

6. On 3/18/04 at about 7:35 p.m. Robert More was riding his bicycle in Chicago,
northbound on Franklin St. towards the intersection of Monroe and Franklin.

7. On the west side of Franklin, Monroe St was reduced to one lane eastbound
where that street descends down a grade from the Wacker St. because the right
lane of Monroe was under construction.

8. As RIM proceeded towards Monroe St. a construction vehicle pulling a trailer

- 000042



was proceeding through the intersection blocking RIM’s view of the light.

9. RJIM looked to his left and saw no traffic descending down the grade adjacent to
where the road was under construction.

10. The night was damp and foggy and the roadway was moist at this time.

11. Since RJM saw no traffic behind the construction vehicle which as proceeding
eastbound in the right lane of traffic on Monroe in the 200 block of Monroe
(which is one way eastbound at that point), and since RJM could see the one lane
of traffice heading eastbound on Monroe towards Franklin, RIM turned right on
Monroe, bypassed the construction vehicle and then began to cross the road where
he say clear access to the sidewalk on the north side of the street.

12. As RIM was crossing Monroe St. at that point, his bicycle was hit by a cab driven
by Ahmed and owned by Yellow Cab and thrown eastbound between 10 and 15
feet with his backpack bag breaking its strap and his other bag sent flying.

13. The collision bent the rim of the bicycle and destroyed the breaking system.

14. RIM landed flat on his right side after being thrown from the bike.

15. RIM’s right knee had been hit by the frame of the bike which had been hit by the
bumper of the Cab, which most fortuitously was a Crown Victoria which has a
wide and soft bumper.

16. RIM incurred a very painful contusion on the inside of his right knee and a bruise
on his right hip.

17. A police officer was summonsed who made a police report of the incident.

18. RIM went to the hospital and waited several hours, received an Xray and was told
that his activity would have to be limited for several weeks.

19. The bicycle was rendered inoperative and RJM was incapable of riding a bicycle,
exercising on his right leg or even walking without a limp for several weeks.

20. This restriction on RIMs’ activity imposed a burden on RIJM’s participation in the
ordinary occupations of life.

21. It is RIM’s position that but for the driving at excessive speed in through a
construction zone and/or his not paying attention to the roadway, the driver would
not have hit RIM. with his cab.

Second Cause - Negligence of Construction Company in Not Posting a Reduced

Speed Limit Sign.

22. 22. To the extent of RJM’s knowledge, the construction company did not post a
reduced speed limit sign on the downhill grade between Wacker and Franklin on
eastbound Monroe, which a location at which cabs notoriously drive considerably above
the speed limit as they try to beat the Franklin St. light.

Wherefore, the plaintiff R. More respectfully prays that a jury sworn by this Honorable Court
award him $1000.00 in monetary damages, against each and all of the Defendants on joint and
several liability and for provision to be included in whatever judgment is rendered for the
remission to Cook County for cost of the filing fee, for the assessment of all costs against the
Defendant which may be incurred by RIM in collecting judgment (s), and whatever other
relief it would be determined would be necessary under the circumstances from the
evidence presented at the trial to be conducted in this case, to remedy the harms caused to
RIM et al.

The plaintiff demands trial by a six man jury.

I Robert More certify that I am the plaintiff in the above entitled action. The allegations in this
amended complaint are true.

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I aver to the substantial truthfulness of all factual

Cootal



averments contained herein & as to those claims made on information and belief that I verily believe the
same to be true.

Robert J. M /(ﬂ«,@ }(./‘-—U'%

R. More, 2008 S. Blue sfand #39, Chicago, IL, 60608, (949) 723-7856

¢+ C00C43



2820 - Served 2220 -Not Served 2620 - Sec. of State ‘
2121 - Alias Served 2221 - Alias Not Sérved 2621 - Alias Sec. of State :

Small Claims Summons (Claims not to exceed $10,000) : T , B (12/27/05) CCM 0751 A

INTI CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, :LINOIS
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, /%7257 DISTRICT

‘Name All Partles

/7 /N/w’ / /f}/bv/\/“ﬂ
.

Oforest MM/W / 3
2 S.,L A /j ZM Defendant(s)

/ff/r@m«,mvﬁ@:, Pl (ol O
o Address of Defendant(s)

Plaintiff(s)

Case No. Db MA] I c:}/ X0,
Amount Claimed:$_// O O C\:_,o"'o
vReturnDate: Lo/ /A TRA

Trial Date: \ |
Time: _ ) ¢ 30 ctyr Room: /S ¢

Please serve as follows /ﬁ/’ Certified Mail O Sherlff Service (Plalntlff check one)

To each Defendant:

YOU ARE SUMMONED and required: ,
DZ‘U file your wntten appearance by yourself or your attorney and pay the required fee in:
1

istrict 1: Richard J. Daley Center; 50 West Washington, Room 602; Chicago, IL 60602
O District 2: 5600 Old Orchard Rd., Rm 136; Skokie, IL 60077 [ District 5: 10220 S. 76th Ave., Rm 121; Brldgevnew, IL 60455 -

O District 3: 2121 Euclid, Rm 121; Rolling Meadows, IL 60008 3 District 6: 16501 S. Kedzie Pkwy Rm 119; Markham, IL 60428
0 District 4: 1500 Maybrook Dr., Rm 236; Maywood, IL 60153

on¥ é’ / / C;" ) 2 006G , (Return Date)

IF YOU FAIL TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT MAY BE TAKEN AGAINST YOU FOR THE RELIEF ASKED IN
THE COMPLAINT, A COPY OF WHICH IS HERETO ATTACHED.

To the officer: (Sheriff Service)

This summons must be returned by the cofficer or other person to whom it was given for service, with endorsement of
service and fees, if any, immediately after service, and not less than 3 days before the day for appearance. If service cannot
be made, this summons shall be returned so endorsed.

This summons may not be served later than 3 days before the day for appearance.

THERE WILL BE A FEE TO FILE YOUR APPEARANCE. SEE FEES ON THE REVERSE SIDE OF THIS FORM

Atty. No.: y/ 9g bO Pro Se 99500 'WITNESS,

Name: //«‘((/\ f’ { W—*—-
Atty. for: Q/{,i// (II

SREIE bty 7 008

Address: 2 6078 S (e B sHod DOROTHY BROWN, Circuit Court Clerk
City/State/Zip: W”‘"‘f(’yﬂ w é 0w o U Service by Certified Mail: )
Telephone: J1Z J &/ g f - 7 u 8¢ (Date)

U Date of Service: )
(To be inserted by officer on copy left with Defendant or other person)

| SEE REVERSE SIDE |

*NOTICE TO PLAINTIFF: Not less than 14 or more than 40 days after issnance of Summ,ons)i
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOI% 0 \ Q &. (|



. o (12/27/05) CCM 0751 B

,\

APPEARANCE FEES INCLUDE A (" INTY LAW LIBRARY FEE OF $10.00, TH! OURT AUTOMATION FEE OF $5.00,
DOCUMENT STORAGE FEE OF $5.vv AND THE IVIANDATORY ARBITRATION FEE OF $10.00 WHERE APPLICABLE.

APPEARANCE FEES (BASED ON AMOUNT OF CLAIM) JURY FEES ARE AS FOLLOWS:

(ALL CASES; NO DISPUTE RESOLUTION CHARGED) CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $5,000.00
FORCIBLE DETAINER (POSSESSIONONLY)  $133.00 *SIX-PERSON  $12.50

$1500.00 OR LESS $133.00 - *TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $25.00 or

$1500.00, TO $15,000.00 $143.00 $12.50 if another party paid for a jury of six

MORE THAN'$15,000.00 §163.00 CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $15,000.00

*SIX-PERSON  $115.00
*TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $230.00 or
$115.00 if another party paid for a jury of six

CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $15,000.00
*TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $230.00

*THESE FEES MAY BE WAIVED BY APPROPRIATE COURT ORDER. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO FILE A PETITION :
SEEKING SUCH AN ORDER. ‘

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT

1. The case will not be heard in court on the return date specified on the reverse side of this form.
When you file your appearance and pay the fee required, you will receive your court date.
You must come to court on this day.

2. If you do not file an appearance and pay the required fee, a JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT may be
taken against you for the relief requested in the complaint.

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, iLemNor, § 0 0 1 2
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2120 - Served 2220 - Not Served 2620 - Sec. of State
2121 - Alias Served 2221 - Alias Not Served 2621 - "Alias Sec. of State

“Small Claims Summons (Claims not to exceed $10,000) (12/27/05) CCM 0751 A

INTl_ - IRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, 1.LINOIS
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, [ﬁj@s Z__DISTRICT

Name All Parties

/7W | 2o
‘O .

Plaintiff(s) Caee No. . O é@ /n/l JFol 8 q 7
v ' Amount Claimed: $ OO0 0.0
yxuuw &6—- Zlm»nw? zr\(, Fo ‘é//‘qi/.zo%

To B84 éé/LVid oM ﬂé&zg 7& £A gefendant(s) *Return Date:
Aten r: Jh 2, :
; oy LD g Trial Date:
Zoow Llela B £ Y >
L( A oédgrcess of Defendant(s) Time: /3D a. i Room: /S o {

Please serve as follows: /ﬁettlﬁed Mail U Sheriff Servnce (Plalntlﬂ' check one)

To each Defendant'
YOU ARE SUMMONED and required:

@;/dﬁe your written appearance by yourself or your attorney and pay the reqmred fee in:

istrict 1: Richard J. Daley Center; 50 West Washington, Room 602; Chicago, IL 60602
O District 2: 5600 Old Orchard Rd., Rm 136; Skokie, IL 60077 0 District 5: 10220 S. 76th Ave., Rm 121; Brldgevnew, IL 60455

0 District 3: 2121 Euclid, Rm 121; Rolling Meadoiws, IL 60008 [ District 6: 16501 S. Kedzie Pkwy., Rm 119; Markham, IL 60428
O District 4: 1500 Maybrook Dr., Rm 236; Maywood, IL 60153

on* é / / ‘?— ’ 26 0k » (Return Date)

IF YOU FAIL TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT MAYvBE TAKEN ACAINST YOU FOR THE RELIEF ASKED IN
THE COMPLAINT, A COPY OF WHICH IS HERETO ATTACHED.

To the officer: (Sheriff Service) ,

This summons must be returned by the officer or other person to whom it was given for service, with endorsement of
service and fees, if any, immediately after service, and not less than 3 days before the day for appearance If service cannot
be made, this summons shall be returned so endorsed.

This summons may not be served later than 3 days before the day for appearance.

THERE WILL BE A FEE TO FILE YOUR APPEARANCE. SEE FEES ON THE REVERSE SIDE.OF THIS FORM.

Atty.No._ F9S00 ProSe99500 W | .
Name: W M i j@ @?F{;‘ SROWR MAY 3 7 amnm

4 | e MAY 17 00
Atty. for: M/ ' ' ‘
ndtvess: 2 b < 3. ; ; W, - DOROTHY BROWN, Circuit Court Clork

City/State/Zip: £ Y é 03 U Service by Certified Mail:

Telephone: o 9(” et
7 _ O Date of Service: :

i (To be inserted by officer on copy left with Defendant or other person)

Py

| SEE REVERSE SIDE_I

*NOTICE TO PLAINTIFF: Not less than 14 or more than 40 days after issuance of Summons)
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS(, 0001 13
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APPEARANCE FEES INCLUDE A 1’\ a sNTY LAW LIBRARY FEE OF $10.00, THI  JURT AUTOMATION FEE OF $5.00,
DOCUMENT STORAGE FEE OF $5.0v “AND THE MANDATORY ARBITRATION KEE OF $10.00 WHERE APPLICABLE.

APPEARANCE FEES (BASED ON AMOUNT OF CLAIM) JURY FEES ARE AS FOLLOWS:

(ALL CASES; NO DISPUTE RESOLUTION CHARGED) CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $5,000.00
FORCIBLE DETAINER (POSSESSIONONLY)  $133.00 *SIX-PERSON  $12.50

$1500.00 OR LESS $133.00  “TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $25.00 or

$1500.00, TO $15,000.00 $143.00 $12.50 if another party paid for a jury of six

MORE THAN $15,000.00 $163.00 CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $15,000.00

*SIX-PERSON  $115.00
*TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $230.00 or
$115.00 if another party paid for a jury of six

CLAIMS FOR DAMAGES NOT IN EXCESS OF $15, 000 00
*TWELVE-PERSON JURY  $230.00

*THESE FEES MAY BE WAIVED BY APPROPRIATE COURT ORDER. YOU HAVE THE RIGHT TO FILE A PETITION
SEEKING SUCH AN ORDER.

NOTICE TO DEFENDANT

1. The case will not be heard in court on the return date specified on the reverse side of this form.
~ When you file your appearance and pay the fee required, you will receive your court date.
You must come to court on this day. ‘ .

2. If you do not file an appearance and pay the required fee, a JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT may be
taken against you for the relief requested in the complaint.

- DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOI% 0 @ q} 1 1
; . P i Py
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT FIRST DISTRICT
ROBERT J. MORE No. 06 M1-301847
Plaintiff.
Claimed: $1,000.00

VS.
AHMED SHAHZAD, YELLOW CAB
COMPANY, and JOHN DOE CONSFRUCTION

Nt vt vttt vt gt gt syttt "t "t “swait?
Py
@
-
c
=
o
o

. Q
-
(7
—
C
Z
m
N
O
N
o
o
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COMPANY [ A
Defendants. Room No. 602 ffi'_j-\ e -
\ Address of Court Dlstnct for F |I|ng )
\ DEFENDANT RELIES UPORN JURY DEMAND
PREVIOUSLY REQUESTED(‘ :
APPEARANCE

The undersigned, as attorney, enters the appearance of the defendant

YELLOW CAB COMPANY

IMPORTANT:

Under the rules of this court, a copy of this appearance
should be mailed immediately to the attorney for the
plaintiff whose name and address appears on the
papers that were served upon you.

Name JESMER & HARRIS
Attorney for DEFENDANT
Address 500 W. Madison St. # 650
City Chicago, lllinois 60661
Telephone (312) 373-1700
Attorney No. 90311

| certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all parties who have appeared and have not heretofore been
found by the Court to be in Defaulit for failure to plead.

Attorney for DEFENDANT
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

- C00017






IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - FIRST MUNICIPAL DISTRICT

| CLINE# 35
Roveer Hoee |

v. | - Case No. ¢ P!bt 3“’3 g‘i’7
Huseo SM?% )

o e N N N N

DISCOVERY CLOSURE AND ARBITRATION ORDER

Cause coming on to be heard and counsel having reviewed the file-and finding all
defendants having been served with Summons and Complaint;

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED AS FOLLOWS:

1. Any party not having initiated discovery must do so within adequate time per
the rules to allow completion within the time specified in Paragraph No. 2
below or all discovery by that party thereafter is barred.

=)

. All discovery shall be completed by T-IQ -0C

L)

Parties shall compléte discovery in such time and schedule any depositions
and all other activity so that all discovery will be completed by the
DISCOVERY CLOSURE DATE.

4. The cause is assigned to Mandatory Arbitration.

(v

Routine motions and motions of course shall be presented in Room 1501. All
motions relating to the scheduling and conduct of mandatory arbitration
hearings and all motions for sanctions under Supreme Court Rule 90(g)
through 95 shall be presented in Room 1501 only. The presentation and

scheduling of motions in no way affect the scheduled date of the arbitration
heanng.

b. D&ﬁdm} AHMQDV Qnﬁjﬁp 3ﬂ'M bt daj_gj
Jg,a fk’,a{a J As.w@ﬁ; )

A2 D R P

DA e

R RC R S |

Awv. No.:
N\ame: ; ENTER
Attorney for:
Ciy Zap:
Telephone: . T
JUDGE Judge’s No. HEALY
JUL 12 250

Cireuit Coyrt - 178

7

COGOLB
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT

ROBERT J. MORE, ) #90311
Plaintiff, ) L B
VS. ; No. 06 M1-301?347 U’C =
H .,‘;.5 :::: .//: \~.,) -
AHMED SHAHZAD, ~ ) N
YELLOW CAB COMPANY and ) 3\ S e
JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION ) 2} . L
COMPANY, ) NEPCEE
Defendants. ) z @
o

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO: Réber‘t J. More, 2008 S. Blue Island Avenue, Chigago, lllinois 60608

On X "[ O , 2006 at 10:00 A.M., or 38"soon thereafter as counsel may be
heard, | shall appear before the Honorable Judge Presiding; or any judge sitting in his
stead, in the courtroom usually occupied by him in Roorp/(g(/H at the Richard J. Daley
Civic Center, Chicago, lllinois, and shall then and there move the Court for an order
pursuant to Defendant's motion, a copy of which is attached-hereto.

NAME: 4 JESMER/AND HARRIS #90311
ATTORNEYS FOR: Defendant
YELXOW CAB COMPANY

ADDRESS: W. Madison St., Suite 650
CITY: hicago, lllinois 60661
TELEPHONE: (312) 373-1700

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

The undefsigned, a non-attorney, on oath state that | served this notice by mailing a
copy to: THE/AABOVE NAMED COUNSEL AT THEIR RESPECTIVE ADDRESSES and

depositing the same in the U.S. Mail chute at 500 West Madison Street, Chicagoqllinois on
July , 2006 with proper postage prepaid. (/(9 MA% .

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me M (o\@
thi day g __July , 2006. ﬂqr’b

= ’,i-w:;‘-ré;grggl
: “\ e v@~a_‘§$1‘A

e

.~ CO00019
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINO‘I;%

-

MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT <.

ROBERT J. MORE,

)
Plaintiff, ) 'g-j;j-\
vs. ) No. 06 M1-301847) ©
AHMED SHAHZAD, ) Dy
YELLOW CAB COMPANY and ) g
JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION ) G
COMPANY, )
Defendants. )

MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT TO
735 ILCS SECTION 2-619(5)

NOW COMES the Defendant, YELLOW CAB COMPANY, by its attorneys, JESMER AND
HARRIS, and pursuant to the Illinois Revised Statutes, Chapter 110, Section 2-619(5) moves to
dismiss the plaintiff’s Complaint as having not been filed within the Statute of Limitations, and in
support of its motion, defendant states as follows:

1. The plaintiff has filed a Complaint seeking damages for personal injury arising from
an accident which took place on March 18, 2004. (See Plaintiff’s Verified Complaint attached as
Exhibit A)

2. The Complaint was filed May 10, 2006.

3. 735 ILCS 5/13-202 states that actions for personal injuries must be filed within two
years of the date of occurrence.

4. Plaintiff’s Complaint was filed approximately 7 2 weeks late.

WHEREFORE, Defendant, YELLOW CAB COMPANY, respectfully moves this court to
dismiss the plaintiff’s Verified Complaint for failing to file within the two year Statute of
Limitations, pursuant to Illinois Revised Statutes, Section 2—619(;')‘.‘ |

JESMER(/AND HARRIS

s\
;

BY: /
ANDREW S. BRAVERMAN

JESMER AND HARRIS #90311

Attorneys for Defendant YELLOW CAB COMPANY
500 West Madison Street, Suite 650

Chicago, lllinois 60661

(312) 373-1700
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' The plaintiff claims as follows: Pursuant to Ilinois Supreme Court Rule No. 282, the

spiritual warfare that constitutes human existence in this world, conducted as it at all

P.004/007  F-111

In the Cireuit Court of Cook County, Iinois, Small Claims Division
First Municipal District
Robert J More

Plaintiff .
Vs Case #, O(OM/] 3‘-3} ‘5'
Ahmed Shahzad, Yellow Cab Company. and John Doe Construction Company
Defendant

VERIFIED COMPLAINT OF 3/20/06

Plaintiff (“RIM”) herein avers that he was a resident at the Lugo Hotel (“LH") at 2008 S.
Blue Island, Chicago, IL 60608, during the period in which the causes of action of which,
this complaint consists acerued. Plaintiff resides at the time of the filing of this complaint
at: 2008 S. Blue Island, Chicago, IL 60608, & a phone number at which a message can be
left is 949 723-7856. At the time of the accident, the Defendant cab driver Ahmed
Shahzad resided at 2 Sunset Court, Bensenville, IL, 60106, the office of the Defendant
Yellow Cab Co. was located at 2223 S.Wabash St. Chicago, IL and the name and the
office of the Defendant construction company is unknown as of the date of the filing of
this complaint, but will be added very shortly.

1. In s much as participation in the moral and social cancer of opportunism that
so plagucs this society at this juncture in its continued deterioration, will evidently be
almost as difficult to justify on judgment day as will be the practice of making unjustified
concessions to the heavyhanded and abusive practices of the meny predator-bullies
throwing their weight around at the expense of the weak and vulnerable in the society in
which this complaint is being filed, RJM herein pledges, without reservation, the money
he will obtain from this lawsuit to the spiritual and corporal works of mercy of the Non-
countetfeit Catholic Church, which means practically that the money be held by either
Mr. Jeff Lonigro or Most Holy Family Monastery for a period of one year to decide how
it ought be allocated and then that it be allocated to some such work - either the BVM
Queen of Heaven Charities or some other Non-counterfeit Catholic Charity (given the
seriousness of the matters involving the removal of the feeding tube from Teresa
Schiavo, which resulted in here government facilitated tormure and murder under the |
color of law and pretext of legitimacy exactly one year ago to this:date, and the:
importance of having persons in positions of anthority who will never let suchitype
abomination occur again in this country, it is in fact RIM’s objective to donate the
entirety of the damages. procured in the case this complaint concemns to what has been
established as the St. Michael the Archangel Defense of Public Officials and ‘
Government Emplovyees Subjected to Retaliation for Refusals to Capitulate Fund and a
contribution of the demages sought, to such cause or some similar entity, would-bring the
matters this complaint concerns to closure without this Court’s having to have anything
further to do with this case). One of the provisions of this policy is that RIM will never
sec one penny of the award that will eventually be collected. RJM understands the
obligation imposed upon him by the requirements of the moral law to keep any alloyed
or other than beyond reproach. motives, off of and out of, his record of conduct, and
there is always a temptation to induce others to commit torts so that one can benefit from
such duty breaches and this is a temptation that must be resisted at all costs in the

times is, under the long shadow of the uneliminable problem of conditional salvation.
2. RIM is ever conscious that he must continue to help bear the burdens howsoever

17
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onerous this burden-bearing may ever seem to, or actually, be, of the maintenance and
restoration of the social order, and opportunism is the antithesis of the solidarity called
for by the Gospel of Jesus Christ and the teaching of the Church he established and still
directs. RJM has seen too many souls ruined by the benefit they have received from the
misfortune and/or worse, sin, of (an)other(s) 10 not be solicitous to avoid falling into the
same sorry state into which such souls have fallen (cf what are alleged to constitute
former FAA Representative Rodney Stitch’es claims regarding the alleged efforts of PI
Attorneys to prevent the FAA from identifying and correcting aviation problems that have
later caused airplane crashes). It lamentably so frequently happens that when one party
conducts his or her activity on the predatory side of what can be identified in a given
matter to constitute the protective/predatory fault line that the other party(ies) involved in
3 a given affair fails to keep his or her (their) response(s) on the protective side of that
fault line and in such scenario, one evil has elicited another, which tends to elicit another
into an ongoing proliferation of evils. This is an arrangement that not only cannot be
permitted, but must be affirmatively prevented.
3. RIM is obliged, as he understands the duties to which he is subject, 10 be
concerned to neither leave uncovered his moral Hability for contributing to the prevention
of any wrongdoer’s ‘
getting away with any wrongdoing at the expense of the Catholic Church on RIM’s
record of conduct according to the age-old axiom, Qui parcit nocentibus, innocentibus
punit, which of course emanates from various scriptural passages (ie. 1Tim. 5:22, et al)
on the one hand, nor for continuing to demonstrate as nmuch pity and mercy and
commitment to spare others grief as RIM can evidently justify continning to demonstrate
in a given case as RIM realizes that the consequences of not demonstrating non- '
counterfeit mercy are that one can even lose a claim to such mercy him or herself (cf. Ja.
2:13 et al), that the preferable alternative by which disputes ought to be resolved is for
individuals, out of a non-counterfeit remorse of conscience, to voluntarily make
reparation and restitution for harms unjustifiably caused others.
4. . The publicis entitled to every man’s evidence, which it is RIM’s position, in this
case is evidence of culpable negligence by the cab, driver and possibly by the
construction company, and possibly by the cab company; and RIM, cannot present that
evidence in a cotrf of law without filing this complaint and without filing it as an
indigent person, knowing that the costs of the filing will be paid by the Defendant, when
RJM recovers what onght be recovered for the harms unjustifiably caused as described in
this complaint, " o

" co Claim No. 1 - Negligence ~Driver and Cab Company ', S -
5. :At all times relevant to this complaint, the driver and cab company were subjected
fo a duty to ensure that the cab being driven by Mr. Ahmed on 3/18/04 was not
driven beyond a speed acceptable for the conditions under which such vehicle
. ‘would éver have been and was operated.

6. On 3/18/04 at about 7:35 p.m. Robert More was riding his bicycle in Chicago,
northbound on Franklin St. towards the intersection of Monroe and Franklin.

7. On the west side of Franklin, Monroe St was reduced to oue lane eastbound
where that street descends down a grade from the Wacker St. because the right
lane of Monroe was under construction.

8. As RJM proceeded towards Monroe St. 2 construction vehicle pnlling a trailer

.CGM}??‘
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was proceeding through the intersection blocking RIM’s view of the light.

9. RIM looked to his left and saw no traffic descending down the grade adjacent to
where the road was under constriiction.

10. The night was damp aud foggy and the roadway was moist at this time,

11. Since RIM saw no waffic behind the construction vehicle which as proceeding
eastbound in the right lane of traffic on Monroe in the 200 block of Monroe
(which is one way eastbound at that point), and since RIM could see the one lane
of traffice heading eastbound on Monroe towards Franklin, RIM wrmed right on
Monroe, bypassed the construction vehicle and then began to cross the road where
he say clear access to the sidewalk on the north side of the street.

12. As RIM was crossing Monroe St. at that point, his bicycle was hit by a cab driven
by Ahmed and owned by Yellow Cab and thrown eastbound between 10 and 15
feet with his backpack bag breaking its strap and his other bag sent flying.

13. The collision bent the rim of the bicycle and destroyed the breaking system.

14, RIM landed flat on his right side after being thrown from the bike, ‘

15. RIM’s right knee had been hit by the frame of the bike which had been hit by the
bumper of the Cab, which most fortuitously was a Crown Victoria which has a
wide and soft bumper,

16. RIM incurred a very painful contusion on the inside of his right knee and a bruise
on his right hip, : '

17. A police officer was summonsed who made a police report of the incident.

18. RJM went to the hospital and waited several hours, received an Xray and was told
that his activity would have to be limited for several weeks.

19. The bicycle was rendered inoperative and RIM was incapable of riding a bicycle,
‘exercising on his right leg or even walking without a limp for several weeks,

20. This restriction on RIMSs’ activity imposed a burden on RIM’s participation in the
ordinary occupations of life.

21. It is RIM’s position that but for the driving at excessive speed in throngh a
-construction zone and/or his not paying attention to the roadway, the driver would .
not have hit RIM. with his cab. S,

Second Canse - Negligerice of Construction Cémpany in Not Posting a Reduced

Speed Limit Sign. ST

22.  22.To the extent of RIM’s knowledge, the construction company did not post a
reduced speed limit sign on the downhill grade between Wacker and Franklin on
eastbound Monroe, which a location at which cabs notoriously drive considerably above
the speed limit as they try to beat the Franklin St, light. - ot a

' Wherefore, the plaintiff R, More respectfully prays that a jury sworn by this Honorable Court i
award him $1000.00 in monetary damages, against each and all of the Defendants on joint and -
several liability and for provision 10 be included in whatever Jjudgment is rendered for the
remission to Cook County for cost of the filing fee, for the assessment of all costs against the
Defendant which may be incurred by RIM in collecting judgment (s), and whatever other
relief it would be determined would be necessary under the circumstances from the
evidence presented at the trial to be conducted in this case, to remedy the harms canged to
RIMetal. :
The plaintiff demands trfal by a six men jury.
I Robert More cenify that I am the plaintiff in the above entitled action. The allegations in this

amended complaint are true.
Under penalty of perjury pursuant to 735 YLCS 5/ 1-109, I aver to the substantial fruthfulness of all factual

« CTO0023
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avermenrs contzined herein & ; ; . \
s2me t5 b e m & 25 10 those claims made on information and belief that I verily belicve the

| Robert J. More W
R. More, 2008 &, Blue Island, #39, Chj gMW) 723-7856

. cone2d
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- | IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ™ * INOIS O,
oL My Fo

v No. /
f/ A/‘/‘/"ﬂ\-ﬂ_‘//
%
To: %) . 2/@%& iy

i &//m,.,\m + ﬁ%ﬁm NAA
7500 W paduse s~ %C

. )4 (¢ LG
(/Z\’Va//aﬁ/’w , 2oo b,

may be heard, I shall appear before the Honorable M‘}( A4, f/\ﬁﬂﬁ / § O / or any Judge sitting in that

Judge's stead in the courtroom usually occupied by hlm/her, I(Qated t /Z—- U T Z .f/ U ) /L /}7»’2/‘1/"7
Illmo{é and present

e
/@Mﬁdf/m v It 5] SEle [ o b MW Yl o

Name ,M )4 / Atty. No. Q//(-f [7 -~

Address f P /z/d")/ L' q/‘)__/d Attorney for /
City/State/Zip / Itz Cff 2 :)7,// Telephone ; ASRSS ﬁ > g &

A —

NOTICE OF MOTION

On p.m. or as soon thereafter as counsel

ﬂ

ROOF OF SERVICE BY DELIVERY

I, )7 /4%‘4)/\» t_he,am#non attorney* certify that on the z Q )j \ day of

2/ (*strike one)
W 1/91" s Z? I served this notice by delivering a copy personally to each person to whom it is directed.

Date ?\//) : ‘wa@(

/‘Z«l«/f e
Slgnature@:}klficatmn

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL IVD D\ 80 0 l (3

I, , the attorney/non attorney* certify th 1 served this notice by mailing
(*strike one)

a copy to at

(address on envelope)

and depositing the same in the U. S. Mail at

(place of mailing)
a.m.

at p.m. on the day of s , with proper postage prepaid.

Date 5

Signature/Certification

NOTE: If more than one person is served by delivery or mail, additional proof of service may be made by attaching an additional sheet to this
Notice of Motion.

1 ! . T;
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOfS {? ;!S % e
ORIGINAL - COURT FiILE
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I
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

/" Plaintiff(s)

VS. ' No.. ééW/BD)gL{7

% “’L’\V/L\f'ﬁ VAR | z=(
Y

TO: A Ve e VN @// , /’Y[ZVVW
Lot s
MOTION BY ﬁ /éé/bﬂﬁ FOR Z/z’;\’vvxjy/ % Wk_
oleerstent Votrons Ll It o s Conmptn
[ witeged] folomi b H‘ P Comrphaind tilom TA 2 oo
St Y, FordFinss  Stpce oo M MWJ7 b

& ﬂwwﬁﬁ-ﬂ //¢\4 MAA—% Loz At bt -#4 /0/4_«

" e &ﬂy\/{r oa %L2o/o(>, A H'0g ~t L
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Defendant(s)

A= ey e /fvmh Y77 S VRV S AN T«

— Al =

%iwfw@ L K g cuskespsll. TG L P e S
G e e S B S T

I (WeJ do hereby certify that a copy of this instrument was served upon all parties who have appeared
and have not previously been found by the Court to be in default for fallure to lead

[3\—’(‘2@“:31«,)4 /7.,4 leo e P O Aﬁ

Dated é’”‘ e ’/‘“"M Herren el e A/“' fry%b "V‘-—e;"an\

o sliviniin 1> CopihiEins M s

Atty. No.; zpplii~e. ey s
IACAAT iy

e e L ey

Atty. for: f}ﬁ,, g MW, A f‘”‘"""" ./M,., ﬁ" ,4441527%(_/ 2 a:/m/,/a‘z; 1

Address: _ L MA« o ﬂ'*—j m« 2411: fu’m

City/State/Zip 2o .os Spetlon), < b,

/7/r‘bu«i_jm? \_"ﬁ

7 6L
T ay

b [_/}\4/_-5 e é ()L EO
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF C OK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

QRIGINAI - CONRT EIl E 219 i (/ — T (.

Telephone: 'IL - 1 (/f-’uf\)f ’to /J/w\ml'/éf‘cu\»{ /\7)\

//Lﬁ b Aotz d ﬁﬁw I3
nic&};m )
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT  FIRST DISTRICT
ROBERT J. MORE ) No. 06 M1-301847
Plaintiff. L
Claimed: $1,000.00 =

f

VS.
7O
AHMED SHAHZAD, YELLOW CAB é\/ﬁ (9
COMPANY, and JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION

COMPANY

Return Date

Defendants. Room No. 602

N N s st et “wagst s " st st “aest’

Address of Court District for Filing

DEFENDANTS RELY UPON JURY DEMAND
PREVIOUSLY REQUESTED

AMENDED
APPEARANCE
The undersigned, as attorney, enters the appearance of the defendants

YELLOW CAB COMPANY and AHMED SHAHZAD

Andrew s. Braverman

IMPORTANT:

Under the rules of this court, a copy of this appearance
should be mailed immediately to the attorney for the
plaintiff whose name and address appears on the
papers that were served upon you.

Name JESMER & HARRIS
Attorney for DEFENDANTS
Address 500 W. Madison St. # 650
City Chicago, lliinois 60661
Telephone (312) 373-1700
Attorney No. 90311

| certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all parties who have ap and have not heretofore been
found by the Court to be in Default for failure to plead.

Attorney for DEFENDANTS
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

. 00020
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOI f_ -
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT = Dy

ROBERT J. MORE,
Plaintiff,

VS. No.

AHMED SHAHZAD,

YELLOW CAB COMPANY and

JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION

COMPANY,

Defendants.

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO: Robert J. More, 2008 S. Blue Island Avenue, Chicago, lllinois 60608

/’ﬁ// , 2006 at '1:15 'PM  or as soon thereafter as counsel may be
heard, I shaII appear before the Honorable Judge Presiding, or any judge sitting in his
stead, in the courtroom usually occupied by him in Room 1501 at the Richard J. Daley
Civic Center, Chicago, lllinois, and shall then and there move the Court for an order
pursuant to Defendant's motion, a copy of which is attached hereto.

NAME: : JESMER AND HARRIS #90311
ATTORNEYS FOR: Defendants AHMED SHAHZAD and

YELLOW CAB COMPANY
ADDRESS: 500 W. Madison St., Suite 650
CITY: Chicago, lllinois 60661
TELEPHONE: (312) 373-1700

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

The undersigned, a non-attorney, on oath state that | served this notice by mailing a
copy to: THE ABOVE NAMED AT THEIR RESPECTIVE ADDRESSES and depositing the

same in the U.S. Mail chute at 500 West Madison Stregt, Chicago, lllinois on September
, 2006 with proper postage prepaid. / /(D W&L{ .
DY

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me

this d% September , 2006.
\

'NOTARY PUBLIC

P OFFICIAL SEAL" 3
LESLIE BOV1N® S

. CO002T
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT

ROBERT J. MORE, ) #90311
Plaintiff, )

VS. ) No. 06 M1-301847

AHMED SHAHZAD, ) ,

YELLOW CAB COMPANY and ) - TS e

JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION ) So@ m

COMPANY, ) ] ' ;t; r";'
Defendants. ) = N

| = e

MOTION TO CONTINUE ARBITRATION HEA_RING?E_

s i

Now come defendants, AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY?by and.
through their attorneys, JESMER AND HARRIS, and move this Honorable é;ourt for an
order continuing the arbitration hearing of this cause, presently set for October 13, 2006 at
2:00 p.m., and in support thereof state:

1. This case involves a March 18, 2004 accident. It is set for arbitration on October
13, 2006 at 2:00 p.m.

2. Defendants' attorney, Andrew Braverman will out of state for personal matters on
October 13, 2006 and has already purchased non-refundable airline tickets. (See Exhibit A)

3. That the plaintiff will not be prejudiced in any way by the granting of this motion.

4. Defendant’s attorney spoke to the plaintiff and he has no objection.

5. This motion is not made for purposes of delay and defendants' attorney seeks
only a short continuance and if this arbitration is continued to another date and time the
defendants will be able to participate at that time.

WHEREFORE, Defendants, AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY,
move this Honorable Court to continue the arbitration of this cgse to a date other than

October 13, 2006 at 2:00 p.m.
JESME

BY:
~ ANDREW s( BRAVERMAN

JESMER AND HARRIS #90311
Attorneys for Defendants

500 West Madison Street, Suite 650
Chicago, lllinois 60661

(312) 373-1700

3
)
>
(]
<D
9
(0]



A420 2297 ASB/kw

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT
ROBERT J. MORE, #90311

Plaintiff,
VS. No. 06 M1-301847
AHMED SHAHZAD,
YELLOW CAB COMPANY and
JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION
COMPANY,

Defendants.

AFFIDAVIT

[, Andrew Braverman, attest as follows:

1. | am the attorney for defendants AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB
COMPANY

2. The case is presently set for arbitration on October 13, 2006 at 2:00 p.m.

3. 1 will out of state for personal matters on October 13, 2006 and have already
purchased non-refundable airline tickets.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil
Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements as set forth in this instrument are
true and correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, and as
to such matters the undersigned certifies that as aforesaid that he'verily believes the same

to be true.

}A}H’ﬁREW S. WRMAN
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4313 .
ORDER (This form replaces CCM 35 2-6 and CCM1 604) (ﬂ (Rev. 2/6/01) CCM 0653

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
MANDATORY ARBITRATION PROGRAM

[ e | |

MUNICIPAL DISTRICT

m ofe ;
v. NO. B m| 30147 ‘—7

é\f\ﬁ hua\ IN ARBITRTION g

LT =

ORDER RESETTING ARBITRATION HEARING

This cause coming on to be heard on the motion of the attorney for D(‘a'('\old/x’r ,

, due notice having been given and the court being fully advised in the

premises: A
THE COURT FINDS:
1. This cause was transferred to the Mandatory Arbitration Calendar on ,
(month) (date)
by Judge
2. Subsequently, this cause was set for a Mandatory Arbitration Hearing on
(month) (date)
at (AM)(PM). : ‘
(time)
IT IS ORDERED:
1. That the said Mandatory Arbitration Hearing set for O cj' \ 3 , 206 o
. (month) (date)
at 200 (AM) (PM) is hereby vacated.
(time)
2. That the said Mandatory Arbitration Hearing is hereby reset to NOV . \ { , Zdﬁ L
X OJ (month) (date)
at (AM) (PM) without further notice at:

(Gime)

‘0 District 1: 222 N. LaSalle, St. 13th Floor, Chicago, IL 60610 QO District 2: 5600 Old Orchard Rd., Skokie, IL 60077
U District 3: 2121 Euclid, Rolling Meadows, IL 60008 Q District 4: 1500 Maybrook Dr., Maywood, IL 60153
O District 5: 10220 S. 76th Ave., Bridgeview, IL 60455 O District 6: 16501 S. Kedzie Pkwy., Markham, IL 60426

" 3. That the attorney who prepares this order shall send a copy of same to all Attorneys of record not present in
court, and a copy of this order is to be delivered to the Court Administrator of the specified lecation.

Atty.No.:_ 4073y |
Name: T €fnta ans dmeng
Atty. for: ‘00(6
Address: _ §00 . Maditin
City/Zip: thic Lot
Telephone: 313~ 1290

'T‘J‘li'd“g“é\; o N\ Judge's No.

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

P ~OBCH0070

¢



(7/16/04) CCG 0689 C

4,

‘Order to Sue or Defend as an Indigent Person

o
=8

Q  The application is denied for the following reason(s):

Q

/10’(3 ery  /Mibee
Plaintiff/Petitioner
V.
d}\/},ﬁ@c‘ SAC\J\ZCIQ
Y Defendant/Respondent

ORDER

No.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

06”"/ - 30547

Calendar

“This matter coming before the Court on an Application and Afﬁdav1t to Sue or Defend as an Indigent Person, the Court
being fully advised in the premises, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED

suant to Supreme Court Rule 298 and 735 ILCS 5/5-105:

-The applicant is permitted to sue or defend without payment or fees, costs or charges. The applicant may be
ordered to pay any portion of the waived fees or costs out of a settlement or judgment resulting from this action.

Payment shall be: (O made by

OR Q deferred until

(date)

OR Q other

ENTERED:

JUDGE

DEPUWC%EZ‘,%EQ;;%%E 7
/o~ 7- 0C

@wm /%W #/777

Judge ﬂ

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

Judge's No.

7
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°
w

Court’s Copy of Order to Sue or Defend as an Indigent Person B : (7/16/04) CCG 0689 D

r
<4

3

Civil/Chancery/Domestic Relations/Law Codes

3387 - Application to Sue or Defend as Indigent Person Petitioner - Filed
3388 - Petition for Refund of Fees Collected in Error - Filed
3487 - Application to Sue or Defend as Indigent Person Respondent - Filed

- 3388 - Application to Sue or Defend as Indigent Person Co-Petltloner Filed

438S - Order Deferral of Fee Payment - Allowed

4386 - Order to Pay Fees - Allowed

4387 - Sue or Defend as Indigent - Allowed

4388 - Indigent Person Application - Denied/Billing Allowed
4670 - Order Fees Waived - Allowed

5387 - Sue or Defend as Indigent Person - Denied

Criminal Codes

. 876 - Petition to Defend as an Indigent Person - Filed

878 - Petition/Waiver to Defend as an Indigent Person - Granted

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




3601 (This form réplaces CCMD-0631-2 thru 6 and CCM1 135) : (Rev. 2/2/01) CCM 0631

IN 1 .x.. CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, 1.LINOIS
MANDATORY ARBITRATION PROGRAM

pal /".
[~Z.5 7 MUNICIPAL DISTRICT

s
-

” / LAAvt l/
J

0

No. 0b-I1-56/ 847

IN ARBITRATION

Atty. No. ‘7% 6= 3
Name: V/Z A l Al . ! :—:; :
Attormey Tor ____ ‘ SR
Address: 'ﬂ; O : \%076 é W i ~ ]
City/Zip: ( /g AL Y44 if
Phone: -

PROOF OF SERVICE
on N\ (T'L{{zbk /7_//(( Zost, 1, %W/%mﬁ

% I served this notice by delivering a copy personally to all parties of record

on oath state that

0] 1 served this notice by mailing a copy to all parties of record and depositing the same in the U.S. Mail

, Illinois with the proper postage prepaid

_ M?W /(0% i

3 ] NN n =~ /M“ ﬂ’\f&fM

amAcm/ Aeron A o
W M “ jA‘M /""'::“u %.,._ o
S v e 7

W"W /2/7/(.9

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







At

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUN TV, ILLINOIS .
MUl [PAL DEPARTMENT - FIRST MUNIO L DIVISION .

Lmeara&S @ \B
/‘/K@re

S }\OJ\% OQ

Case No.

06 S o(,?é—tj '_

o’ N o N Nu Nt et

TRIAL ROOM ASSIGNMENT ORDER

ITIS HEREBY ORDERED ASFOLLOWS:

1. All dxscoveryremams closed in accordance with Supreme Court Rule 89.

A 2. Thecanseis assigned to Room_ l ?>0 © on Q’;l ““0‘7 at 9 00a.m at which
- time an Intake and Case Management Conference pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 218 will be
conducted and the trial date will be set.

3. Allparties pro se, trial lawyers or other appropriate reprmentanvee familiar w1th the facts of the
case and authorized to settle the case are required to be present. :

4. All parties shall complete an Intake and Case Managemént Information Sheet for use at the -
‘Conference. (REVERSE SIDE OF THIS ORDER) :

P
- All motions relating to the conduct of the previous mandatory arbitration shall be pr&sented n

Room 1501. All other motions shall be presented in the assigned trial room, and all d1sposmve
" motions and initial motions in limine shall be presented at or before the Conference

st Judge Moira S. Johnson

| : | BT RE .. | A
9 Q (:£$U§g~ "~ Circuit Court - 1836 _ 

MWNm C% | = 20
Name: Enter S .

-Attorney for: o
City/Zip
Telephone: — :

: Judge - -' _ | Jndge's’s No.

ﬁ@@@ad



Order | " CCGN  -300M-2/24/05 (© )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUN TY, ILLINOIS

Atty. for: ;3 2 ,.,%L & g\ N ﬂ’ff ~ Dated: e = "?{,’5 s
- R . e o ~
Address: = 0o L Flec LT =y q*'%,‘
- Y S A NI S
City/State/Zip:___ { i~ T/ S72LE F \
\;} 3 N P i . ," i . RN §
Telephone: "5 | ™, -~ & 75 "% e/ 3—/277 Judge LN Judge's No.

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

5 099@33
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ORDER CC™ V002-300M-2/28/05 (43480658)

/ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS \.\ne,'*'\%
Qg)D Dk7 ' 7

~ RQieert . MR

V. No. OG My 30\ 847 —

Nomed Doanzad ek Al

ORDER

TTRs volee, cemi ng‘oeg:dl& s CoRY an I:uags\_ S\, 007
e ke , Plnh i Raved Yo AgpeaRR.

TN W recey ardered Yaan s case s
Wamiesd P Wik @ Prosecolion. A OHS

Y
gezal,%
O p
o v 2 Yty
w l
“ GO(/ s ’ A@
Atty. No.: <=‘05\\ , - 7(9} )
Name: WMRY (e ENTERED: | >
A f‘mm = Dated; §/21] &7
Address: N FG :

City/State/Zip: %_LC&XB&_\_ M A\MQ
Telephone: __ D\ 2~ 3 =-\700) Judge / Judge's No.

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

NRIGINAI - COIIRT FII F | # C {} {) U é li



CCG N003-100M-2/§8/05 (43480658)
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF €OOK COUNTY ™ ".INOIS

%«/LW/ 75& }j

ISOTICE OF MOTION
To: MM\ % (W
0 )

On ?([ Z 7 s Z 00 7 , at ? % @ o A Mr ;s soon thereafter as counsel

may be heard, I shall appear before the Honorable h\/""l\ or any Judge sitting in that

Judge's stead, in the courtroom usually occupied by himger, located at (Luw (/ %O (7 /Z— (Az,lx..‘_,,
(/q,(\ 1’ 2. 5 NP, { J G 4/P (/ﬂl"\-/‘-\-/'-d hnons, and present‘
Q/W// 7/\-“0\/(_‘4 (- L &ﬂ(g/w/ .

==
Name N Coe Atly. W Pro Se 99500
Address !/2 \ ’)/f\u\,. Attorney for W - nA/‘Q/&—\ el C—c;/L
City/State/Zip (J !?(O . é: 9 2@, Telephone ! \
. $Z - 9 1
CJL\AA,;’I%OOF OF SERVICE BY DELIVERY2 / L LT .7 ¢ é -Z—
4 \ / WAL 7DY%E
I, i W‘ , thessds=aeyfon attorney* certify that on the 7 day o
[ iy (*strike one)
s ,» I served this notice by delivering a copy personally to each person to whom it is directed.
Date _ 8(2 ) , 2 N —?
} gna ure/Certification
PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL
I, , the attorney/non attorney* certify that I served this notice by mailing
(*strike one)
a copy to at v
(address on envelope)
and depositing the same in the U. S. Mail at
(place of mailing)
am. .
at p.m. on the day of 5 , with proper postage prepaid.
Date ,

Signature/Certification

NOTE: I more than one person is served by delivery or mail, additional proof of service may be made by attaching an additional sheet to this

Notice of Motion.
. i~ n 9~
| s CH0835
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

e omEmmzann o P L



Motion - General Form (This form replaces CCMD-39) “~CG N702-200M-2/28/05 (43480658)

¥
-

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

/?/l U (q/@d'b,\ \}
\___Plaintiff(s)

S)LAQML:;_ N tat

Defendant(s)

vo. 6L~ (31847

TO: %W - /QLW"\N; |

)
MOTION BY W’d%\ FOR W wé()

%Wm 8(2(/u

(We) do hereby certify that a copy of this instrument was served upon al¥parties who have appeared
and have nqt previopsly been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead.
A

2L
Dated: 8[2Q , 2@.6_‘ ﬁ(’y{\k&% ti: tioh
orneyj}i ertifica of
Atty. No.: WO\J — P

Name: 4 | Z/)/L-J’-'\ l
Atty. for: / U %4//
Address: / /O é@}zé ;i:z
City/State/Zip: (A s tA é 6¢ Ho g oea
Telephone: ‘7’%’4 ZJ 2

GaD

UGS
9

© 000038
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
ORIGINAL - COURT FILE
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~ ORDER CC™ N002-300M-2/28/05(43480658)
L Q O% IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS .

. | w Qe M -3etgy7

Atty. No.:

Name:

Altty. for:

Address:

City/State/Zip:

Telephone:

<
o)

ORIGINAI - COURT FlI F

“ENTERED: @ﬁ%% vl .

&

o
Vo
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Mbtieq - General Form (This form replaces CCMD-39). ~CG N702-200M-2/28/05 (43480658)
BN PR i
o ‘x\ - 4 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS , /1«0’/"”"’ 4 A "“‘j}"
S o o /);W 7 “””‘N‘J’/ .
2 | : ' , //m Lt / P L e -
/ . . ’ //.::,f/ .!L/V‘ '\4_/\ 7" {UNJ.A "“/{ ju Ly & T\vz M""“
Jher (g @ by JC 30 oy
. - N X . .
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- i . . . A N - _ . . - L el 7 r-} “
, . Sy N / No. O Q),;/z/i { Boj 5Lf 7/ :u)ﬂ,
o A - L, " . r ';_ ' //;“‘:ﬁ:!{‘\
/ . : ' < :
// A 5 ‘ / o L fa {,;_,uw,—;/\ : ) TR
/OV’ LW"/ .;/-’/Y oj [ A

xNa

"7 - I, Defendaat(e)' : S _ o '7: N
TO f'l/\"//?v/)/b"”\ / (A"-«/«A /(J’\ 41/ / Zany AM / (/«{,’6’74_ L_f,w ,

. é( . e ': _ :

MOTIONI;/; / s didf X‘%}’7 a/%\ FOI@ w vj"()’ M*vnﬁ\/v»m
'4;4/«7/;,/ //M /@Jeﬂ.ﬁ ﬂMMIﬁzp/ QM:/%}FK/&/M/?:LV\ ﬁ.« L
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I (W e) do hereby certify that acopy of this 1nstrument was served upon all paéles wh have appeared *
and have not previously been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead
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VS.
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ORDER | CC ™ N002-300M-2/28/05(43480658)
/ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS ~
Yo
Mre
v. No. _OG ™\ 20\Y
S e \

ORDER

O Defendr'sS MORd Yo Qinrmies

Ar ' ecby oderedine ileR ' Sinigeed
For oneh P prosecolien. PWedER erlled Ve
Colx ek on \\-9H-07 \r@@m‘ra%e Cor\

Ceck. e Loo\d vor ve \n  Odls\ %t\

WG 07 Peehme e olice Lere AQlen
Wien RARONSE 3 ot hepene \n CoRN ey

Wete-07 T Ye Wedved W aXe.
N CO\)\, LW\ e %@m& Ao ?\R\f\\m

Atty. No.: D\O?)\\
Name: Qesmer . \-\?\(\P\S

Clty/State/Z1p CR—

Telephone: \Q ’)\7 — 700 L/JA}ﬂ

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
- L0845

Judge's No.

ORIGINAL - COURT FILE



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION
Robert ] More
Plaintiff
V. Case No 06-M1-301847
A. Shazhad et al
Defendants

NOTICE OF MOTION
On 1/23/07, at 9:00 a.m. Robert J. More will appear for an audience regarding the present filing of a copy of the
motion which this notice concerns in Courtroom 1306 of the Richard J. Daley Center at 50 W. Washington St.
Chicago, IL which motion is identified as: Plaintiff’s (“RJM”s) Motion Of 12/03/07. filed via universal filing on
12/3/07 For 1/23/08 To Be Conducted.... and you are herein provided notice of the filing and audience date of
such motion. '

Robegg}. ore

P.O. x/%.’;é/\_/j -

Chicago, IL 60680 QH
312 479-6287

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Under penalty of perjury pursuant to all applicable statutes, I. Robert J. More do herein aver that I did serve a
copy of :
Plaintiff’s (“RJM”s) Motion Of 12/03/07 For 1/23/08 To Be Conducted.... and this notice and certificate of
service upon: '
Jesmer and Harris for both Defendants
500 W. Madison St.
Chicago, IL 60604

Before 12/26/07 via hand delivery or U.S. mail, postage prepaid.

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to the provisions of 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I aver to the veracity of" all claims
contai ein.

Robem//\\\_'/ ,

P.0. Box 6926 ' L—/K,‘

Chicago, IL 60680 )

312 479-6287

DEC 04 2007

DOROTHY BROWN
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

\J
®)
/\/\
~_

= C00045



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINCT®
COUN  DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

Robert J More - .
Plaintiff = 00 TS
V. Case No 06-M1-301847 F g L E @
Shazhad et al ‘
Defendants ' DEC 04 2007
Plaintiff’s (“RIM”s) Motion Of 12/03/07 For 1/23/08 To Be Conducted By Telephone If Negesspryy Petitigring This Court To
Vacate The Dismissal Of This Case For Want Of Prosecution (“DWP”’) Which Was Ethéi’é@ﬂnmﬂnﬁ@a Ol 1/06/07 And

To Reinstate This Case And Provide The Other Forms Of Relief Described In The Proposed Order Submitied Along With
This Motion In Order To Put The Prosecution Of This Case Back Onto Terra Firma, Or Else To Provide RIM And All Those
Entitled To Consideration Of Whatever Sort And Measure From Him (Ie “RJM Et Al””), Some Other Form(s) Of Relief, The
Provision Of Which Would Not Be Incompatible With The Requirements Of The Moral Law As Such Would Apply To
The Matters That This Case Concerns

Now comes RIM to move this Court to provide the relief described in the title to this motion and contained in the postulations
included in the Proposed Order submitted alongherewith and in support and explanation whereof, RIM avers and explains as
follows:

1. RIM could not enter the Daley Center building on 11/06/07, because on 10/25/07, RIM was informed
by an eminently credible source who would not have any motive to fabricate anythmg concerned in the matter in regard to

which RIM was on that date provided information by him, whose identity will remain a confidence that RJM is not at liberty

to divulge unless RIM would be permitted permission to reveal it by him, that members of the Chicago Police Department
(“CPD”) had addressed a certain establishment which RIM patronizes searching for RIM with pictures of RJM and what
was allegedly a warrant for RJM’s arrest.

2. Contrary t the patently false contents of the order entered in this case on 11/6/07, RIM never stated that
the “police are after him.”

3. For the record the hopelessly corrupt CPD continually ends up being used by those who manipulate it to
crucify or try at least to put out of commission their competitors via the use thereof.

4. - RIM has been falsely arrested by the CPD two times in the past 9 years and falsely imprisoned on
another occasion, and in each case there has neither been any malum in se in RIM’s conduct nor social harm caused thereby.

5. In each such case, the CPD neglected to satisfy the requirements described in Illinois v Gates (_ U.S._)

for arresting a person accused of a crime (or whose seizure in a given instance would otherwise be sought), which have been
defined to constitute the “totality of circumstances” standard regarding the determination of probable cause regarding
whether an alleged crime would have in fact been committed by a person accused of the commission of such in a given case.

6. RIM is in the process of suing and incepting criminal prosecutions in regard to the two most recent
incidents of the use of the CPD as an instrument of predation by specimens conducting activity in various quarters and
positions in the Jewish Supremacist Controlled Abominations that are the government entities conducting activity in this
Country at this time, which were responsible for the illegal seizures involved in those cases.

7. RIM could not see how RIM could possibly have justifiably proceeded through a magnometer on
11/06/07, given the fact that RIM had been informed that a warrant had been issued for RYM’s arrest, as RIM is convinced
that he has not incurred any criminal liability in any matter which might have resulted in the procurement/issuance of any
warrant.

8. RIM has continued to endeavor to get an adversarial proceeding conducted in which RJM can get
whatever warrant is out on RJIM quashed before RIM would end up in any “black hole” without access to legal sources nor the
means to conduct any factual investigation before being subjected to the type of sham trial for which the Circuit Court of
Cook County has so distinguished itself. :

9. RIM will not provide further explanation in regard to these matters unless a request would be made to
RJIM that RIM do so.

10. RIM herein seeks a sanction against Shazhad et al for their seeking a dismissal on 11/06/07 of this
case, notwithstanding that it (they) received notice on 11/5/07, of RIM’s predicament when they had not even bothered to
appear at the previous audience conducted in this case.

11. RIM herein seeks a default against both Defendants for such conduct or at least a $100.00 sanction, if
this Court would vacate the DWP by mail, without any appearance being necessary or $150.00 if RIM would have to appear
to get the DWP vacated.

Wherefore, RIM herein moves this Court to provide the forms of relief identified in the title to this motion.
Respectfully submitted,

= T804
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IN THE CII._ _IT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINO1>
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION
Robert ] More
Plaintiff
V. Case No 06-M1-301847
Shazhad et al
Defendants

PROPOSED ORDER FOR MOTION OF 12/03/07 SET FOR HEARING ON 1/23/08

This cause having come before this Court on Plaintiff’s Motion of 12/03/07, Petitioning this
Court to Vacate the Dismissal of this Case Entered on 11/06/07 in the Case...
Plaintiff (“RIM”) only appearing, and the Court only having been advised in the premises to the
extent RIM could advise it, RIM having been unarmed while in the Courthouse in which this
matter was adjudicated and there having been innumerable armed individuals whom could have
been summonsed to use force on the unarmed RIM were RJM to conducted his activity according
to a standard and method which might have resulted in such type development occurring (as for
example happened in the courtroom murder of Mr. J. Richmond in 1997 (Richmond v Sheahan
270 F.3d 430)), which to this date remains unprosecuted and RIM informing all entities and
parties concerned that it is RIM’s position that the non-inclusion of a petition for relief, response
to any occurrence or development, and/or endeavor ordered to the prevention or mitigation of
damages which might have been incurred by RIM from the unjustified injury causing duty
breach(es) (“’duty breach”) of any entity or party could not possibly constitute a waiver,
relinquishment or other type forfeiture (“waiver”)of any claim to consideration, in regard to
which no such conjectural claim of waiver would have been posited had RIM endeavored to
accomplish more in whatever audience would have been the audience out of which this order
would have emanated, without RIM’s being provided some opportunity after whatever audience
would have been conducted out of which this order would have emanated to eliminate and/or
ameliorate the effects of whatever suchlike type duty breach might have been perpetrated or
otherwise occurred, IT IS HEREIN ORDERED:

1. The dismissal of this case for want of prosecution (“DWP”) entered in this case on

11/06/07 is herein vacated and this case is reinstated
2. For the following reason(s) th DWP entered in this case on 11/06/07 will not now be
reinstated without further proceedings being conducted in the matter

3. A schedule for the briefing and/or adjudication of whatever other proceedings this Court
would claim would have to be conducted in order for RIM to get the DWP vacated in this
case and the case reinstated is established as follows:

] L) L] .

4. In the scenario in which the DWP would not now be vacated and the case reinstated, this
Court confirms that it has been informed that an assessment will be issued against it for
any expenses including consumption of time to which RIM would have been
unjustifiably subjected in order to get this case reinstated, if this Court cannot and would
not succeed in demonstrating that the non-vacation of the DWP and reinstatement of this
case would have been justified

5. This Court also confirms that it has been informed that RJM is not a Non-Magna Charta
Clause 61 litigant and that RIM correlatively does not recognize that there is any
legitimacy in either the judicial immunity argument nor in any argument in which
injustice rectification would be restricted solely to measures not involving whatever
measure of physical force might need to be utilized in a given case in order to ensure
that no injustice would remain not adequately rectified on the record of accountability of
RJM, if a given injustice could not be adequately rectified in a given court proceeding
and/or series of proceedings and that an assessment of expenses

3
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10.

Robert J. More
P.O. Box 6926

unjustifiably incurred by RIM due to duty breaches caused by Judges S. Harris and L

Dunsford in the adjudication by each of this case, respectivelv. is in the process of being _

completed a1 _ :rved upon such Judges as of the date of the signing of this order if it
such objective has not already been accomplished
Judges Harris and Dunford are herein substituted as of right and for cause, respectwely
depending upon which one would be SOJ’ed as of right, removing both from any further
adjudication of this case
In the alternative, the entirety of the contents of the criminal statutes of the State of IL,
and of whatever criminal ordinances and/or statutes of Cook County, IL and/or Chicago
IL might ever have been applied to any activity of RIM which might ever be conducted
for purposes of resolving the dispute this case concerns and rectifying whatever injustice
might still remain unrectified as of 1/23/07 in the matters this case concerns, absent the
issuance of this order, are herein declared to be unconstitutional as such might ever have
been or otherwise, in the future be, applied in the absence of the issuance of this order to
any of the type(s) of activity which might ever be conducted by RIM as described herein
supra
Confirmation is herein prov1ded that this Court has been informed by RJM that Mr. A.
Shazhad, Yellow Cab, the Attorney who sought the DWP on 11/06/07, Judge Harris and
if the Clerk in room 1306 was in anyway responsible for the DWP’s having been entered
(ie misrepresentation of averments provided to her, etc), the Clerk in room 1306 are all
jointly and severally herein invited to make a contribution to Most Holy Family
Monastery in Fillmore NY or to the Institute of St. Michael the Archangel Fund of
$150.00 for the time and costs RJM has incurred in having to compose, print, file and
appear in regard to this motion

Confirmation is herein provided that this Court has been informed by RIM that if this
Court would vacate the DWP by mail, the proposal referenced supra would be reduced to
$100.00 unless God’s grace would move those addressed to make a more generous
contribution to the causes which such entities continue to fight

Any and all other matters not presented to this Court prior to the date of 1/23/07 are
herein entered and continued .

Judge Date

Chicago, I, 60680

312 479-6287

s

<o
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Motion - General Form (This form replaces CCMD-39) “CG N702-200M-2/28/05 (43480658)

IN.-THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

- Plain/if_f(s)

Defendant(s)

///bé/DVM s Cone b o Wﬁ

. - Neore,
Aty o et lwéﬂﬂf it (8

I (We) do hereby certify that a copy of this instrument w¥s served upon 2ll parties who have appeared

and have not previously been found by the Court to be in defaulf for failure to plgad. .
. /1
Dated: 777 O . 2 O 5 / / A

&L) Attorney Certification
Atty. No: Tt o i
Name: ,K ) Ao ya
Atty.for:_petl SPod et pn by Aoty gt YUy
Address: // L (é C)'Z—QQ ] » A ' .
City/State/Zip: Chi oy P OL B> %W
Telephone: 5/ 74 ;)Q//f'?"; &2 37)

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, IL%H@Q;SC‘ 4 j
ORIGINAL - COURT FILE



3303 CCG N003-100M-2/28/05 (43480658)

IM ™7 E CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY JANOIS

Vs (,w»\q ) o Ol | 36
%WJ»Z ]!

s

s

& o2

42 T

NOTICE OF MOTION ;’; E%ng

T o

’ 3 3”'-;::.»

=) pos B ]

To: A ol 352

S ' ZE 205

: x5 =
x'.

BN /J«_.;“ v L é-oo o\
On IIZ 200 8a B G

p-m. or as soon thereafter as counsel

may be heard, I shall appear before the Honorable M/’ll /)v\/‘il_./( }W% / 3 Déor any Judge sitting in that

Judge's stead, in the courtroom usually occupied by him/her, locatgd at 1@4/6 / Czﬂ-n.l’f—{’/- { O
Z\/ l/\/ LM Q/‘f N @/ , Illinois, and present
oA ol b uf 1) ~/ '
i 21 W/-/M ‘)Jd ¥ é{/ / / S’? 0 ‘5 & . . M Um&‘é‘-@)u/

olP
Name /Z,Z(/(/é T2 Atty. No. Pro Se 99500
Address M é 7/2, C Attorney for

City/State/Zip %,4@‘ ' 7 2 Q L Oé 80 Telephone ? V4B b 0 ?-«L 2 < 7

PROOF OF SERVICE BY DELIVERY

, the attorney/non attorney* certify that on the
(*strike one)

day of

, I served this netice by delivering a copy personally to each person to whom it is directed.

Date

Signature/Certification

%(// PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL
I A[Q/n\

\/ , the a}_tgf;y/non attorney* certify that I served this notice by mailing

(*strike one)
a copy to \/th Pﬂﬂuvu.o at /6*’9 wa n‘)m (au’
agaress on envelope, ’ DG
and depositing the same in the U. S. Mail at Z/ <;%/A/ / ’//pwww g/[ /iZ—é" k

()

o (" w (place of mailing) T /
j 7 )’\A) L/]f;; on the day of / ( /’1\ ﬂ(&.,.t) “/ Jwy Zf;ﬁ % with proper postage prepaid.

Date | ') 8 Z\’9\’7 B
]7"/’/‘7/{\\)-««

{_Signature/Certification

NOTE: If more than one person is served by delivery or mail, additional proof of service may be made by attaching an additional sheet to this
Notice of Motion.

AN WA g
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS (VY % } oV
ORIGINAL - COURT FILE



‘Pequest for Preparation of Record on Appeal : N o (Rev. 8/28/08) CCA 062'5

APPEAL TO THE APPELLATE COURT OF [i{lO1S W
OM THE CJRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

muN A DEPARTMENT, _ Fensv DIVISION/DISTRICT = E (A
", . ‘ . ’63/7

5 4 ~f )
| gy T
/KM %/ S 4/9 ~0" [::} Reviewing CourtNo.

(J. vubmapaigX '
5 Lo, o Circuit Court No. 1% 6 M/ -— 36’_] 84[7 ' \\

Honorable

Trial Judge

Date Notice of Appeal Filed 72 PANY ]

REQUEST FOR PREPARATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL

: Attorney.(o;' Paryy ; B0 apforney); ) i g . . A . C
Name: _ W / M : Cook County Atterney Code No. ) ~er Pro
Address: / 0, [ 92/y A ~ City: MA/’)M,Q State: A Zip: 6 Oé 2o
Telephone Number: 3/ 2 ,S("/ -/ PR 9’01, ¢ 7 9,61 ZG'ﬁ-mailAddress (optio(al) '

AHTETET Tor: . Corn
. : %me of Party '
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN to the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County that - )
) /o / M _ requests the prebaration of the Reco'rd on Appeal in t,he. above case.
e ’ : : ’

DESIGNATION OF RECORD

The Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County shall prepare the Record on Appeal in accordance with Illinois Supreme Court Rule 321. The record -
on Appeal shall include the common law record, which consists of trial documents filed and judgments and orders entered by the trial court and:

O Alldocumentary exhibits entered at trial, except for those other exhibits that cannot ordinarily be included for review and are
E/a(b_?ect to motion. : ' ‘
Reports of Proceedings prepared in accordance with Iliriois Supreme Court Rule 323,
Q  Certificate in Lieu of Record on Appeal pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 325.
Q Documents filed under seal on the following dates and unsealed: : v .
A copy of the trial court Order authorizing these documents to be unsealed for the purpose of inclusion in the Record onAppeal is'attached hereto
or will be provided by the Appellant to the Civil Appeals Division at least 30 days in advance of the date on Wwhich the Record on Appeal is
scheduled to be transmitted to the Appellate Court. Upon return of the Record on Appeal to the Circuit Court, it is the responsibility of the 4

parties to obtain an Order resealitig these records, if the records are to be resealed.
Q Deocuments filed under seal on the following dates, which are to remain sealed:

Please note that, pursuant to Rule 17 of Appellate Court of Illinois, “No record, exhibit, or brief may be filed under seal in the Appellate

Court, unless Appellate Court has first given leave for filing under seal, notwithstanding that the material was filed under seal in the Circuit ¥

Court.” : - o

Payment may be made by Cash, Check or Money Order. Cash payments accepted for in-person payments only. _ P
Checks or rioney order should be made to Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County. Pursuant to 705 ILCS 105/27.2a(k) and 27.2(k), the Clerk of the
Circuit Court of Cook County must charge fees for Records on Appeal in advance as follows: !

100 pages or less, $110
100 - 200 pages, $185
Each page in excess of 200, $.30/page
Reduced fee for Local Governments and Séhoql Districts, $50
All prescribed fees are due in advance of transmission of the Record on Appeal. It is understood and agreed that once a request for preparafion of a
Record on Appeal is made by submission of this form, the Appellant is responsible for'the costs of préparing the Record on Appeal, regardless of .

whether the Appeal is successful, dismissed, the time is extended, or a party elects to not transmit the Record on Appeal to the Appellate Court. The
Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County reserves the right to pursue a elaim to recover the costs and expenses, including reasonable attorneys’ fees,

r_élatgd' to preparation of the Record on Appeal. , ) . L :

(Type or print name) o (Sign”ature of App@ or Appellant’s Attorney)

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY,"ILLINQIS,;



3303 CCG N003-100M-2/28/05 (43480658)

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY  _INOIS @

W Aot

6 by | 70l BY7
A/W%«.z/\ /L/AAM/

/ [ /\M/(/M%/ Lﬂo-(n/“
Iéé%-/%’v\»« U/Zq Zg 600\37

o //3/ Zoo% Fio 0

Y
may be heard, I shall appear before the Honorable /\W'é(fﬂ /"’\ / ; - ;
Judge's stead, in the courtroom usually occupied by l%n/her, l{cated at /4)1)1—. } o £ ¢ ;

g’") é\) (:/ <~/ 59% ,,/w/ A ,% & %/L“-w = mms, and present

Mw@‘///d trwtle., 2 MVMM%A/W
%,04/7/#»«/1% LT el (L[ BB fn YY) 2

Name / « I “2, 2t Atty. No. Pro Se 99500
© L“‘\ s
Address )7 Attorney for % [N}

City/State/Zip ‘-’7’ gﬁ %é gaa Telephone ' 3 v/ L q ? q "é Z 8 7

PROCF OF SERVICE BY DELIVERY

NOTICE OF MOTION

I , the attorney/non attorney* certify that on the day of
(*strike one)

, , I served this notice by delivering a copy personally to each person to whom it is directed.

Date 5

Signature/Certification

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

W L"'\ , the ateemey/non attorney™ certify that I served this notice by mailing

(*strike one)

a copy to A‘V’/"“"" (/M %"“ }Z"at ) S5 MW EA M.
address on enve. ope
and deposim/é the same in the U. S. Mai] at lf S—T W fhu,w " ] %\ %/ Z{ é’ 667

(place of mailing)

at / 7Z 3 kjm)n the Z g #(day of yﬁw&ﬁ Z"-’ ~ 0 with proper postage prepaid.

Date Z/ Z 7 5 ?’"’O 5
//M//%%

atyre/Certification

NOTE: If more than one person is served by delivery or mail, additional proof of service may be made by attaching an additional sheet to this

Notice of Motion. C {} @ {\ 5 &

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



Motion - General Form (This form replaces CCMD-39) “CG N702-200M-2/28/05 (43480658)

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

i

7 7

Plaintiff(s)

/%4/%/ S

Defendant(s)

0 P oy for 5W Sl

40\

NOISIAID 'llf\l
3 LINJYI

ﬁn&w 22 HYr §

MMOMG LR

l)&

MOTIONB%QVL///“ M/FO’RO///Z/é% u/
m et SOV~ [t D %%17—:(/7&& devr

AL TA L/‘-f/o

W/ PN /7@,0////@/6 TN WNK eeFee,
Loy of Foggparel Ol f//zg/wﬁww%/ﬂ’?
U-ZVK Mﬁm (ovo Lroile o /Z/ o 7 ///O/Qf

M Lot Wﬁn V2R y //Lz [ 0 8, ripreinsty

szcﬂ-ua R = = 4 et Cog Cvn«v?f‘ i{p@;{ f‘f
o have appeared

( e) do hereby certlfy that a copy of this instrument was served upon all parties

and hav%:‘ivmusly beenMme de 7ult for failure to plead, 2 il 5 e
et /22 2000 T 1o

/U‘V\ . Attoriv& Certification
Atty. No.: WSN -V M
Name: %WV\-&-\_,\ f%‘
Atty. for: /l/%u_‘ Sl or—— W M%
Address: / v é ’2/(,, / J,u—,
City/State/Zip: é%/x., o Ll (06 5o o
Telephone: Y L/d79—'(a 2 %7 W

ﬂ

N n g
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLIN(’?I {} to S
ORIGINAL - COURT FILE ‘
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

/%J/L/\ Plaintiff(s) 3 .
%W s A vo. Ol led Zed BYy7

Defendant(s)

2R CT fn &%
Gt Lok fln GpoZiomer Y2 U ﬁ//si/i/mﬁ

57 ey Lol L
‘@ﬁ%ﬁﬁﬁmy«x« 777 T el =
Ay /2 /sf/o*; = 0

// 56 $ — aS
(5) @ rwryoreat e g 417507 Yo <
© flreperel Dt oy £/22(57 22 20

WM//

f-o? .»

w L /S ann L{M/zvos’

Dated:

Attorngy Certification
Atty. No.: /L\"\—u’\—-\

Name: ,
Atty. for: —}/Llp79 él%‘]
Address: -

City/State/Zip:
Telephone:

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOB { { § 4

ORIGINALI - COIIRT FII F
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IN THE CIRCUIT CgU%{BP{)F‘COOK COUNTY ILLINOIS

COUNTY DEPA%%]%]} I@W@R@SION

Robert J More
Plaintiff CIRCUIT GOURT OF COOK

V. COUNT CM:““ 06-M1-301847
Shazhad et al oL U )
Defendants ,',,_v,.':)Ll‘ER‘r"\

TTEORGTRY BROWY

PROPOSED AGREED ORDER FOR MOTION OF 12/03/07 SET FOR HEARING ON 1/22/08

This cause coming to be heard on Plaintiff’s (“RJM’s”) Motion filed on 1/8/08 for 1/22/08, service of

notice and motion never having been accomplished before RIM endeavored to procure the fax number

of Jesmer Harris (“JH”) (the Law Firm for the Co-defendants) via phone call in order to fax a copy of
such notice and motion to Co-defendants at 16:32 p.m. on 1/18/08 (after printing the document at the

CPL, when the computers were shut down there, at which time RJM learned that such law firm closes at

16:30 p.m. on weekdays, RIM having been informed by JH Attorney Mr. Mordini on 1/21/08 via

telephone, that Co-defendants stipulate to have all matters entered and continued to 1/24/08 at 9:00 a.m.

if this Court would be amenable to such proposed arrangement, this Court having been informed that on

12/3/07, RIM filed a motion via universal filing at the Circuit Court of Cook County, IL located at 55

W. Harrison St., Chicago, IL, to vacate the dismissal entered in this case on 11/6/07 for want of

prosecution (which was set for 1/23/08), which dismissal was entered at a juncture at which RIM did not

know how he could justify risking entering any government building, and notwithstanding that RIM
presented a copy of a notice and motion regarding the matter on 11/5/07 to the Co-defendants while the
law firm was still open on that date and had an associate present a copy thereof on 11/06/07 to the

Deputy Clerk of this Court so that this Court would not be uninformed regarding the reasons which RIM

understood rendered him incapable of being in Court on 11/06/07, the Court having been advised in the

premises to whatever extent the Court considered it appropriate and/or necessary for it to be so advised,

IT IS HEREIN ORDERED:

1. In consideration of the fact that Plaintiff has alleged that Mr. Mordini agreed to enter and continue
all matters originally set for 1/22/08 to 1/24/08 at 9:00 a.m. or some other future mutually acceptable
date, contingent upon this Court’s availability on that and/or some other future date, all matters this
document concerns are herein entered and continued until 1/24/08 at 9:00 a.m. or until

,at .

2. If any audience was ever established for 1/23/08 in the case this document concerns, it is herein
vacated and the petitions for which relief was sought in regard to any motion originally scheduled for
that date are entered and continued until 1/24/08 at 9:00, or until , at

3. This Court implements some other measure in regard to the matters concerned herein described as
follows

4. Inthe scenario in which any final and appealable judgment would be entered in regard to the matters
at issue, provision is made for the parties to procure certifications of any questions either would be
commiitted to preserve for review as follows

Robert J. More

P.O. Box 6926 ,

Chicago, IL 60680 Judge Date

312 479-6287

. D006
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Order E N CCGNO002-  M-2/24/05 ( ' )

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

Colle A P

Lo

' A
V. No. GD(OW 3019%7

(} O C} . Dated:
Address: ~ m

City/State/Zip: - = ey WA | % /7% . 7‘975/

_ { Judge - Judge's No.
Telephone: ' 7 /LY G2 81 y

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

S
<4 NN
ORIGINAL - COURT FILE . G Q L6 p/




ORDER C(  N002-300M-2/28/05(43480658)

q/‘ IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

\)&G\O

il 1500 4200 el

\J

. v, OG0 7

: <H
[N Sy :r-f_ U5 3w 0500

- ORDER

, OU[’{ .
Atty. No.: ¢ 9 ( Q- _ _ '8 7
Name: g | 2P\ - ENTERED: _
Atty. for: /"’ Y\/ ‘ Dated: ) py /7 /Dgy
Address: ‘ N ? LQ . ot )
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

Robert ] More : Line # | N

Plaintiff i L2
v. Case No 06-M1-301847 Dl me €

A. Shazhad et al ﬁ*\ P "
Defendants TLor Pt i{
S |

NOTICE OF MOTION 53] ot

On 6/, 08 at 9:00 a.m. Robert J. More will appear for an audience regarding the filing ofC ~g:opy:t)f thie mation
whioh this notice concerns in Courtroom 1306 of the Richard J. Daley Center at 50 W. Waéﬁm gt StrCh1cz\1go
IL which motion is identified as: “Plaintiff’s Verified (“RJIM”S) Motion Of 5/30/08 For ComtT& pAy Postg ne
Trial Until RIM Receives The Information From The Chief Medical Officer Of TheJ| Stroger@o’bk Cdunty
Hospital Which RIM Understands That RIM Needs In Order To Discharge The Burd n @f?roof‘ Regardmg
Damages In The Matters That The Case This Motion Concerns (“This Case”), 2. Establlsh Ierms And
Conditions For The Trial Of This Case Or A Postponement Of The Trial To Be Congiucted UntibRIM Gan
Whatever Would Be The Resolution Of Such Propositions, Get All Matters Concerniig Such ‘PropgsediTetms
And Conditions Adequately Preserved For Review And/Or Resolution In A Theatre @tﬁer Fian That In Which
This Motion Will Have Been Adjudicated, 3. For A Declaration Regarding Whether RJM:WfIr;ReceWe Sanctjons
For The Defendant’s Motions Not Filed According To The Requirements Of IL Supnezme Gourf Rule.. Nk g;(B)
(“137(B)”), 4. The Issuance Of Such Sanctions Regarding Two Motions Filed By The Defenﬁ%ntsTn ThisCase
Or Leave To Amend The Complaint Filed In This Case To Add Jesmer And Harris And Its Tortfeasor Attorneys
As Defendants In This Case, If This Court Would Not Award Sanctions To RIM For Violations Of 137(B) ”....

and you are herein provided notice of the filing and audience date of such motion.
Robert J. More

P.O. Bo

* Chicago, IL 60

312 479-6287
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to all applicable statutes, I. Robert J. More do herein aver that I did serve a
copy of : “Plaintiff’s (“RIM”S) Motion Of 5/30/08 For Court....”
Jesmer and Harris for both Defendants

Elk Grove Village, IL

On 5/30/08 via insertion into the U.S. mail, postage prepaid, from Chicago, IL.

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to the provisions of 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I aver to the veracity of all claims
contained herein.

Robert J. More

P.O. Box 6926
Chicago, 80
312 479-6287 -



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

Robert ] More ' '
Plaintiff -
V. Case No 06-M1-301847
Shazhad et al By ey
Plaintiff’s Verified (“RJM”S) Motion Of 5/30/08 For Court To: 1.) Postpone Trial Until_JRJM Receives Tlgwéwinformation
From The Chief Medical Officer Of The J. Stroger Cook County Hospital (“CMO”) Wﬁ“jfdih RJI)\?{I_; Unﬁ%rsténds That RIM

Needs In Order To Discharge The Burden Of Proof Regarding Damages In The Matters That The (é\aﬁe This Mé,tjo.,p Concerns

(“This Case”), 2. Establish Terms And Conditions For The Trial Of This Case Or A Pd‘siti)onqﬂy’éknt r@j Th;eiﬁ[irial To Be
Conducted Until RIM Can, Whatever Would Be The Resolution Of Such Propositions, Gét'g Al1;11\:/1’;a‘ctegs‘,j Congerning Such
Proposed Terms And Conditions Adequately Preserved For Review And/Or Resolution In’A Theatre Other Than That In

Which This Motion Will Have Been Adjudicated, 3. For A Declaration Regarding Whether Raﬁl.\;[ V,@iﬂ}Reg‘_eive Saxictions For
The Defendant’s Motions Not Filed According To The Requirements Of IL Supreme Court:Rule 133(B):_(3“137}B)”), 4. The
Issuance Of Such Sanctions Regarding Two Motions Filed By The Defendants In This Cage OrShea¥@ To"Amend The
Complaint Filed In This Case To Add Jesmer And Harris And Its Tortfeasor Attorneys As Defendarits In This Case, If This

Court Would Not Award Sanctions To RIM For Violations Of 137(B) ”....Defendants

Now comes RIM to move this Court to provide the relief described in the title to this motion and contained in the postulations
included in the Proposed Order submitted alongherewith and in support and explanation whereof, RIM avers and explains as
follows:

1. RJM mailed a letter to the CMO in late March or Early April of 2008, requesting an enumeration of County Funds
expended in the examination conducted and X-ray of RJM taken at Stroger Hospital, after RIM was hit by Shazhad’s
Yellow Cab Car on 3/18/04 and an identification of what it would cost to replace any of RJM’s bones should RJIM have to
get any bone replacement due to the trauma caused by the cab hitting RIM and throwing RIM onto the pavement.

2. RIM received a request for more information and promptly responded to such request with a second request for the

information RJM had previously sought.

As of 5/30/08, RIM still has not received any response to the second request RJM transmitted to the CMO.

RJM does not see how he could be required to proceed to trial without such information as is described herein supra.

5. RJM has a number of proposals regarding the trial of this case which RIM will present to this Court on or before the
audience date set for the motion this conveyance concerns (“this motion”).

6. RIM seeks sanctions against Shazhad et al (“Shazhad”) for three different malefactions which RIM is convinced could not
justifiably remain unsanctioned in this case, without the interests in regard to which RIM understands that RIM will have to
provide an accounting being unjustifiably injured thereby (ie the malefactions remaining unsanctioned).

7. The first was Shazhad’s effort to get the case dismissed on a claim that it was not filed prior to the expiration of the statute
of limitations for the torts plead, which cost RIM and hour to fix, since the case was filed prior to such expiration, but the
Rule 298 petition was not adjudicated until several weeks later.

8. But for Shazhad’s non-accomplishment of adequate diligence in investigating this matter, RJM would not have been put to
the expenditure of an hour’s time to file a response and serve it upon Shazhad et al.

9. Shazhad et al also filed a motion to deny RIM a jury trial which necessitated RJM’s filing a response thereto, even though
Shazhad had filed a jury demand in this case and RIM had also filed a jury demand and RJM seeks a sanction for the time
lost composing and filing such response and appearing in Courtroom 1501 to get such motion denied.

10. Shazhad et al induced Judge S. Harris to dismiss this case for want of prosecution notwithstanding that RJM had provided
Shazhad et al documents on 11/5/07, explaining why RJM could not appear in Court on 11/6/07, as RJM understood the
matter, and that RIM would appear by telephone regarding this case.

11. The expense to which RIM was put to get the DWP vacated, it is RIM’s understanding could not justifiably be left
uncompensated, which includes the expenses incurred on 11/6/07 and in getting the Motion to Vacate the DWP granted.

12. A review of the documents filed concerning each alleged violation of Rule 137(b) would, it is RIM’s understanding
indicate that Shazhad et al’s legal representatives and or Shazhad or Yellow Cab ought have to compensate RIM for the
time RIM consumed in each instance at the rate which the Defendant being billed in this case compensates Jesmer and
Harris Law Firm for the number of hours which such law firm billed Yellow Cab for the three matters referenced supra.

13. If this Court would for whatever reason not grant such sanction(s) as are described herein supra, then RIM will challenge
the constitutionality as applied in such denial of Rule 137(b) and move to amend the complaint in this case to add Jesmer
and Harris Law Firm and the offending attorneys as Defendants therein.

14. RJIM demands that the entire procedural history of this case be presented to the jury at whatever trial would be conducted in
regard to this case.

15. All other matters, it is RIM’s position ought be entered and continued, if all concerned cannot resolve all disputes on 6/9/08
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and the trial postponed until RIM can procure the evidence RIM needs to procure and all disputes can either be adequately
resolved or the issues concerned be adequately preserved for further review and resolution.
16. In the alternative, this Court could ~ ply sign the “Declaration of Unconstitutio  y as Applied ...RIJM” contained in the
accompanying Proposed Order of ... 0/08 and RIM could then remedy the injury ne has been unjustifiably cause on his
own accord, without further burdening anyone.

Wherefore, RIM herein moves this Court to provide the forms of relief identified in the title to this motion.

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to the provisions of 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I aver to the veracity of all factual averments
contained hegein.

Respectfull mitted;

Robert J. More

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, FIRST MUNICIPAL DIVISION
Robert ] More
Plaintiff
V. Case No 06-M1-301847
Shazhad et al
Defendants

PRELIMINARY PROPOSED ORDER FOR MOTION OF 5/30/08 SET FOR HEARING ON 1/23/08

This cause having come before this Court on Plaintiff’s Verified Motion of 5/30/08, .
appearing, and the Court only having been advised in the premises to the extent
RIM could advise it, IT IS HEREIN ORDERED:

1. The entirety of the contents of the criminal statutes of the State of IL, and of whatever
criminal ordinances and/or statutes of Cook County, IL and/or Chicago IL might ever
have been or be, applied to any activity of RIM which might ever be conducted for
purposes of resolving the dispute this case concerns and rectifying whatever injustice
might still remain unrectified as of 1/23/07 in the matters this case concerns, absent the
issuance of this order, are herein declared to be unconstitutional as such might ever have
been or otherwise, in the future be, applied in the absence of the issuance of this order to
any of the type(s) of activity which might ever be conducted by RJM as described herein
supra

2. Confirmation is herein prov1ded that this Court has been informed by RJM that Mr. A.
Shazhad, Yellow Cab, the Attorney who sought the DWP on 11/06/07, Judge Harris and
if the Clerk in room 1306 was in anyway responsible for the DWP’s having been entered
(ie misrepresentation of averments provided to her, etc), the Clerk in room 1306 are all
jointly and severally herein invited to make a contribution to Most Holy Family
Monastery in Fillmore NY or to the Institute of St. Michael the Archangel Fund of
$150.00 for the time and costs RIM has incurred in having to compose, print, file and
appear in court in regard to such motion

3. Any and all other matters not presented to this Court prlor to or upon the date of 6/908
are herein entered and continued

Robert J. More

P.O. Box 6926 Judge Date
Chicago, IL 60680

312 479-6287
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT

ROBERT J. MORE, ) #90311

Plaintiff, ) '
VvS. ) No. 06 M1-301847

)

AHMED SHAHZAD, )
YELLOW CAB COMPANY and )
JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION )
COMPANY, )

Defendants. )

NOTICE OF MOTION

TO: PRO SE Robert J. More, P.O. Box 6926, Chicago, IL. 60680 '

On July 30, 2008 at 9:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, I shall appear
before the Honorable Judge Dunford, or any judge sitting in his stead, in the courtroom usually
occupied by him in Room 1306 at the Richard J. Daley Civic Center, Chicago, Illinois, and shall then
and tht]ere move the Court for an order pursuant to Defendants’ motion, a copy of which is attached
hereto.| '

NAME: JESMER AND HARRIS #90311

ATTORNEYS FOR: Defendants

AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY
ADDRESS: 150 Northwest Point Boulevard, Suite 310
CITY: Elk Grove Village, Illinois 60007-1040

TELEPHONE: (847) 700-8311

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I, Eugene N. Traunfeld, an attorney, certify that I served this notice on THE ABOVE ROBERT
MORE by mail by depositing a copy of this notice and motion in the U.S. Mail chute at 150 Northwest
Point Boulevard, Elk Grove Village, Illinois at 4:00 p.m. on July 22, 2008 with proper postage prepaid

and addressed to address above,

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me
this ___day of July, 2008.

NOTARY PUBLIC

. £00072
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A420 2297\ENT\3-18-04
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT

ROBERT J. MORE, ) #90311
Plaintiff, )
VS. ) No. 06 M1-301847
)
AHMED SHAHZAD, )
YELLOW CAB COMPANY and )
JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION )
COMPANY, )
Defendants. )

MOTION

NOW COME defendants, AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY, by their

attorneys, JESMER AND HARRIS, and hereby move the Court as follows:

1. On July 16, 2008, on defendants’ motion, this Court entered judgment in the sum
of $1,000.00 and courf costs in the sum of $141.50.

2. If plaintiff does not execute release and satisfaction of judgment, defendants
request this Court to enter order that upon defendants depositing check in the sum
of $1,141.50 with the Clerk of the Ciréuit Court of Cook County, this Court will
enter order of release and satisfaction of judgment as to judgment entered July
16, 2008.

JESMER AND HARRIS

EUGENE N. TRAﬁNFELIY&

JESMER AND HARRIS #90311

Attorneys for Defendants

AHMED SHAHZED and YELLOW CAB COMPANY
150 Northwest Point Boulevard, Suite 310

Elk Grove Village, Illinois 60007-1040

(847) 700-8311

Ce00Y3
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT

4

ROBERT J. MORE, ) #90311 &

Plaintiff, ) &

vs. ) No. 06 M1-301847 -

) S

ABMED SHAHZAD, ) :

YELLOW CAB COMPANY and ) :
JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION )
COMPANY, )
Defendants. )

ORDER
This matter coming on to be heard on the motion of defendants AHMED SHAHZAD and
YELLOW CAB COMPANY, due and timely notice having been given and the Court being fully
advised in the premises:

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: ﬁ’*
— @

Dﬁgnéhlﬂv&sl /V\B.,‘.dﬁ “pfr(: :’;J;A/’_!m
S'L:{‘ks ’p(-_c,h"aw"\ )—c\) Jﬁ & r\f\\’\l T\a
an d Co~ T A ved L e~ G

- N, T
&ur"f(‘dﬂm f B 06’
JESMER AND HARRIS #90311 '7 / ZQ/Q-K ,2008

Attorneys for Defendants ENTER: ! /
AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY ‘ ‘

150 Northwest Point Boulevard, Suite 310 __ ATy ”}; TR [
Elk Grove Village, Illinois 60007-1040% & W o 3-18542

(847) 700-8311 GE . JUDGE'S NO.
e

% 70008
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUZF ,' 1L OIS

COUMNT"" DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

Robert J More | o  Line# L
Plaintiff . — T e |
v -7 Case No 06-M1-301847 ’ '

A. Shazhad et al I 1D BRI
Defendants 08 AUG 13 AM 945
Plaintiff’s (“RIM’’s) Motion Of 8/13/081Eor:Continuance Of 14 Days (Until Any Of 3 Or 4 Court Dates In
Which Mr. Traunfeld Or Any Other Yellow Attorney (“Yellow”) Can Without Beyond De Minimis
Inconvenience Or Expense Return To This_Court) Regarding sTerms And Conditions Of RIM’s Signing A

Satisfaction And Release And/Or Declining Té)Sign Such Type Document In Regard To This Case

The following issues are issues which time and the press of various duties, permitting, RIM intends to get addressed on
appeal if the defendants would not be willing to settle this case for more than the amount RJIM sought in the ad
damnum pled in this case, prior to the filing of a motion pursuant to the provisions of C.C.P. 2-604.1
1. Claim to use an audio-recording device in the Courtroom and in the Daley Center at any time in any circumstances,
unless a stipulation to the contrary would supercede such prerogative in a given instance. '
2. Claim to use a computer in the courtroom which does not create any noise nor otherwise disrupt any proceeding in
any manner.
3. Claim to enter into the record RIM’s response to various claims made by the Court which became matters of public
record such as for instance: Court — Mr. More — you treat this as a game.
RIM- No, Judge, I consider it a battle in a larger crusade, a crusade between good and evil, conducted in the theatre of
earthly existence, by the participants therein who have to deal with problems with which angelic entities need not be
concerned — namely an arrangement in which such participants have to deal with the problems of poverty, violence,
and disease, the uncertainty of future events, and ultimately for those who last long enough, the infirmity of old age and
death, a crusade in which RJM is obliged by virtue of his baptism to conduct activity according to the mandate imposed
first upon St. Peter (Jn. 20:_) and beyond that upon the rest of the first Apostles (Mt. 28:20), and necessarily by
implication and explicit promulgation upon their successors, the particulars of which have been explicated to a
substantial measure by several of St. Peter’s successors to the Apostolic See, notably for purpose of this document with
particular clarity in the encyclicals: Immortale Dei of Pope Leo XIII, Il Fermo Proposito Of Pius X and Quas Primas of
Pius XI..
4. The Court — refers to RIM as a Don Quixote —
RIM would hope that his conduct would be less distanced from that of St. George the Dragonslayer than that of the
Man from La Mancha, but realizes that like every human being, RIM is subject to deception(s) of the enemy of the
human race in this regard.
5. Claim to conduct discovery of Yellow’s recruiting, pre-employment investigation, hiring, instruction and training,
supervision, retention, and termination policies.
6. Claim to amend the complaint to add count for punitive damages 735 ILCS 5/2-604.1 — which was denied as being
untimely, even though this was a small claims case and trial had not been commenced and that in IL Court cases, the
complaint can be amended to conform to the proof adduced at trial even after a verdict would be entered in a given case.
6.a Claim to present issue of accidents and traffic violation convictions to jury not relative to Mr. Shazhad but relevant
to standard of care according to which Yellow Cab recruits, investigates, hires, trains, supervises, retains and/or
terminates its drivers in its conducting of its activity according to a standard whereby it does or does not ensure that its
moral liability is not left uncovered in regard to the public health and safety concern regarding traffic and road safety.
7. Claim to bar the issue of whether willful and wanton instruction ought be presented to the jury independent of the
provisions of 604.1 and whether or not compliance would have been accomplished therewith on the basis that the claim
is a small claim and that the Court ought to have proceeded according to a somewhat relaxed pleading standard
provided any damage award would not exceed the small claims limit and no party would be prejudiced in light of fact
that the Defendants opposed discovery being conducted in this case, when the issue was raised in March of 2008.
8. Claim regarding the issue of whether the jury ought to have been provided the opportunity to ascertain whether Mr.
Shazhad could even read English and understand the standard of care according to which a taxi-cab driver is required to
conduct his activity.
9. Claim regarding whether this Court was not obliged to provide a particularization of the factual predicates
according to which this Court denied RIM’s motion for sanctions in regard to the three items RJM presented in regard
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thereto in the Motion RJM filed in this Case on 6/10/08.

10. Claim whether RIM ought to b, been prevented from presenting or permitt ) present to the jury the contents
of RJM’s motion regarding sanctio” ‘

11. Claim whether this Court ought not have signed RIM’s “Proposed Addendum of RIM to Order of 7/16/08”.

12. Claim that this Court ought not sign a statement that it would be the position of this Court that RTM could accept the
settlement offer proposed as of 7/30/08 in this case upon the presumption that should it become obvious at some future
juncture that RIM had incurred some injury which has not surfaced as of 7/30/08, and RJM would still not possess
insurance that would cover whatever treatment might be necessary to incur any as of present — not detected, latent
injury, that RIM would seek treatment from the Cook County Hospital at the expense of taxpayers and/or the remission
of funds at some future juncture by RJM, once the County would eliminate abortions at the hospital and otherwise
bring its activity, in terms of practices emanating from promulgated policies entirely within the requirements of the
moral law and that this Court can see nothing in such arrangement incompatible with the claim that RIM has not in any
way left his moral liability regarding the consideration owed the government under the principles of legal justice such
that RIM could in no way be classified as a liability to the County, but would have to be in regard to the matters herein
concerned, a burden-bearer who has not in regard to the matters concerned, shirked nor otherwise disregarded the duty
imposed by the requirements of the moral law to contribute to the bearing of civic burdens.

13. Issue of CCSD Sgt. Rodriguez — came up to Courtroom 1306 to command RJM to remove electrical cord of
computer from electrical outlet

RIM — What adequately promulgated statute, ordinance, rule, regulation and/or protocol prohibits the use of a computer
in a Cook County Courtroom? If the use of county electricity by county taxpayers in courtrooms is prohibited, why are
rich and compromised and many would claim, profiteering, predators such as Philip Corboy, Clifford, representatives
of Sidley Austin, Mayer, Brown..... permitted to use county electricity for all of their video demonstrations and such
like in their trials?

Now comes RJM to respectfully move this Honorable Court to grant the relief described in the title to this motion and to
sign a copy of a document voicing its support for an order to be issued dispensing RIM from the code of criminal law
presently operative in the State of IL or simply issuing an order which would accomplish such objective.

Respectfully submitted,

obert J. More

Robert J-More
P.O. Box 6926
Chicago, IL 60680
312 479-6287

-~ CH0078
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3303 ' ) CCG N003-100M-2/28/0 (43480658)

» ~_  IN'[HE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ™~ "NOIS %‘Jéi‘
: ' V. No.‘ééMl ;@/g"/7
7

NOTICE OF MOTION

To: 'TW/\ MJ’L»’—\\
150 Ntk ok -
W\' M

o (212

may be heard, I shall appear before the Honorable

IO as soon thereafter as counsel

“r

or any Judge sitting in that

Judge's stead, in the courtroom usually occupied by er, located /at _ﬂm { .3 & (— 7 ,\ ,ZMH w

S S Lo Lo . % z_j’\_./_‘——jya : Z—’\ \]I]lmms, and present
K/w I, lm / A Mcr ol /%MLA_N /m~.
o \zé Bt = “

Name - AttyNor %’f’ Vo
Y7 o ' AL
Address 4 : Attorney for
City/State/Zip o C % 2 3 }4 g -p ‘?* (g %
V%I.Q—OOF OF SERVICE BY DELIVERY
1, - , the attorney/non atforney* certify that on the day of
v </ :
: , I served this notice by delivering a cgpy personally to each person to whom it is directed
Signature/Certification
PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL -
I, dl?/\’\._\ , the=riz®E3y/mon attorney* certify that I served this notice by mailing
(*strike one)
a copy to : aa ' g Q/( M\-—.—J( % /%)(.hl
: (\ﬂdrws on envelope) B ( 5 g L/(\
and depositing the same in the U. S. Mail at / ,Q;-/u/r,‘ ) Poa

) am X A d’ (place of mailing)
at_ > L( ‘1 [ 1 W@m the / s day of /Q"‘—‘-"—‘/‘/L\ s 2' 6o ‘?‘9 with proper postage pfepaid.
| [ ,I 206869

Signathire/Certification

Date

~

NOTE: If more than one person is served by delivery or mail, addltlonal proof of service may be made by attaching an addltlonal sheet to this
Notice of Motion.

Ty 3 - By
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS L {) {) ﬁ‘} 8 thd
ORIGINAL - COURT FILE

!
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Motione- General Form (This ferm replaces CCMD-39) *7 TG N702-200M-2/28/05 (43480658)

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS %
§ e

VS (72

Plalntlff(s) _
v, No. O M1 30184 7

W«W&AW/J« et vA

Defendant(s)

W#/m A MMM

alie! A_
MOTION;({ Ww\/(/ /\ W\W M JAVESNOSY T8

el Mgt € b oy
I (We) do hereby certify that a copy of this instrument was served upon all parties who have appeared

and have not previously been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead.

Dated: kﬁ;’& ZOQ *8) /:ﬁ4

Name: W //74,-\_0\__

Address: W\) (<L % uﬁ_ “_ e :
City/State/Zip: o o ¥ o o

Telephone: 2(2 Ya4q Q,GLCZ,"Z . Co0083

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
ORIGINAL - COURT FILE
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v l IN T.HE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNI Y "'T INOIS - . j.‘/: ) n}};
-3 /: - ' } P A '
Ty 1 i ~#
/ VG"\A\ : A
i - = ,
_ & ( 50/ T
P / D
\} -~ 14"*”\'"\/1‘»»{1««4/ e _//&
Z
NOTICE OF MOTION
\"D
- ' ; i
To: U ”—4/ Zﬁ.d\/i - .-,' ! b o BN
50 Nr hf’ilrv\nﬂz% (f? fan fﬁ; R
G /ﬁ«r\mw ) ) 4
é v ) 77 )
R § ¥
On iy rj f’ s s 2 5 , at 9] RN p m=or as soon thereafter as counsel
Ny B M eyt
may be heard I shall appear before the Honorable bt I T {:‘/: 2 en A - or any Judge sitting in that
B : -
Judge's stead, in the courtroom usually occupled by hlm/her, locgted at _ )’7 PN i 3o { ¥ A é’ e b RS
ﬁ‘ :) ‘g{‘.—-"v’ -C/?..» ’ . ) : - \\f - ‘
S Lo b N ( ff- i & L‘&?ﬁ: Z » llinois, and present
Noow 7 .
(&/’4{’1’1 {,:”/x//. !‘} ‘)//}'L«)—/‘-‘:"—""? i"/‘\) S e e ey 0 /K‘s———w ,44)'/)\ ,‘;{,1 - x/r{‘».\
- K TV, e
(— ,\{.G-' . & o fgmEEs G, e T T (g o,
Name i e el Aty Nor S b - T ProSe 99500~ i
Ty B i P £ , _w_,)ff -7 S
Address s x/ J")”‘_{"\&"’Vm-- - Attorney for (f AL ":Vf (o ?/ R ( 4 LH(
. - V2NN S~ : . i . - s .
City/State/Zip _ } il ("j ") 2"{-——\ , . Telephone - " . LSS T Li% ~y ’? - A
{ ‘9,.\__ \w/}r»" ﬁz {7 . _ 7 - »:LA_ ' e
4PROOF OF SERVICE BY DELIVERY : N y
i 7 s - .
I, //< (e ., the attorney/non attorney* certify that on the day of
é‘}"//,-f"/ ] 7 (*strike one)
i , , I served this notice by delivering a copy personally to each person to whom it is directed.
Date : >
Signature/Certification
£ / -, - PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL.
- / 7 _2
I £ ( K /\“"’"l. - , the- gn_;t_orney/non attorney* certify that I served this notice by mailing
R ) ] el / —~ oy 7- , (*strike one)
H H } % o~ /g_,_,‘,{’v-«.. y
a copy to L\lﬂcwm/.\{ I £ RAEPTAS /S k":z/fahhwm . f"*]\ Al s
I T T dr ] )
' \5] , (address on envelope) ./‘i;é\ /}‘_’w
and depositing the same in the U. S. Mail at 0 ey €
/ ' ] O (place of mailing)
i ‘/ a.m. / .
at_ o~ B Y /3! w3pm.-on the / % IL day of / It A, , 2, &> ﬁgpwith proper postage prepaid.
Date | ™ ! ! s ? © o b
C & 1t
//? I j/} P MY

s Sigpgltﬁre/Certlﬁcatlon

.NOTE: If more than one person is served by delivery or mail, addltlonal proof of service may be made by attaching an additional sheet to this

Notice of Motion.
‘:":‘1‘*5“;"5'},"'\\';‘; 13 »1',--.7~.n5,‘,-s'= »L‘ ‘-’:','7%571‘;'__‘.‘ ’ L ‘»*’.7’1%’-‘1$E00’-'91.8\?(1‘-‘6‘:‘1
) t.DOROTHY BROWN CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY ILLINOIS ' SO A
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/

: y , i ‘ L e, S Asatuts _ o, :7. -,
| (W e) do hereby certlfy thata copy of thls mstrument was served upon all partles who have appeared
and have not prevmusly been found by the Court, to be:in-default for failure to plead.

pAE

: - /L/rr'w L/'L)‘\,M - ,/c', S Lm ?"V—‘&L}A— (ﬁ‘-&ax' LG‘L»-*{]
Datéd .:; 7/ :Z . 2.(70 “:5

- Aty ‘:'t ‘}‘j‘ RECSI W AN
Name: - ’/L:(«_j / LN :
gt Lo el
"Addres-s:_ . }' -2 ‘?,1 L/ S . |
, City/State/Zip: ) Clas o €O I
Telephone_: Y '11’ . . (—-,, 02, 2 7 : .

DOROTHY BROWN CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY ILLIN OIS
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“ o IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF | OOK COUNTY ILLINOIS ' o /' \ b

A A €
4 : /1 ( 'gh)/ 2
e / g
NOTICE OF MOTION .
To: \, _ o :
L-»M
On-

may:bei-hear‘d I shall appear before the Honorable (\)r\/*/"’z{ :

Judge s stead, in the courtroom usually occupied by. h(l}llher, locg:ted at. - )4 PR : A4
S o~ L A-) W Lo "\-‘""\Aﬁ'\m\ Q/é“ { j& /"1-*—*}»,-'\

. ' é— ’ =3 ffim \.,.?“&I “w«:ﬁ‘ 2% (,.g
 Name (“”L\,’\(g?‘zmm"‘w-g_,a:_ e L Att)’_.,NO‘ % i 1. h{iﬁ"@‘soﬂi
~: Address 7 OW . Attorneyfor . :
CltylState/le
.
Date __ _ R | S
Signature/Cértification
% PROOF OFr SERVICE BYMAIL : o
N K ( s S ;hwe??non attorney* certlfy that I served- this notlce by. mallmg

(*stnke one)

a copy to | /\EWI‘\ i /;// Aﬁg% g“h’/fﬂ A&_J{VLW»AM;

(address on envelope) M ,Qku_
. L/
and deposntmg the sal:‘fe in the U. S. Mail at 5 / 0 - & A . . k
- 6’ (place of mailing) ' )
at_“~ g’ Y / '}‘ Wé_:}on the / s é day of /)?LMWW L s 2 ("I‘sﬁg; with proﬁé‘r postage pfepaiﬂ. ,
Date. {ﬁ !i Wé)%

JU o e

K Slgp\}ﬁre/Cemﬁcatwn )

NOTE: If more than ‘one person is served by delivery or mall addltmnal proof of service may be made by attachmg an addmonal sheet to this
Notice of Motion.




CCG N702-200M-2/28/05 (43480658)

7 ?t'f;‘l’é”*“"f‘éf f (ﬁ"‘m\ )

Plamtlff(s)

- 1 A «‘f‘/z‘,"{—-c. ‘n——r“ / ?w(’\_fm\ . e e

p AM oF _-g@&m{ gﬂ,_\_{_v B

' Address.‘ s }/j.} LS L |
Clty/State/Z1p o AL L_,,e_,,;,,o o
Telephone. AR R4, = ‘

A"DOROTHYA BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY; ILLINOIS
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT

ROBERT J. MORE, ) #90311
Plaintiff, )
VS. ) No. 06 M1-301847
)
AHMED SHAHZAD, )
YELLOW CAB COMPANY and )
JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION ) ‘ .
COMPANY, ) 2 g T
Defendants. ) B T
D g 2 e
= i -
2\ ?"%;’\ ° D
NOTICE OF MOTION =, %% s 3
N A\
TO: PRO SE Robert J. More, P.O. Box 6926, Chicago, IL 60680 m/\m ‘g’f;‘( ;,, ~ ‘T"J
AR

; “n A
on | 0 / Q, 9 /’0 &t 9:00 a.m., or as soon thereafter as counsel may be heard, I shall
appear before the Honorable Judge Dunford, or any judge sitting in his stead, in the courtroom usually
occupied by him in Room 1306 at the Richard J. Daley Civic Center, Chicago, Illinois, and shall then
and there move the Court for an order pursuant to Defendants’ motion, a copy of which is attached
hereto. '

NAME: JESMER AND HARRIS #90311
ATTORNEYS FOR: Defendants

AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY
ADDRESS: 150 Northwest Point Boulevard, Suite 310
CITY: Elk Grove Village, Illinois 60007-1040
TELEPHONE: (847) 700-8311

PROOF OF SERVICE BY MAIL

I, Eugene N. Traunfeld, an attorney, certify tﬁét I served this notice on THE ABOVE ROBERT
MORE by mail by depositing a copy of this notice and motion in the U.S. Mail chute at 150 Northwest

Point Boulevard, Elk Grove Village, Illinois at 4:00 p.m. on with proper postage
& P OOTMIO/Zog %E p &

prepaid and addressed to address above.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me
this ___ day of July, 2008.

NOTARY PUBLIC

CO008s
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS i
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT o @ o~
% G et
ROBERT J. MORE, ) \ #%ﬁgn ’:, fj}
Plaintiff, ) NN o %
vs. ) No. 06 M1-301847\ 29, % <o
) 2\ 'a'gif%,/ R X
AHMED SHAHZAD, ) BN B P
YELLOW CAB COMPANY and ) ’v?‘;?,“& %
JOHN DOE CONSTRUCTION ) gy 7
COMPANY, )
Defendants. )

MOTION
NOW COME defendants, AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY, by their
attorneys, JESMER AND HARRIS, and hereby move the Court, in the alternative, as follows:

1. On August 19, 2008, this Court entered orders, which included order permitting
defendants to satisfy judgment by depositing sums with the Clerk of the Circuit
Court of Cook County.

2. The Court computer reflects that plaintiff filed a motion and proof of service with
the Clerk of this Court on September 16, 2008. Said motion was set for hearing
December 12, 2008.

3. To date, counsel for defendant has not received the aforementioned motion.

4, On October 6, 2008, counsel for defendant reviewed the actual court file. The
Court file does not contain a motion file stamped September 16, 2008, and
contains no pleading or motion filed after August 19’, 2008.

WHEREFORE, Defendants, AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY, in the

alternative move that the Court enter an order correcting the court computer to reflect that no motion

CO0087



o ®

was filed with this Court by plaintiff on September 16, 2008, or in the alternative, in the event
plaintiff produces a clerk file stamped motion, that this Court hear the motion instanter.

JESMER AND HARRIS

BY:

-1, an attorney, certify that the aforesaid averments are true.

JESMER AND HARRIS #90311

Attorneys for Defendants

AHMED SHAHZED and YELLOW CAB COMPANY
150 Northwest Point Boulevard, Suite 310

Elk Grove Village, Illinois 60007-1040

(847) 700-8311

COO0CER
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’ £ §-19-28 Tt Ry

6cde

Atty. No.: - 903// ;S Qlenu\e_d - _
Name: 'Szf A~0CC & "\’ -~ >S ENTERED: Judge\.a\i?'_““”‘ L t,"f)fd’g
Atty. for: @g—@( ~da a:[; < i 0C 7y s a:*?g

Dated: ' Tyt by |

Address: IS D ) X4 Pa A 7 Circuit== 2%
City/State/Zip: g// C lrpve V. / W

7 Judge v / Jhgé‘s No.
Telephone: SHYY - Foo— 53/ ~ Judge Laurence J. Dunford

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK C%NZIQ’,ZPEEINOIS
~ ORIGINAL - COURT FILE - Circuyit Court.1877,« DOOR:
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APPEAL TO THE ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT, FIRST DISTRICT, FROM THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

Robert More (“RIM”), Estate of RJM, Campaign to Make the World Safe for Innocence Once Again, St.
Michael the Archangel, Fund (allegedly, and hopefully, in fact, on behalf of everything

God can still justify not hatin ~ D Ty

[\

oW

Plaintiff-Appellant

v. Case No 06-M1-301847 . 2

A. Shazhad, Yellow Cab, et al Hon. Lawrence Dunford ‘5.\"2{ P

Defendants- Appellees S s
7]

Not unabbreviated Notice of Appeal of 11/12/08 ™
Plaintiff-Appellant Robert More, in persona propria, hereby appeals to the Illinois Appellat&Court f

-
the First District for relief from the following orders entered in this matter in the C1rcu1t Court ofiCoo]

— —
.J”‘ X3

County: ?5 m :
Order of 2/7/08 denying RJM opportunity to conduct discovery prior to trial in trial court case (“%CC”
Order of 7/16/08 denying RIM opportunity to amend complaint to add petition for punitive damages,
opportunity to include willful and wanton instruction in jury instructions, opportunity to examine Yellow
Cab regarding adequacy of its hiring, training, supervision and disciplinary policies and practices,
opportunity to examine A. Shazhad regarding his capacity to read English and knowledge of the liability
and responsibility of a cab driver for ensuring the safety of persons who rely upon the road system in
Cook County IL in order to participate in the ordinary occupations of life

Order of 8/19/08, denying RIM’s Motion for a Continuance regarding matters to be reconsidered

Order of 10/20/08 bringing activity of TCC to an end

By this appeal, Plaintiff-appellant petitions the Appellate Court to remand this case to the Trial Court
with orders to: 1.) permit RIM to amend the complaint to add a count for punitive damages, 2.) include
an instruction on willfulness and wantonness in the jury instructions submitted to the jury during any trial
which would ever be conducted in regard to the TCC, 3.) permit RIM to conduct discovery regarding the
policies and practices of Yellow Cab Co. regarding the safety of its operation a‘nd regarding A.
Shazhad’s knowledge and understanding of the compliance-accomplishment standard according to which
a cab driver in Cook County, IL is obliged to conduct his or her activity in order to avoid incurring any
tort liability, and whether the conditions present on 3/18/04 for which Yellow and A. Shazhad were
responsible did not constitute an unreasonably dangerous condition on that date, 4.) require the Trial
Court to conduct an evidentiary hearing concerning the issue of whether Yellow and/or A. Shazhad ought
not have been sanctioned for the several unnecessary and unjustified motions and/or orders filed and or
presented by them, respectively, 5.) require any and all entities involved in the maintenance of order and
security in the R. Daley Center to permit RJM to use and to refrain from interfering in any way with
RIM’s use of, an audio-recording device in any and all proceedings ever conducted in this case in the

future in any court.

Coo0"0



UNDER CONSTRUCTION, TO BE CONTINUED AND REVISED
Respectfl}l'ly submitted,

Robert J. More

P.O. B@M _

Chicago, IL 60680, , 91 =

(312) 479-6287 — gl =
.t

-z |
APPEAL TO THE ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT, FIRST DISTRICT, FROM T;%}IE v
CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY 5 =

=0

i 2 »e L
Robert More (“RIM”), Estate of RJM, Campaign to Make the World Safe for Innoc_e'_n:g:::}e Orce Aggin, St
Michael the Archangel, Fund (allegedly, and hopefully, in fact, on behalf of everything
God can still justify not hating)

Plaintiff-Appellant ‘
V. Case No 06-M1-301847
A. Shazhad, Yellow Cab, et al Hon. Lawrence Dunford

Defendants- Appellees

NOTICE OF NOTICE OF APPEAL AND DECLARATION OF SERVICE OF NOTICE OF NOTICE
OF APPEAL AND NOTICE OF APPEAL.

NOTICE IS HEREIN PROVIDED that on or before 11/12/08, the undersigned filed the accompanying:
Notice of Appeal

of Plaintiff-appellant Robert j. More with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County, IL, a copy of
which is attached hereto and hereby served upon you.

Robert J. More .

P.O. BOMM'/_\\—/\

Chicago, IL 60680,

(312) 479-6287

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Robert J. More a non-attorney, on oath, state that I served the foregoing Notice of Appeal and this
Notice of Notice of Appeal and Declaration of Service of Notice of Appeal upon :

Jesmer and Harris Law Firm

150 Northwest Point

Elk Grove, IL

on or before 11/14/08 , via the insertion into the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, from the Cardiss Collins
Post Office in Chicago, IL copies of all of the documents enumerate herein supra.

Under penalties provided by law pursuant to the provisions of 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I certify that the
statements set forth herein are true and correct.

Co00981



APPEAL TO THE ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT, FIRST DISTRICT, FROM THE
CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY

Robert More (“RIM”), Estate of RJM, Campaign to Make the World Safe for Innocence Once Again, St.
Michael the Archangel, Fund (allegedly, and hopefully, in fact, on behalf of everything
God can still justify not hating)

Plaintiff-Appellant

V. Case No 06-M1-301847 ‘ o =

A. Shazhad, Yellow Cab, et al Hon. Lawrence Dunford ) = :CB:

Defendants- Appellees :‘z - cj
Not unabbreviated Notice of Appeal of 11/12/08 Oi -

Plaintiff-Appellant Robert More, in persona propria, hereby appeals to the Illinois Appellate Courr-for

the First District for relief from the following orders entered in this matter in the C1rcu1t Court of CBok =
j -’:f., C -
County: o = -:.- P -

Order of 2/7/08 denying RJM opportunity to conduct discovery prior to trial in trial couR casé: (“TGC”)
Order of 7/16/08 denying RIM opportunity to amend complaint to add petition for punitive damages,
opportunity to include willful and wanton instruction in jury instructions, opportunity to examine Yellow
Cab regarding adequacy of its hiring, training, supervision and disciplinary policies and practices,
opportunity to examine A. Shazhad regarding his capacity to read English and knowledge of the liability
and responsibility of a cab driver for ensuring the safety of persons who rely upon the road system in
Cook County IL in order to participate in the ordinary occupations of life

Order of 8/19/08, denying RIM’s Motion for a Continuance regarding matters to be reconsidered

Order of 10/20/08 bringing activity of TCC to an end

By this appeal, Plaintiff-appellant petitions the Appellate Court to remand this case to the Trial Court
with orders to: 1.) permit RJM to amend the complaint to add a count for punitive damages, 2.) include
an instruction on willfulness and wantonness in the jury instructions submitted to the jury during any trial
which would ever be conducted in regard to the TCC, 3.) permit RJIM to conduct discovery regarding the
policies and practices of Yellow Cab Co. regarding the safety of its operation and regarding A.
Shazhad’s knowledge and understanding of the compliance-accomplishment standard according to which
a cab driver in Cook County, IL is obliged to conduct his or her activity in order to avoid incurring any
tort liability, and whether the conditions present on 3/18/04 for which Yellow and A. Shazhad were
responsible did not constitute an unreasonably dangerous condition on that date, 4.) require the Trial
Court to conduct an evidentiary hearing concerning the issue of whether Yellow and/or A. Shazhad ought
not have been sanctioned for the several unnecessary and unjustified motions and/or orders filed and or
presented by them, respectively, 5.) require any and all entities involved in the maintenance of order and
security in the R. Daley Center to permit RIM to use and to refrain from interfering in any way with
RIM’s use of, an audio-recording device in any and all proceedings ever conducted in this case in the

future in any court.



UNDER CONSTRUCTION, TO BE CONTINUED AND REVISED

Respectfully submitted, ]
Robert J. More
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APPEAL TO THE ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT, FIRST DISTRICT, FROMTHEZ

CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY E -

Robert More (“RIM”), Estate of RJM, Campaign to Make the World Safe for Innocence Once Again, St

Michael the Archangel, Fund (allegedly, and hopefully, in fact, on behalf of everything
God can still justify not hating)

Plaintiff-Appellant

V. . Case No 06-M1-301847

A. Shazhad, Yellow Cab, et al Hon. Lawrence Dunford
Defendants- Appellees

NOTICE OF NOTICE OF APPEAL AND DECLARATION OF SERVICE OF NOTICE OF NOTICE
OF APPEAL AND NOTICE OF APPEAL.

NOTICE IS HEREIN PROVIDED that on or before 11/12/08, the undersigned filed the accompanying
Notice of Appeal

of Plaintiff-appellant Robert j. More with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County, IL, a copy of
which is attached hereto and hereby served upon you.
Robert J. More

PO Bo \—/\
oIL60

(3 12) 479-6287
PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Robert J. More a non-attorney, on oath, state that I served the foregoing Notice of Appeal and this

Notice of Notice of Appeal and Declaration of Service of Notice of Appeal upon
Jesmer and Harris Law Firm

150 Northwest Point
Elk Grove, IL

on or before 11/14/08 , via the insertion into the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, from the Cardiss Collins
Post Office in Chicago, IL copies of all of the documents enumerate herein supra

Under penalties provided by law pursuant to the provisions of 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I certify that the
statements set forth herein arée true and correct.

Robert J. % :



. APPEAL TO THE ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT FIRST DISTRICT, FROM THE
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v. Case No 06-M1-301847 s S S
A. Shazhad, Yellow Cab, et al Hon. Lawrence Dunford < = v
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Not unabbreviated Notice of Appeal of 11/12/08 - <

Plaintiff-Appellant Robert More, in persona propria, hereby appeals to the Illinois AppeHate Courgor
the Flrst District for relief from the followmg orders entered in this matter in the Clrcult"rCourt of E0ok
County
Order of 2/7/08 denying RIM opportunity to conduct discovery prior to trial in trial court case (“TCC”)
Order of 7/16/08 denying RIM opportunity to amend complaint to-add petition for punitive damages,
opportunity to include willful and wanton instruction in jury instructions, opportunity to examine Yellow
Cab regarding adequacy of its hiring, training, supervision and disciplinary policies and practices,
opportunity to examine A. Shazhad regarding his capacity to read English and knowledge of the liability
and responsibility of a cab driver for ensuring the safety of persons who reiy upon the road system in
_Cook County IL in order to participate in the ordinary occupations of life
Order of 8/19/08, denying RIM’s Motion for a Continuance regarding matters to be reconsidered
Order of 10/20/08 bringing activity of TCC to an end ’ .
By this appeal, Plalntlff-appellant petitions the Appellate Court to remand this case to the Trial Court ;
with orders to: 1.) permit RIM to amend the complaint to add a count for punitive damages, 2.) 1nclude '
an instruction on willfulness and wantonness in the jury instructions submitted to the jury during any trial
which would ever be conducted in regurd to the TCC, 3.) permit RIM to conduct discovery regardiug the
policies and practices of Yellow Cab Co. regarding the safety of its operation and regardlng A.
Shazhad’s knowledge and understanding of the compliance-accomplishment standard according to Wthh
a cab driver in Cook County, IL is obliged to conduct his or her activity in order to avoid incurring any
tort liabiiity, and whether the conditions present on 3/18/04 for which Yellow and A. Shazhad vueré
responsible did not constitute an unreasonably dangerous condition op{hat date, 4.) require the Trial
Court to conduct an ev1dent1ary hearing concerning the issue of whether Yellow and/or A. Shazhad ought
not have been sanctioned for the several unnecessary and unjustified motions and/or orders filed and or
prosented by them, respectively, 5.) require any and all entities involved in the maintenance of order and
security in the R. Daley Center to permit RJM to use and to refrain from interfering in any way with
RIJM’s use of, an audio-recording device in any and all proceedings ever conducted in this case in the

future in any court.
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APPEAL TO THE ILLINOIS APPELLATE COURT, FIRST DISTRICT, FROM THE:™ £ 5 oo
CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY ) S

Robert More (“RIM”), Estate of RJM, Campaign to Make the World Safe for Innocence Once Again, St.

Michael the Archangel, Fund (allegedly, and hopefully, in fact, on behalf of everything
God can still justify not hating)

Plaintiff-Appellant
v, Case No 06-M1-301847
A. Shazhad, Yellow Cab, et al Hon. Lawrence Dunford

Defendants- Appellees

NOTICE OF NOTICE OF APPEAL AND DECLARATION OF SERVICE OF NOTICE OF NOTICE
OF APPEAL AND NOTICE OF APPEAL.

NOTICE IS HEREIN PROVIDED that on or before 11/ 12/08, the undersigned filed the accompanying:
Notice of Appeal

of Plaintiff-appellant Robert j. More with the Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County, IL, a copy of
which is attached hereto and hereby served upon you.
Robert J. More

6926 N
ChlcagoxEG%‘B ~.
(312) 479-6287

PROOF OF SERVICE

I, Robert J. More a non-attorney, on oath, state that I served the foregoing Notice of Appeal and this
Notice of Notice of Appeal and Declaration of Service of Notice of Appeal upon :

Jesmer and Harris Law Firm

150 Northwest Point

Elk Grove, IL

on or before 11/14/08 , via the insertion into the U.S. Mail, postage prepaid, from the Cardiss Collins
Post Office in Chicago, IL copies of all of the documents enumerate herein supra.

Under penalties provided by law pursuant to the provisions of 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I certify that the
statements set forth herein are true and correct.

Robertw
Suneneasd ’r/ﬂ ’L—/'/\_—__,.



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS %)O < 4 / 2 /[ 3
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION !

Robert J More ‘ ” W
Plaintiff
’ v. Case No 06-M1-301847 / ;
A. Shazhad et al % 22 /o
Defendants

NOTICE OF MOTION ’
On 1/23/07, at 9:00 a.m. Robert J. More will appear for an audience regarding the present filing of a copy of the
motion which this notice concerns in Courtroom 1306 of the Richard J. Daley Center at 50 W. Washington St.
Chicago, IL which motion is identified as: Plaintiff’s (“RJM”s) Motion Of 12/03/07. filed via universal filing on
12/3/07 For 1/23/08 To Be Conducted.... and you are herein provided notice of the filing and audience date of
such motion.
Robert J. More
P.O. Box 6926
Chicago, IL 60680
312 479-6287

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
Under penalty of perjury pursuant to all applicable statutes, I. Robert J. More do herein aver that I did serve a
copy of :
Plaintiff’s (“RIM”s) Motion Of 12/03/07 For 1/23/08 To Be Conducted.... and this notice and certificate of
service upon:
Jesmer and Harris for both Defendants
500 W. Madison St.
Chicago, IL 60604

[Before 12/26/07 via hand delivery or U.S. mail, postage prepaid] (sic) via facsimile transmission on 1/18/08..

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to the provisions of 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I aver to the veracity of all claims
contained herein.

Robert J. More

P.O. Box 6926

Chicago, IL 60680

312 479-6287



< IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINC™ .
COUN' DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION
Robert ] More '
* Plaintiff
V. Case No 06-M1-301847
Shazhad et al
Defendants

Plaintiff’s (“RIM”s) Motion Of 12/03/07 For 1/23/08 To Be Conducted By Telephone If Necessary, Petitioning This Court To
Vacate The Dismissal Of This Case For Want Of Prosecution (“DWP””) Which Was Entered In This Case On 11/06/07 And
To Reinstate This Case And Provide The Other Forms Of Relief Described In The Proposed Order Submitted Along With
This Motion In Order To Put The Prosecution Of This Case Back Onto Terra Firma, Or Else To Provide RIM And All Those
Entitled To Consideration Of Whatever Sort And Measure From Him (Ie “RIM Et Al”), Some Other Form(s) Of Relief, The
Provision Of Which Would Not Be Incompatible With The Requirements Of The Moral Law As Such Would Apply To
The Matters That This Case Concerns

Now comes RIM to move this Court to provide the relief described in the title to this motion and contained in the postulations
included in the Proposed Order submitted alongherewith and in support and explanation whereof, RIM avers and explains as
follows:

1. RIM could not enter the Daley Center building on 11/06/07, because on 10/25/07, RIM was informed
by an eminently credible source who would not have any motive to fabricate anything concerned in the matter in regard to
which RIM was on that date provided information by him, whose identity will remain a confidence that RJM is not at liberty
to divulge unless RIM would be permitted permission to reveal it by him, that members of the Chicago Police Department
(“CPD”) had addressed a certain establishment which RJM patronizes searching for RIM with pictures of RJM and what
was allegedly a warrant for RIM’s arrest.

2. Contrary t the patently false contents of the order entered in this case on 11/6/07, RIM never stated that
the “police are after him.”

3. For the record the hopelessly corrupt CPD continually ends up being used by those who manipulate it to
crucify or try at least to put out of commission their competitors via the use thereof.

4, RIM has been falsely arrested by the CPD two times in the past 9 years and falsely imprisoned on
another occasion, and in each case there has neither been any malum in se in RYM’s conduct nor social harm caused thereby.

5. In each such case, the CPD neglected to satisfy the requirements described in Illinois v Gates (_U.S. )

for arresting a person accused of a crime (or whose seizure in a given instance would otherwise be sought), which have been
defined to constitute the “totality of circumstances” standard regarding the determination of probable cause regarding
whether an alleged crime would have in fact been committed by a person accused of the commission of such in a given case.

6. RJIM is in the process of suing and incepting criminal prosecutions in regard to the two most recent
incidents of the use of the CPD as an instrument of predation by specimens conducting activity in various quarters and
positions in the Jewish Supremacist Controlled Abominations that are the government entities conducting activity in this
Country at this time, which were responsible for the illegal seizures involved in those cases.

7. RIM could not see how RIM could possibly have justifiably proceeded through a magnometer on
11/06/07, given the fact that RIM had been informed that a warrant had been issued for RIM’s arrest, as RIM is convinced
that he has not incurred any criminal liability in any matter which might have resulted in the procurement/issuance of any
warrant.

8. RIM has continued to endeavor to get an adversarial proceeding conducted in which RIM can get
whatever warrant is out on RJM quashed before RIM would end up in any “black hole” without access to legal sources nor the
means to conduct any factual investigation before being subjected to the type of sham trial for which the Circuit Court of
Cook County has so distinguished itself.

9. RIM will not provide further explanation in regard to these matters unless a request would be made to

. RIM that RIM do so.

10. RIM herein seeks a sanction against Shazhad et al for their seeking a dismissal on 11/06/07 of this
case, notwithstanding that it (they) received notice on 11/5/07, of RIM’s predicament when they had not even bothered to
appear at the previous audience conducted in this case.

11. RIM herein seeks a default against both Defendants for such conduct or at least a $100.00 sanction, if
this Court would vacate the DWP by mail, without any appearance being necessary or $150.00 if RIM would have to appear
to get the DWP vacated. \

Wherefore, RIM herein moves this Court to provide the forms of relief identified in the title to this motion.
Respectfully submitted,
Robert J. More

« £000586
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INTHE CIR - - T COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION
Robert J More
Plaintiff
V. Case No 06-M1-301847
Shazhad et al
Defendants

PROPOSED ORDER FOR MOTION OF 12/03/07 SET FOR HEARING ON 1/23/08

This cause having come before this Court on Plaintiff’s Motion of 12/03/07, Petitioning this
Court to Vacate the Dismissal of this Case Entered on 11/06/07 in the Case...
Plaintiff (“RIM”) only appearing, and the Court only having been advised in the premises to the
extent RYM could advise it, RIM having been unarmed while in the Courthouse in which this
matter was adjudicated and there having been innumerable armed individuals whom could have
been summonsed to use force on the unarmed RIM were RIM to conducted his activity according
to a standard and method which might have resulted in such type development occurring (as for
example happened in the courtroom murder of Mr. J. Richmond in 1997 (Richmond v Sheahan
270 F.3d 430)), which to this date remains unprosecuted and RJM informing all entities and
parties concerned that it is RIM’s position that the non-inclusion of a petition for relief, response
to any occurrence or development, and/or endeavor ordered to the prevention or mitigation of
damages which might have been incurred by RJIM from the unjustified injury causing duty
breach(es) (“”’duty breach™) of any entity or party could not possibly constitute a waiver,
relinquishment or other type forfeiture (“waiver”)of any claim to consideration, in regard to
which no such conjectural claim of waiver would have been posited had RIM endeavored to
accomplish more in whatever audience would have been the audience out of which this order
would have emanated, without RIM’s being provided some opportunity after whatever audience
would have been conducted out of which this order would have emanated to eliminate and/or
ameliorate the effects of whatever suchlike type duty breach might have been perpetrated or
otherwise occurred, IT IS HEREIN ORDERED:

1. The dismissal of this case for want of prosecution (“DWP”) entered in this case on

11/06/07 is herein vacated and this case is reinstated
2. For the following reason(s) th DWP entered in this case on 11/06/07 will not now be
reinstated without further proceedings being conducted in the matter

3. A schedule for the briefing and/or adjudication of whatever other proceedings this Court
would claim would have to be conducted in order for RIM to get the DWP vacated in this
case and the case reinstated is established as follows:

4. In the scenario in which the DWP would not now be vacated and the case reinstated, this
Court confirms that it has been informed that an assessment will be issued against it for
any expenses including consumption of time to which RIM would have been
unjustifiably subjected in order to get this case reinstated, if this Court cannot and would
not succeed in demonstrating that the non-vacation of the DWP and reinstatement of this
case would have been justified

5. This Court also confirms that it has been informed that RJM is not a Non-Magna Charta
Clause 61 litigant and that RIM correlatively does not recognize that there is any
legitimacy in either the judicial immunity argument nor in any argument in which
injustice rectification would be restricted solely to measures not involving whatever
measure of physical force might need to be utilized in a given case in order to ensure
that no injustice would remain not adequately rectified on the record of accountability of
RIM, if a given injustice could not be adequately rectified in a given court proceeding
and/or series of proceedings and that an assessment of expenses

. booesy
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10.

Robert J. More
P.O. Box 6926

unjustifiably incurred by RIM due to duty breaches caused by Judges S. Harris and L
Dunsford in the adjudication by each of this case, respective! is in the process of being

completed an- .<rved upon such Judges as of the date of the signing of this order if it
such objective has not already been accomplished
Judges Harris and Dunford are herein substituted as of right and for cause, respectlvely
depending upon which one would be SOJ’ed as of right, removing both from any further
adjudication of this case
In the alternative, the entirety of the contents of the criminal statutes of the State of IL,
and of whatever criminal ordinances and/or statutes of Cook County, IL and/or Chicago
IL might ever have been applied to any activity of RIM which might ever be conducted
for purposes of resolving the dispute this case concerns and rectifying whatever injustice
might still remain unrectified as of 1/23/07 in the matters this case concerns, absent the
issuance of this order, are herein declared to be unconstitutional as such might ever have
been or otherwise, in the future be, applied in the absence of the issuance of this order to
any of the type(s) of activity which might ever be conducted by RIM as described herein
supra
Confirmation is herein prov1ded that this Court has been informed by RJM that Mr. A.
Shazhad, Yellow Cab, the Attorney who sought the DWP on 11/06/07, Judge Harris and
if the Clerk in room 1306 was in anyway responsible for the DWP’s having been entered
(ie misrepresentation of averments provided to her, etc), the Clerk in room 1306 are all
jointly and severally herein invited to make a contribution to Most Holy Family
Monastery in Fillmore NY or to the Institute of St. Michael the Archangel Fund of
$150.00 for the time and costs RIM has incurred in having to compose, print, file and
appear in regard to this motion

Confirmation is herein provided that this Court has been informed by RJM that if this
Court would vacate the DWP by mail, the proposal referenced supra would be reduced to
$100.00 unless God’s grace would move those addressed to make a more generous
contribution to the causes which such entities continue to fight

Any and all other matters not presented to this Court prior to the date of 1/23/07 are
herein entered and continued .

Judge Date

Chicago, IL 60680

312 479-6287
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Robert J More (“RIM”) - Hoy-.zlly not deserving of the title Betrayer of the Baptized, as so countless many have
proven, indisputably, themselves to be, but rather, in the end, ultimately found to be not be entirely undeserving of the
title Benefactor Of The Baptized and Escort of Sanctifying Grace - but so soberly realizing that it is matters such as the
outcome of this case that will serve as the material upon which such matter of incalculable moment will ultimately be
determined (cf. Phil 2;12)
v. " Case No. 06 C 6797
. City of Chicago et al, '
Defendant(s),
INITIAL COMPONENT OF PROPOSED ORDER OF 11/15/07, FOR PURPOSES OF ELIMINATING THE
IMPEDIMENT TO WHICH RJM HAS BEEN SO UNJUSTIFIABLY SUBJECTED SINCE 10/25/07, SO THAT RIM
WILL NO LONGER BE LEFT IN A POSITION OF BEING INCAPABLE OF CONTINUING TO PROSECUTE THE
CASE THIS ORDER CONCERNS (“THIS CASE”)
This Court having recéived a copy of Plaintiff’s Motion of 11/13/07 for 11/15/07 and RIM having been permltted to
participate in a hearing conducted in this case via telephone, IT IS HEREIN ORDERED:
1. No member of any policing entity, whether federal, state, or of any political subdivision of the State of
Illinois shall be permitted to enforce any legal process issued before the time of 9:00 a.m. on 11/15/07, which names
Robert J. More (“RIM”) as a respondent, defendant, accused, suspect or person to otherwise be subjected to be.
apprehended and/or detained without either a.) having succeeded in informing RJM that some form or other of legal
process would have been issued which might authorize the subjection of RIM to apprehension, arrest and/or detainment
(apprehension et al) by a member and/or any member of any of the types of policing entities described herein supra, and
having a form of legal proof of such notification equally probative of the accomplishment of such notification to RIM
in the possession of whatever member of whatever entity might in a given case claim that such notification would have
been accomplished — to be manifested upon any demand made for the manifestation thereof, and having provided RJM the
opportunity to respond thereto without RIM’s having to be subjected to any type of apprehension et al in order that RIM
might possess a record of an adjudicated disposition of a given claim of probable cause or the equivalent thereof as the
basis for a given apprehension et al , prior to any apprehension et al or b.) having had accomplished the conducting of a
probable cause hearing or the equivalent thereof for any type of legal process issued within the time window described
herein supra, which might result in the possible apprehension et al of RIM, before either Chief Justice of the Supreme
Court of the State of Illinois, Robert Thomas, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States (“SCUS”) , John
Roberts, Justice of the SCUS, Samuel Alito, United States Court of Appeals (“USCA”) For the Seventh Circuit Judge
Daniel Manion, USCA for the Eleventh Circuit Judge Charles Wilson, or USCA For the Fifth Circuit Judge Edith Jones
/
2. No member of any policing ent1ty, whether federal, state, or of any political subd1v1s1on of the State of [
Ilinois shall be permitted to enforce any legal process issued after the time of 9:00 a.m. on 11/15/07, which names
Robert J. More (“RJM”) as a respondent, defendant, accused, suspect or person to otherwise be subjected to be
apprehended and/or detained without either a.) having succeeded in informing RJM that soime form or other of legal
process would have been issued which might authorize the subjection of RJM to apprehension, arrest and/or detainment
(apprehension et al) by a member and/or any member of any of the types of policing entities described herein supra, and
having a form of legal proof of such notification equally probative of the accomplishment of such notification to RIM -
in the possession of whatever member of whatever entity might in a given case claim that such notification would have
been accomplished — to be manifested upon any demand made for the manifestation thereof, and having provided RIM the ;.
opportunity to respond thereto without RIM’s having to-be subjected to any type of apprehension et al in order that RIM
might possess a record of an adjudicated disposition of a given claim of probable cause or the equivalent thereof as.the /
basis for a given apprehension et al , prior to any apprehension et al or b.) having had accomplished the conducting of a
probable cause hearing or the equivalent thereof for any type of legal process issued within the time window descrlbed/
herein supra, which might result in the possible apprehension et al of RIM, before either Chief Justice of the Supreme*
Court of the State of Illinois, Robert Thomas, Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of the United States (“SCUS”) , John
Roberts, Justice of the SCUS, Samuel Alito, United States Court of Appeals (“USCA™) For the Seventh Circuit Judge

Daniel Mam'on USCA for the Eleventh Circuit Judge Charles Wilsén or USCA For the Fifth Circuit Judge Edith Jiones
|

3. : Th1s order shall remain in place unt11 a further order of this Court modifying or rescinding this order
would have been issued but will expire 365 days from today, subject to RIM’s petitioning this Court for the renewal
thereof

4, ' Any violation of the express terms of this order would subject any and all violator(s) thereof to the
punishment of criminal contempt of court, based upon the power of this Court to punish malefactors for conduct and
activity contemptuous of the powers of this Court and to prosecution under van@u@ @ 050
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prov1s1ons of the United State’s Code including but not hrmted to those contamed in 18 USC 242
5. The Clty of Chn and/ or the Pohce Department of the C1ty or Chicago is herein ordered to
immediately confirm for RIM whether or not theré has been any legal process of any kind which might have subjected
RIM to apprehension et al in the absence of the issuance of this order or which has otherwise been in existence at any
juncture within the past five weeks (ie from 10/10/07 until 11/15/07)
6. This Court herein now issues, wrthout RJM’s having to propose any briefing schedule in this regard: a
_ default judgment upon liability against the City of Chicago on all counts which it has sought to have dismissed against
RIM in the case this order concerns (“this case”) a.) for the cumulative malice demonstrated in its defense of this case to
this juncture ' ,or:b.) for the malice demonstrated by it in endeavoring to procure an order '
dismissing this case while it was aware that RIM has been all but entirely preoccupied with ascertaining whether there
was or has been any legal process outstanding against RIM which would render it unjustified for RIM to risk entering
any government building since the moment on 10/25/07 at which RIM became apprised that members of the City of
Chicago Police Department had solicited information from various members of the public concerning RIM — that is in its
filing what has been presented as a reply to its motion to reconsider, after it was aware that RJM had informed this Court
and the City that it was and has been RIM’s position that the order entered in this case establishing a briefing schedule for
the City’s MTR was and has been and remains void ab initio imputable to its not having been entered according to a
standard of legal adjudication not incompatible with the protections guaranteed by the Right to Petition and Due Process
Clauses among other provisions of the Constitution of the U.S. or: a briefing schedule in this regard is herein established
as follows: .
7. ‘ This Court conﬁrms that it has been informed that it is RIM’s mtentlon to file another amended complaint
within ten days of 11/15/07 in response to the conduct of the City of Chicago and members of its Law and Police
Departments regarding the matters this case concerns
8. This Court confirms that it has been informed that it is RIM’s 1ntent10n to procure rulings in regard to,
and resolutions of, each and all of the innumerable petitions for relief which have been contained in the several motions
which RIM has filed with this Court over the past six months before responding to any dispositive motion in this case, as
RIM cannot understand how RIM’s doing otherwise could possibly be justified
9. This Court will conditionally provide RIM the relief described in postulations #1-5 supra for a penod of
three weeks, or until RTM can present arguments and an explanation convincing this Court of the need and correlative
justification for the provisions of such forms of relief, based upon the past records of conduct of RJM, innumerable
governmental and lawfirm entities and policing entities, whichever — the passage of the 21 days or the presentation of
arguments as described supra, would occur first, with provision for the maintenance in place of the contents of this order
issued herein in regard to such postulations until th1s Court would issue a ruling regarding whatever RYM might submit to
_ it, regarding such items in this order
10. In the scenario in which any of the relief sought in RJM s accompanying motion and described hérein
supra would not be provided, the following schedule is established for RIM to ‘present to this'Court whatever material
RIM would understand that RIM would be obliged to present to it in such scenario, in order to ensure that none of issues
concerned would be waived, relinquished or otherwise forfeited imputable to RIM’s not having accomplished any more in
terms of the presentation and preservation of issues.than whatever RIM would have accomplished in the scenario in
~ which any count would be dismissed from this case
11. This Court has been informed that RIM has informed it that RIM is comrmtted to present RIM’s
proposed terms and conditions for the adjudication of this case to it within 14 days of 11/15/07
and that until a definition of “good faith” as the term is used in the rules of procedure and case law is provided, that RIM
really cannot proceed further than getting an adequate definition thereof established
12. This Court further realizing how dangerous it indisputably is for someone conducting his activity accordrng to the
points of reference and priorities according to which the activity of RJM in regard to which this Court is cognizant has
been conducted to be deprived of the means of protection guaranteed all of society’s burden bearers by the Second
Amendment to the Constitution of the U.S., to be unarmed in a society such as the one in which this order is being read; it
is herein declared that any and all laws which might ever be - absent the issuance of this promulgation, applied to
criminalize RIM’s keeping and bearing of arms as his lights of conscience would indicate would be necessary and
correlatively, appropriate in the various arrangements of circumstance§ which RIM might ever encounter unconstitutional
as applied to the activity of RJM ___- and that further the entirety of the federal and state criminal codes are to be
considered likewise regarding the acti: activity of RJM until further notice would be provided in this regard from this Court

Robert J. More, P.O. Box 6926
Chicago, IL 60680
312 479-6287, th1rstfor]ust1ce@yahoo com

- C00060



Application and Affidavit to Sue or Defend as an Indigent Person : . (8/05/04) CCG 0689 A

. ' IN THE ClRCUlT COURT OF COOK COUNTY ILLINOIS

Plaintiff/Petitioner %w / M No. 66 =l '3 6i ﬁL{ 7

V

W Calendar
Defendant/Respondent

APPLICATION AND AFFIDAVIT TO SUE OR DEFEND AS AN INDIGENT PERSON

I, W W -~ , the ﬁqlainﬁff/Petitioner O Defendant/Respondent herein, age b

T ( s N . '
n my own behalf, OR as dParent, Q Guardian, O Other ) on behalf of : 5
a(n) O Minor QR 0O Incompetent Adult, state and believe in good faith that O 1, or O the person on whose behalf this petition is brought, have
a mentonoueﬁ;lmm/ Q defense.
Q' T have knowledge of the facts stated herein.
l. Tam employed as a(n) ‘ ‘/,/ - Yearly gross salary $

7 /4B /7 . . (l)ef_ re, faxes)
‘Name of employer: /V, 4 Telephone of employer: L /V ’/ﬁ'
7 . -

Address of employer: :

Tam unemployed as of / ‘; / Zﬁ@ L0 . I o _ o
Last'employer: ) / Yo ,J'D—v_fﬂ A‘M M Telephone: _ ) _
_Address: éo / L /4/74 j‘ / ./%LO’LLJ"MW Z(
" Ibegan receiving Unemployment Compensation on 3 = = _@n the amount of § Mf‘;\’-’ (per month).
. My spouse is employed as a(n) _ %M *+ Yearly gross salary $

Name of employer: v Telephone of employer:
Address of employer:

(before taxes)

My spouse is unemployed as of / /l .

Last employer: ‘ _ , - Telephone:
Address: ‘

.- My spouse began receiving Unemployment Compensation on ' /- YA in the amount of § . =~ ____ " (per month).

. My other sources of income are: 0 SSI. O Public Aid Q Child Support O Food Stamps ﬁamlly Assistance 0 Foster Care- [ Aid to the Aged, Blind )
and ‘Disabled [ Temporary Assistance for Needy Families 0. General Assistance State Transitional Assistance [ State Chaldren and Family

Ass:stance a Other: ’ N . B 4/00 - {\90 > /)/\...n (per month)
/

y avanlable income is 125% or less of the current poverty level establlshed by the United States Department of Health and Human Semces

The nature and value of property fown mcludes. Q Real Estat%)eserlbe property, specify address, present value and mortgage and liens outstandlng)

2 v »/—}/XJ‘M 21 /{/z.ém é/MW;/MM-[!
O Cash, bank accounts, etc. $ A AP A dClothmg andfowaty- $ 90«/%% . / Q Furniture, appliances, household goods $ W""

Q Automobile - Moilel _ PR Year =~ . Value $
. The names and ages of persons dependent on the applicant for s ort ares .
- / 2 N 4./
T'am paying child support in the amount.of $ //l/\’)\/L __per_ : '
I am paying spousal support m'the amount of $ . - per

My menthly livirig expenses (not including payment of debts and child support) are §
l. O Iam eligible to receive civil legal services as defined in 735 ILCS 5/5-105.5.

.0 Iam unable to pay the costs of this case, and to do so would cause a substantial hardship to me and my family.

ume: - A . , //)/)/L—d‘l/g

rnlansinessName:l : / L
idress: ’/ U \/{445\// (ﬂ qu p
ty/State/Zip: . </ M”O L(_ ( J*‘é__%

ephone: [ ‘ ' ‘ -
R e Ll

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OFTHE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUI'QTY, ILLINOIS. -

Under penalhes as prov:ded by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procegure, the
undersigned certifies that the statemeats set forth in this instrument are true and correct, except
as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such matters the under-
signed certifies as. aforesaid that s/he  verily believes the same to be true .

(OVER)

s
' o

TITCT R

- e
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Petitioner’s Copy of Application and Affidavit to Sue or Defend as an Indigent Person : (8/05/04) CCG 0689 A

735 ILXCS 5/5-105.5

INFORMATION SHEET FOR . ~
LEAVE TO SUE OR DEFEND AS AN INDIGENT PERSON

(a) As used in this section:

(1) “Fees, costs, and charges” means payments imposed on a party in connection with the prosecution or defense of a civil action, -

including, but not limited to: filing fees; appearances fees; fees for service of process and other papers served either within or outside this
State, including service:by publication pursuant to Section 2-206 of this Code and publication of necessary legal notices; motion fees;
jury demand. fees; charges for participation in, or attendance at, any mandatory process or procedure including, but not limited to,
conciliation, mediation, arbitration, counseling, evaluation, “Children First”, “Focus on Children” or similar programs; fees for
~ supplementary proceedings; charges for translation services; guardian ad litem fees; charges for certified copies of court documents;

and all other processes and procedures deemed by the court to be necessary to commence, prosecute, defend, or enforce relief in a civil’

action.

2) “Indigent person” means any person who meets one or more of the following criteria: )
(i) He or she is receiving assistance under one or more of the following public benefits programs: Supplemental Security
Income (SSI), Aid to the Aged, Blind and Disabled (AABD), Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF), Food Stamps, General
' Assistance, State Transitional Assistance, or State Children and Family Assistance. :

(i) His or her available income is 125% or less of the current poverty level as established by the United States Department
of Health and Human Services, unless the applicant’s assets that are not exempt under Part 9 or 10 of Article XII of this Code are of
nature and value that the court determines that the applicant is able to pay the fees, costs and charges. 4 -

(iii) He or she is, in the discretion of the court, unable to proceed in an action without payment of fees, costs, and charges and

whose payment of those fees, costs, and charges would result in substantial hardship to the person or his or her family. :

(iv) Heer sheis an indigent person pursuant to Section 5-105.5 of this Code. [This states that “indigent person” means a person’ '
whose income is 125% or less of the current official federal poverty guidelines or who is otherwise eligible to receive civil legal services -

under the Legal Services Corporation Act of 1974. (42 U.S.C.A. Sec. 2996 et. seq.)]

(b) On the application of any person, before or after the commencement of an actiom, a court, on finding that the applicant is an indigent
- person, shall grant the applicant leave to sue or defend the action without payment of the fees, costs and charges of the action. .

(c) An applicatibn for leave to sue or defend an action as an indigent person shall be in writing and supported by the affidavit of the

applicant or, if the applicant is a minor or-an incompetent adult, by the affidavit of another person having knowledge of the facts. The

contents of the affidavit shall be established by Supreme Court Rule. .

(d) The court shall rule on applications under this Section in a timely manner based on information contained in the application unless
the court, in its discretion, requires the applicant to personally appear to explain or clarify information contained in the application. If
the court finds that the applicant is an indigent person, the court shall enter an order permitting the applicant to sué or defend without
payment of fees, costs or charges. If the application is denied, the court shall enter an order to that effect stating the specific reasons for
the denial. The clerk of the court shall promptly mail or deliver a copy of the order to the applicant.

(e) The clerk of the ¢ourt shall not refuse to accept and file any complaint, appearance, or other paper presented by the applicant if
accompanied by an application to sue or defend in ferma pauperis, and those papers shall be considered filed on the date the application
is presented. If the application is denied, the order shall state a date cerfain by which the necessary fees, costs, and charges must be paid.
The court, for good cause shown, may allow an applicant whose application is denied to defer payment of fees, costs, and charges, make
installment payments, or make payment upon reasonable terms and conditions stated in the order. The court may dismiss the claims or

defenses of any party failing to pay the fees, costs, or charges within the time and in the manner ordered by the court. A determination -

- concerning an application to sue or defend in forma pauperis shall not be construed as a ruling on the merits.

(D) The court may order an indigent person to pay all or a portion of the fees, costs, or charges waived pursuant to this Section out of

monies recovered by the indigent person pursuant to a judgment or-settlement resulting from the civil action. However, nothing in this

Section shall be construed to limit the authority of a.court to order another party to the action to pay the fees, costs, or charges of the

action. ' ‘ '
i

(8) A court, in its discretion, may appoint counsel to represent an indigent person, and that counsel shall perform his or her duties

without fees, charges, or reward. B ' '

(h) Nothing in this Section shall be construed to affect the right of a party to sue or defend an action in forma paupéris witﬁout the

payment of fees, costs, or charges, or the right of a party to court appointed counsel, as authorized by any other provision of law or by-thé

rules of the Illinois Supreme Court.

(i) The provisions of this Section are severable under Section 1.31 the Statute on Statutes. See (5 ILCS 70/1.31)

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




"ORDER : : ~ CCG N002-300M-2/28/05(43480658)

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY_, ILLINOIS
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ORDER

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS'
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

Robert J More Line #
Plaintiff '
V. Case No 06-M1-301847
A. Shazhad et al
Defendants
Plaintiff’s (“RJM™’s) Motion Of 8/13/08 For Continuance Of 14 Days (Until Any Of 3 Or 4 Court Dates In
Which Mr. Traunfeld Or Any Other Yellow Attorney (“Yellow”) Can Without Beyond De Minimis
Inconvenience Or Expense Return To This Court) Regarding Terms And Conditions Of RIM’s Signing A
Satisfaction And Release And/Or Declining To Sign Such Type Document In Regard To This Case

The following issues are issues which time and the press of various duties, permitting, RJM intends to get addressed on
appeal if the defendants would not be willing to settle this case for more than the amount RJM sought in the ad
damnum pled in this case, prior to the filing of a motion pursuant to the provisions of C.C.P. 2-604.1
1. Claim to use an audio-recording device in the Courtroom and in the Daley Center at any time in any circumstances,
unless a stipulation to the contrary would supercede such prerogative in a given instance.
2. Claim to use a computer in the courtroom which does not create any noise nor otherwise disrupt any proceeding in
any manner.
3. Claim to enter into the record RIM’s response to various claims made by the Court which became matters of public
record such as for instance: Court — Mr. More — you treat this as a game.
RIM- No, Judge, I consider it a battle in a larger crusade, a crusade between good and evil, conducted in the theatre of
earthly existence, by the participants therein who have to deal with problems with which angelic entities need not be
concerned — namely an arrangement in which such participants have to deal with the problems of poverty, violence,
and disease, the uncertainty of future events, and ultimately for those who last long enough, the infirmity of old age and
death, a crusade in which RJM is obliged by virtue of his baptism to conduct activity according to the mandate imposed
first upon St. Peter (Jn. 20:_) and beyond that upon the rest of the first Apostles (Mt. 28:20), and necessarily by
implication and explicit promulgation upon their, successors, the particulars of which have been explicated to a
substantial measure by several of St. Peter’s successors to the Apostolic See, notably for purpose of this document with
particular clarity in the encyclicals: Immortale Dei of Pope Leo XIII, Il Fermo Proposito Of Pius X and Quas Primas of
Pius X!..
4. The Court — refers to RIM as a Don Quixote —
RJM would hope that his conduct would be less distanced from that of St. George the Dragonslayer than that of the
Man from La Mancha, but realizes that like every human being, RIM is subject to deception(s) of the enemy of the
human race in this regard.
5. Claim to conduct discovery of Yellow’s recruiting, pre-employment investigation, hiring, instruction and training,
supervision, retention, and termination policies.
6. Claim to amend the complaint to add count for punitive damages 735 ILCS 5/2-604.1 — which was denied as being
untimely, even though this was a small claims case and trial had not been commenced and that in IL Court cases, the
complaint can be amended to conform to the proof adduced at trial even after a verdict would be entered in a given case.
6.a Claim to present issue of accidents and traffic violation convictions to jury not relative to Mr. Shazhad but relevant
to standard of care according to which Yellow Cab recruits, investigates, hires, trains, supervises, retains and/or
terminates its drivers in its conducting of its activity according to a standard whereby it does or does not ensure that its
moral liability is not left uncovered in regard to the public health and safety concern regarding traffic and road safety.
7. Claim to bar the issue of whether willful and wanton instruction ought be presented to the jury independent of the
provisions of 604.1 and whether or not compliance would have been accomplished therewith on the basis that the claim
is a small claim and that the Court ought to have proceeded according to a somewhat relaxed pleading standard
provided any damage award would not exceed the small claims limit and no party would be prejudiced in light of fact
that the Defendants opposed discovery being conducted in this case, when the issue was raised in March of 2008.
8. Claim regarding the issue of whether the jury ought to have been provided the opportunity to ascertain whether Mr.
Shazhad could even read English and understand the standard of care according to which a taxi-cab driver is required to
conduct his activity.
9. Claim regarding whether this Court was not obliged to provide a particularization of the factual predicates
according to which this Court denied RIM’s motion for sanctions in regard to the three items RJM presented in regard



thereto in the Motion RIM filed in this Case on 6/10/08.

10. Claim whether RIM ought to have been prevented from presenting or permitted to present to the jury the contents
of RIM’s motion regarding sanctions.

11. Claim whether this Court ought not have signed RIM’s “Proposed Addendum of RIM to Order of 7/16/08”.

12. Claim that this Court ought not sign a statement that it would be the position of this Court that RIM could accept the
settlement offer proposed as of 7/30/08 in this case upon the presumption that should it become obvious at some future
juncture that RIM had incurred some injury which has not surfaced as of 7/30/08, and RJM would still not possess
insurance that would cover whatever treatment might be necessary to incur any as of present — not detected, latent
injury, that RIM would seek treatment from the Cook County Hospital at the expense of taxpayers and/or the remission
of funds at some future juncture by RIM, once the County would eliminate abortions at the hospital and otherwise
bring its activity, in terms of practices emanating from promulgated policies entirely within the requirements of the
moral law and that this Court can see nothing in such arrangement incompatible with the claim that RJM has not in any
way left his moral liability regarding the consideration owed the government under the principles of legal justice such
that RIM could in no way be classified as a liability to the County, but would have to be in regard to the matters herein
concerned, a burden-bearer who has not in regard to the matters concerned, shirked nor otherwise disregarded the duty
imposed by the requirements of the moral law to contribute to the bearing of civic burdens.

13. Issue of CCSD Sgt. Rodriguez — came up to Courtroom 1306 to command RIM to remove electrical cord of
computer from electrical outlet

RIM — What adequately promulgated statute, ordinance, rule, regulation and/or protocol prohibits the use of a computer
in a Cook County Courtroom? If the use of county electricity by county taxpayers in courtrooms is prohibited, why are
rich and compromised and many would claim, profiteering, predators such as Philip Corboy, Clifford, representatives
of Sidley Austin, Mayer, Brown..... permitted to use county electricity for all of their video demonstrations and such
like in their trials?

Now comes RIM to respectfully move this Honorable Court to grant the relief described in the title to this motion and to
sign a copy of a document voicing its support for an order to be issued dispensing RIM from the code of criminal law
presently operative in the State of IL or simply issuing an order which would accomplish such objective.

Respectfully submitted,

Robert J. More

Robert J. More
P.O. Box 6926
Chicago, IL 60680
312 479-6287
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF 'COOK COUNTY
CIVIL DIVISION, FIRST MUNICIPAL DISTRICT

. Plaintiff(s)

)
S ).
- Defendants(s) ) No.
)
)
ORDER |
Thxs causé commg forth for a July tnal the jury havmg rendered a verdlct in
_ favor of the defendant(s) . V. plamtlﬂ’(s) : ’
o "IT IS HEREBY. ORDERED THAT judgment is enteted on the verdict in -‘
'. favor of defendant(s) - . against plaintiff{s)

plus costs. Wxthdmw 9x_h_ibits. _

ENTER: : -

JUDGE LAURENCE J.DUNFORD

' Attomey Number s
. ‘Afttorney Name:
Attorney For:
- Address:

. City:

3 - 'Telephone No.:



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION
Robert'J More , Line #
Plaintiff '
V.- : Case No 06-M1-301847 .
A. Shazhad et al
Defendants
Plaintiff’s Motion and Proposed Order of 8/19/08
Now comes the Plaintiff (“RIM”) to respectfully move this Hon. Court to provide signatures in the spaces
adjacent to the entries included herein infra or explanations justifying not doing so in any case in which this
Court would not provide a signature adjacent to a given entry, in order to ensure that the Court’s moral
liability regarding its activity therein would not remain not adequately covered and that if it would, that such
lamentable conjectural condition could in no way be imputed to any culpable negligence attributable to RIM
and in explanation and support whereof, RJM avers and explains as follows:
1. At this juncture, howsoever the issues RIM presented in his most recent submission to this Hon. Court
would end up being adjudicated, RIM considers it necessary to move this Hon. Court to either sign a copy of
the postulation included herein infra or to have it recommend that such postulation or something similar be
signed by a judge conducting activity ina court possessing authority over this Court, which postulation in its
present form is constituted as follows:

Declaration of Unconstitutionality of... Criminal Code(s) Regarding Activity of ...Robert J. More
1. (It is herein proposed that any clause contained herein which would cause any Court to refuse to sign this document be
stricken over the explicitly confirmed and acknowledged objection of the proponent thereof, so that no clause, the inclusion
of which would render it impossible for such proponent to presently procure a signature upon this document, would be left
herein such that the signature herein sought would remain unprocured, without in the endeavor to procure a signature on a
document which might facilitate the procurement of some form of relief and/or the elimination! 0f some burden - there being
present the making of any unjustified concessions to the activity of the devil, and such that it could never be claimed that
the proposition was unjustifiably conciliatory and/or characterized by concessions which the proponent thereof would possess
no authority to make, acknowledging that in exigent circumstances wherein a signature upon some modified version of any
original proposal could facilitate the procurement of a benefit or the elimination of an evil, the effect of which would evidently
be more beneficial to the interests of the Catholic Church than would be whatever condition would be left in place as a
consequence of whatever injury or loss might accrue to such Church from the non-inclusion of any clause in whatever
declaration would have been issued which would not include the entirety of whatever would have been included in the
proposal originally offered, it is the proponent of this postulation’s understanding that the procurement of a document 4o in
some measure modified would not be unjustified, but that great solicitude must necessarily be exercised in this regard, lest
non-negotiables end up being unjustifiably conceded and/or otherwise compromised.
(SEVERABILITY CLAUSE SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AND STILL UNDER CONSTRUCTION))
By the authority vested in this Court pursuant to the provisions of the Constitution of the united States of America {or by any
other authority and/or any authority howsoever described (include any other formulation here: )} as
the derivation of such authority has been transmitted down through the centuries of the history of Westem Civilization,
through the succession of generations reaching back to the signing of the Magna Charta on June 15, 1215 A.D., and in
consideration of the consideration and protections to which the people of the united States of America (“u.S.A”, “u.S. of
A.”))(or any other formulation describing the citizens of the 50 states that presently constitute the Union and/or Republic of
‘the u.S. of A. howsoever described and/or appelled) are entitled, correlative to the moral liability to which such persons are
subject under the immutable requirements of the natural law as such as been inscribed upon the heart of every man (Romans
1:15 et al) and that any arrangement at any juncture in place imputable to whatever combination of contributing causes which
would effectively constitute a deprivation of the measures of consideration guaranteed to all citizens of such Union and/or
Republic by amongst other provisions of such Constitution, those of the Prohibition on the Establishment of a Religion,
Prohibition on the Right to the Free Exercise of Religion, Right to Petition, Due Process, Supremacy and/or Guaranty Clauses
of such Constitution and/or the prohibition on slavery explicitly promulgated in the Thirteenth Amendment to such
Constitution, this Court herein declares that all state, county and municipal laws are unconstitutional as such might be applied
and/or as any member of any government entity might ever endeavor to apply such in the absence of the issuance of this order
to any measure which Robert J. More might implement and/or to any endeavor in which RYM might ever participate which
would have been implemented and/or undertaken, whether in a given case, the intents and purposes of a given agenda and/or
project concerning such matters, would have been published, promulgated and/or declared explicitly or not, for purposes of




the rectlﬁcatron via v1g11ante and/or nuhtary measures of tgmjustlcqiwhlch itis RJM ] mformed understandlng presently

prevail$ in g matterg&hlch i ncerhs in the Circuit Court of Cook County, IL coneesss $; {at his
| - Zpwisiawivey mhoany eqse Capaciry ¥ Contmuc o prsecue (his cone
Slgnature ' Date C would be i e ey in~peived ..

OR: | o ‘

This Court, ever mlndful that the authorlty whrch it exercises in this case, has ultimately emanated from the consequences of
a commitment to use force by the English Peasants at Runneyemede in 1215, were King John III not to grant them the
concessions which they then and there demanded as being the minimal consideration which they could accept, without in
accepting anything,less;i ,mcurnng a most egregiously sinful complicity in deprivations and predations, the likes of which no
human being, created in God’s image and likeness, who would hope to retain a claim to procure the reward promised to those
who refuse to make any unjustified concessions to evil & to avoid the punishment guaranteed to those who do not require
themselves to refuse to make any such type of unjustified concessions, and who otherwise satisfy the requirements of the
moral law in the conduct of their mortal lives at least to the extent necessary to ensure that their moral liability would not have
been left not adequately covered in any substantial area in regard to which their activity in the earthly theatre would ultimately
be assessed (Matt. 25:26 et al), could justifiably accept from any sovereign, and the actual use of force by those British
American Colonists who in 1775, refused to make the same type of unjustified concessions to the predations and deprivations
which the then reigning British Sovereign was at that time perpetrating upon them; acknowledges that no morally legitimate
formula concerning the relations of people and their government(s) could ever be proposed which would not include
provision for vigilantism and/or domestic insurrection in situations in which means less likely to result in the types of serious
consequences which has always caused the Catholic Church to insist that remedies for the rectification of injustices and the
resolution of disputes alternative to those involving the use of force, always be exhausted prior to anyone’s resorting to force
for the accomplishment of such objectives, howsoever legitimate and necessary the use of force for such purposes might bein
a given instance, be, but for the following re ns, asserts that the conditions which would have to be present in order for

- force to be justifiably utilized in these matterg\ Gt f)ré’s(ent at this time either because conditions independent of RIM’s
control render the use of force unnecessary and hence unjustified which are identified as follows

(use

addltlonal paper as needed) or because RJM has not proven to this Court’s satisfaction that he possesses the requisite

combination of adequately adjusted priorities and moral fiber for this Court to now provide him the type of “Declaration of

Unconstitutionality as Applied...RIM....” which this Court would understand and consider that RIM would have had to have

demonstrated in order for it to provide RIM such type order , and that further,

correlative to this'assertion that RIM simply has not yet demonstrated the possession of such type pnontles and moral fiber to
this Court’s satisfaction, this Court-herein informs RJM that if RJM would complain that it would be RIM’s position that such
position of the Court could not on the whole be justified, that RIM would be welcome to explain to this Court the basis upon
which RIM would posit such claim, so that upon the consideration of any such postulations as RJM might present in this
regard, this Court could without further delay and the imposition of any further burden upon RIM in this regard, issue the type
of order RIM has sought hetein, or that RIM would have to satisfy the following.exact requirements and/or make the
following exact modifications in hlS priorities and/or modus operandi in order to procure the type of order which he has herein
sought , , -(use additional paper
as necessary). ' '

2. This Court is reluctant to provide any affirmative endorsement of the nature proposed herein, but at this juncture would at

least provide a nihil obstat — indicating that it could not see any reason why some Court of - higher authority than this ought

have any reluctance to provide a signature on thig document or something s1mllar in regard to the activity of Robert J. More

S (jg/nwa| [SWLJG«'/I' L» e Qi’éwa‘hj r”')i“ﬂc/'ruv«s

Ljﬁ,\ln@q\ 3 Gmdd (ﬂqub nhs) \ e
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Robert J. More L ———————

P.O. Box 6926,
Chicago, IL 60680, 312 479-6287



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT

ROBERT J. MORE

Plaintiff

Vs.

AHMED SHAHZAD
YELLOW CAB COMPANY
Defendants

No. 06 M1 301847

DEFENDANTS’ INITIAL MOTIONS IN LIMINE

DefendantS. AHMED SHAHZAD and YELLOW CAB COMPANY, by attorneys, Jesmer &
Harris move the Court in limine to prevent inadmissible evidence from being suggested to the jﬁry by
any means.

In this motion, Defendants seeks an order precluding the introduction of specific evidence and
prohibiting Plaintiff, witnesses, agents and anyone else from discussing, mentioning, alluding to or
referring in any manner to particular evidence in the presence of the jury.

As the following topics are inadmissible to any issue involved in this lawsuit, Defendant moves
that the Plaintiff, witnesses, agents, etc., be precluded from using any remark, statement, questions,
inference, innuendo, reference, discussion or testimony of any nature which might inform the jury or
infer to the jury these circumstances, facts or topics. An ordinary trial objection, limiting instruction,
and/or motion to strike could not protect Defendants since if any of the following topics were made
known to the jury in any manner whatsoever, it would be highly improper, inflammatory and unfairly
prejudicial to moving Defendant. Accordingly, Defendant requests an order in limine as to the

following matters:



A. Motion in Limine to Bar Use of Documents or Exhibits Not Timely Disclosed or
Previously Disclosed.

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED

s To %W/WJ&%/




B. Motion in Limine to Bar the Comments of Plaintiff.

Plaintiff may not suggest, infer or allude to the jury that he has been prevented from commenting

on facts barred by the court or mentioning his opponent objections. Anderson v. Universal Delta, 90

Tl App.2d 105 234 N.E.2d 21, 25 (1¥ Dist. 1968).

y

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED

ot s oY s




C. Motion in Limine to Bar Speaking/Argumentative Objections.

Defendant seeks an instruction from the court to Plaintiff  that any and all arguments or bases
for objections during trial be made outside the presence of the jury. Such an instruction is proper given
the impropriety of speaking and/or argumentative objections made for the purpose of prejudicing the

jury by disclosure of facts and innuendo. Eizeman v. Behn, 9 N1.App.2d 263, 132 N.E.2d 788. (1% Dist.

1956). Such an instruction is proper as objections themselves as well as statements following objections
are prejudiced, highly inflammatory and cannot be cured by the court s ruling or limiting instructions.

Ryan v. Monson, 33 Ill.App.2d 406, 179 N.E.2d 449 (1® Dist. 1961).

;

J/

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED




D. Motion in Limine to Bar Prior Consistent Statements.

Defendant seeks an order barring witness testimony regarding prior consistent statements.
Evidence of statements made prior to trial for the purpose of corroborating testimony at trial is

inadmissible. See, People v. Shum, 17 111.2d 317, 512 N.E.2d 1183 (1987); In Re: Marriage of Stone,

197 Tl App.3d 457, 545 N.E.2d 801 (1990); People v. Gibson, 117 I11.App.3d 270, 452 N.E.2d 1368

(1983); In Interest of Brunken, 139 Ill.App.3d 232, 487 N.E.2d 397 (1985).

Evidence of a prior consistent statement is not admissible to corroborate the testimony of the

witness even after the witness has been impeached. See, Walker v. Gilbert, 27 Ill.App.3d 463, 327

N.E.2d 42 (1975).

Plaintiff, defendants and their attorneys and witnesses should be prohibited from presenting any
evidence on, commenting or alluding to prior consistent statements made by any witness called on
behalf of the Party, and/or gxamined by said Party.

v/

GRANTED ' DENIED RULING REERVED




E. Motion in Limine Regarding Insurance.

Defendant moves this Honorable Court for an order in limine, prohibiting the mention of any
insurance company, insurance administrator, insurance adjuster or self insured, primary or excess
coverage for reasons that are irrelevant and prejudicial. Further, Defendant requests that this Court
instruct the parties and their witnesses to refrain from referring to, arguing, or making references to the
existence of insurance.

The insurance coverage or lack thereof of any party to this matter is irrelevant as it does not bear
on the question of negligence or damages and would be highly prejudicial if heard by the jury. Koonce

ex. Rel. Koonce v. Pacilio, 307 Ill.App.3d 449 718 N.E.2d 628, (1* Dist. 1999); Lenz v. Julian, 276

I1.App.3d 66,657 N.E.2d 712 (2™ Dist. 1995); Neyzelman v. Treitman, 273 I1.App.3d 511,652 N.E.2d

1300 (1* Dist. 1995).

/

\//,/

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED




F. Motion in Limine to Bar Any Reference to Settlement Negotiations.

Defendant moves this Honorable Court for an order in limine prohibiting and barring all parties from
referring to the settlement negotiations which went on prior to the trial of this matter and/or the absence of
settlement negotiations between the parties involved. Any such references would have no relevance to any issue in

this lawsuit and would serve no purpose other than to prejudice Defendant. Generally, matters concerning

settlement and negotiations are not admissible. Garcez by and through Chicago Title and Trust Co. v. Michel, 272
I11.App.3d 346, 348-9, 668 N.E.2d 194, 196 (1% Dist. 1996).

In Illinois there are two underlying public policy reasons prohibiting the admission of such evidence. First,
an agreement to settle does not constitute an admission of guilt and is therefore irrelevant. Id. Second, admitting
evidence of settlements and negotiations would contravene public policy by discouraging litigants from settling

before trial. See Barkei v. DelNor Hospital, 176 Ill.App.3d 681, 531 N.E.2d 413 (1988).

In the case at bar, any mention of settlement negotiations, or the lack thereof'is both irrelevant and contrary

to public policy. As such, Plaintiff should be barred from mentioning, directly or indirectly, any reference to
%@@ﬁm settlement offers or negotiations.

In addition, the probative value of any reference to any settlement negotiations is substantially outweighed by its

prejudicial effect. The trial court may exclude evidence if it finds that the probative value of the evidence is slight

and is outweighed by the tendency to unduly prejudice, mislead, or confuse the jury. Pyskaty v. Oyama, 266

11 App.3d 801, 641 N.E.2d 552, 568 (1994).
/

J

GRANTED ' DENIED RULING REERVED

W




G. Motion in Limine to Bar Plaintiff From Arguing What a Reasonable Person Would Pay to Avoid
an Accident Like This.

References as to what a reasonable person would pay to avoid an accident like this should be barred because
it will confuse the jury and is unfairly prejudicial. Compensatory damages are those which are awarded to a person

as compensation, indemnity or restitution for a wrong or injury sustained by her. Harris v. Peters, 274 IlL.App.3d

1206, 207, 653 N.E.2d 1274, 1275 (1% Dist. 1995) citing Restatement (Second) of Tort 3 901 at 451 (1979). The
standard is what would make the injured person whole. Id. Testimony and/or evidence regarding what a reasonable
person would pay to avoid this accident will suggest an erroneous standard which will confuse the jury. Evidence
that unduly confuses the jury should be excluded. The trial court should exclude evidence if it finds that the
probative value of the evidence is slight and is outweighed by its tendency to unduly prejudice, mislead or cénfuse

the jury. Pyskaty v. Oyama, 266 Ill.App.3d 801, 822, 641 N.E.2d 552, 568 (1994).

More significantly, the probative value of any reference to what a reasonable person would pay to avoid an
accident like this is substantially outweighed by its prejudicial effect. Id. Such comments do not have any probative

value and are intended to inflame the jury.

Y

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED

NAUEESAY




H. Motion in limine to bar testimony regarding the pecuniary circumstances of any of the parties.

The wealth of the defendant or the poverty of the plaintiffs or the pecuniary circumstances of any of the parties
is not admissible to any issue herein. Hedge vs. Midwest Contractors Equipment, 53 11.App.2d.365, 202
N.E.2d.869,
Defendant anticipates that Plaintiff will attempt to introduce evidence of Defendant=s financial status,
net worth, etc. Evidence of Defendant:ﬁﬁ, financial status or net worth or other facilities is relevant only to the

issue of punitive damages. Pickering v. Owens-Corning Fiberglass Corp., 265 Ill. App.3d 806, 638 N.E.2d 1127

(1994). Evidence of Defendant=s net worth should be barred as there has been no determination that such
evidence is relevant and warranted. Any testimony, comments, or opinions regarding the financial status of
Defendant should be barred. The issue of Defendantﬁ‘}y financial status has no relevance or materiality to any of
the issues in this case.

Any mention of Defendant=s financial status would be highly inflammatory and unfairly prejudicial
against Defendant. The financial condition of the Defendant is immaterial and may be prejudicial. Stathis v.

Geldermann, Inc., 295 IIl.App.3d 844, 692 N.E.2d 798 (1* Dist. 1998); Chicago Daily News Emp. Credit Union

v. Reed, 42 T1.App.2d 336, 192 N.E.2d 447 (1 Dist. 1963); Plooy v. Paryani, 275 Ill.App.2d 1074, 657 N.E.2d

12 (1 Dist. 1995).

!
!

J

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED




I. Motion in limine to exclude from the courtroom all non-party witnesses.

Defendants seek an order excluding from the courtroom any and all non party witnesses who

intend to testify in this case-prior to the time of their testimony. None vs. Olehy, 297 11.160.

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED




M. Motion in Limine to Bar Evidence of Medical Treatment Not Previously Disclosed

Defendant moves to bar any evidence or testimony by any of Plaintiff=s treating physicians and/or witnesses
regarding any treatment or examination of Plaintiff not previously disclosed and to bar any opinions based in full or
in part upon an examination or treatment of the Plaintiff not previously disclosed.

Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rules 213, 214, 237 and 219(c), Plaintiff should be barred from calling
any witnesses introducing evidence and opinions not properly disclosed in discovery.

Such testimony would surprise and prejudice Defendant. Defendant has relied upon the disclosures of
Plaintiff and would not be able to prepare against late disclosures and opinions beyond the scope of disclosed
testimony, in violation of Supreme Court Rules 213 and 218.

Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rules 213, 214, 237 and 219(c), Plaintiff should be barred from calling

any witnesses for the purposes of introducing opinions not properly disclosed in discovery. See Adami v. Belmonte,

302 I1.App.3d 17, 704 N.E.2d 708 (1* Dist. 1998); Dept. Of Transportation vs. Crull, 294 Ill.App.3d 531, 690

N.E.2d 143 (4" Distr1998).

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED




N. Motion in Limine to Bar Plaintiff from Inference or Direct Testimony
that Defendant Delayed the Trial in this Cause.

Plaintiff should be barred from inferring or directly commenting that Defendant and its attorneys or

employees have ever delayed the trial of this cause. Such evidence is irrelevant and would be grossly and unfairly

prejudicial to Defendant.

/

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED




O. Motion in Limine as to Certain Comments of Plaintiff
Bar comments as to the truth or credibility of evidence based upon the personal opinion or personal

knowledge of counsel. Central Information Financial Services, Ltd. vs. First National Bank of Decatur, 128

i
Il.App.3d.1052, 471 N.E2d.992 (4" Dist. 1984) (Implication of personal knowledge of facts not before the jury.

GRANTED | DENIED RULING REERVED

P. Motion in Limine as to Certain Argument of Counsel K
Bar comment or argument that the jurors place themselves in the shoes of the Plaintiff. See Offutt vs.

Pennoyer Merchants Transfer Company, 36 I1l. App.3d.194, 343 N.E.2d.665 (1* Dist. 1976).

f
/
;
i
\/

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED




Q. Motion in Limine to Bar Admission of Hearsay Testimony.

Parties may attempt to elicit testimony from various witnesses regarding what they heard said by
unidentified individuals not parties to this litigation. An attempt may be made to elicit testimony as to “verbal
acts” or “implied hearsay,” or may attempt to elicit testimony as to self-serving statements made by defendant,
KATHLEEN MULLALLY, after the occurrence, which are not subject to any exception to the hearsay rule.
The aforementioned testimony would be hearsay and should be barred.

Statements which are made out-of-court can not be admitted into evidence for the purpose of proving the
matter asserted by the statements.

Hearsay evidence is testimony in court or written evidence, of a
statement made out of court, such statement being offered as an assertion
to show the truth of the matter asserted therein, and thus resting for its
value upon the credibility of the out-of-court asserter. People v.
Carpenter, 28 T11.2d 116, 121, 190 N.E.2d 732 (1963). See also People v.
Rogers, 81 111.2d 571, 44 1ll.Dec. 254, 411 N.E.2d 223 (1980). Accord-
McCormick, Evidence Section 246 (Cleary Ed. 1972).

Hearsay evidence is an out-of-court statement offered to prove the truth of the matter asserted, and it is

generally inadmissible due to its lack of reliability. . .= People v. Olinger, 176 I11.2d 326, 680 N.E.2d 321

(1997).

Words are not the only method to communicate specific facts. “Verbal acts” are the nodding of the head,
the pointing with a finger. Regardless what method is used to communicate, the “verbal act” will be treated as
hearsay if the result is to bring into court any such “statement.” Hearsay includes conduct or action that is
tantamount to a statement, such as the fact that the decedent pointed to an individual when asked who had
committed a crime. People v. Reeves 360 I11. 55, 195 NE 443 (1935)

In addition, those actions which, in themselves, amount to statements which, if offered in evidence for
their truth are hearsay. Such statements may be reasonably inferred from the conduct of the actor, even though

no such statement was actually made. This is referred to as “implied hearsay.” The classic example of “implied



hearsay” is testimony that an individual opened an umbrella while walking in the street. This testimony is
hearsay in that it implies that it is raining. People v. Bush 300 IIL 532,133 NE 201 (1921)

Parties should be barred from presenting any testimony from witnesses as to statements of non-parties;
and witnesses should be barred from testifying to such actions by non-parties that fall within the parameter of
“verbal acts” and * implied hearsay.” Such actions as being bumped by a non-party, implying that was
purposefully done, or whether a non-party said or did not say “excuse me” or used more colorful language is
hearsay. Such testimony is inherently unreliable and its pEejudicial value would substantially outweigh its

probative value.

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED

R. BAR TESTIMONY REGARDING MEDICAL BILLS, WHICH HAVE NOT BEEN PAID,
WITHOUT/ FOUNDATION AS TO NECESSITY AND REASONABLENESS OF THE
AMOUNTS ON THE BILLS.

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED

S. TRAFFIC CITATIONS.

Bar testimony that defendant received a traffic citation as a result of this accident and bar testimony as to
any other traffic citations.

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED




T. OTHER ACCIDENTS.
Defendants move that there be no mention of any accidents in which the Defendant may have beenin
involved at any time prij?/subsequent to the occurrence complained of, whether while operating a taxi cab or not.

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED

U. CITIZENSHIP & ETHNICITY
Defendants move that there be no mention made of the ethnicity of the Defendant, AHMED SHAHZAD.

Bar any mention of the Plaintiff or Defendant's citizenship or alien status in the United States .

GRANTED DENIED RULING REERVED

V. Bar any mention or any reference to any behavior on the part of the Defendant subsequent to the
occurrence, evidencing lack of concern, lack of cooperation or hostility, absent a showing that such behavior

. i
contributed to the injuries of the Plaintiff, ERYSTEESARESR Qdost X\ T2 5»6(@{;‘

GRANTED - DENIED RULING REERVED




CONCLUSION

Defendants respectfully request the court to instruct the Plaintiff, not to mention, refer to, interrogate
concerning, or attempt to convey to the jury in any manner, either directly or indirectly, any of the above-mentioned
matters without first obtaining permission of this court outside the presence and hearing of the jury and further
instruct the Plaintiff, co-defendant and counsel not to make any reference to the fact that this motion has been filed

and allowed and to warn and caution each and every one of their witnesses and agents to follow these instructions.

Respectfully submitted,

JESMER AND HARRIS J

By ?/'/\ —e. )

Eugene N. Traunfeld 4

Eugene N. Traunfeld
Jesmer and Harris #90311
Attorneys for Defendant,
150 North west Point _ A

Elk Grove Village, 1l
847 700 8311
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**% ATTORNEY UNKNOWN *** ~12/11/2007
*%% ATTORNEY UNKNOWN *** " 12/11/2007
*%%* ATTORNEY UNKNOWN #** 12/11/2007
7 _
op\om\mOom MORE ROBERT J MORE ROBERT J 01/08/2008
wwww\ NOTICE OF MOTION FILED
/v
op\om\moom MORE ROBERT J MORE ROBERT J 01/08/2008
ww%m PROOF OF SERVICE FILED
/
01/08/2008 MORE ROBERT J MORE ROBERT J . 01/08/2008

/
wwmo MOTION FILED



MORE ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

CONTINUED

06/08/2007

06/08/2007

06/08/2007

06/08/2007



r

01/08/2008 MORE
3397  MOTION
/)

01/22/2008 MORE
3303  NOTICE

op\umwwoom MORE

meo MOTION

01/22/2008 MORE
3§97 MOTION

ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

SPINDLED FOR 01/22/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306

ROBERT J
OF MOTION FILED

ROBERT J
FILED

ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

SPINDLED FOR 01/31/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306

CONTINUED

01/08/2008

01/22/2008

01/22/2008

01./22/2008



MD998111 HM\om\Moom 06-M1-301847

..... DR R R S TEETEr

SNYDER JAMES E

84 ORDER ON MOTION TO STRIKE OR WITHDRAW MOTION OR PETITION - ALLOWED - 70248

OH\MW\Noow SHAHZAD AHMED
4

01/31/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED SHAPIRO JAMES A
4479 CASE SET ON TRIAL CALL FROM MOTION CALL - ALLOWED FOR 02/07/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306

/
/
02/07/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
4206 ORDER ON MOTION TO ANSWER INTERROGATORIES - ALLOWED - 161142
/
/
02/07/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
215 ORDER ON MOTION TO COMPLY - ALLOWED - 161142

omMMAVmoom SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
229 ORDER ON MOTION TO EXCLUDE EVIDENCE, TESTIMONY OR A WITNESS - ALLOWED - 161142

02/0/7/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
4296 ORDER ON MOTION TO DISCOVERY - ALLOWED - 161142

ow\o«“woow SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J

4482 CASE SET ON TRIAL CALL FOR 06/11/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306 161142
om\@m\woom SHAHZAD AHMED

4902 VACATE JUDGMENT/DISMISSAL - ALLOWED 161141

DUNFORD LAURENCE J

4
/
05/30/2008 MORE ROBERT J
w 03 NOTICE OF MOTION FILED
05/3%/2008 MORE ROBERT J
3390 . MOTION FILED

MORE ROBERT J
MORE ROBERT J

om\wMQNoom MORE ROBERT J _MORE ROBERT J
MOTION SPINDLED FOR 06/10/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306

g MINELLA MARY REGINA
4704 - mHNHNm WNOZ Hmm CALL ~ ALLOWED - FOR 06/10/2008 830054

I SHEE
om\memoom SHAHZAD AHMED \W m&« \A\ MINELLA MARY REGINA
4415 CASE CONTINUED FOR TRIAL - MOTION PLAINTIFF - ALLOWED 830054

g7- ¢ munmwwm\

06/10/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED MINELLA MARY REGINA
82 CASE SET ON TRIAL CALI FOR 07/16/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306 830054

114120

01/24/2008

02/01/2008

02/19/2008

02/19/2008

02/19/2008

02/19/2008

02/19/2008

02/19/2008

05/30/2008

05/30/2008

05/30/2008

06/11/2008

06/11/2008

06/11/2008



06 \Moom SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J

STRIKE FROM THE CALL - ALLOWED - FOR 06/11/2008 840618
07 2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
ORDER ON MOTION TO COMPLY - ALLOWED - 1000369
oq\um\moom SHAHZAD AHMED .DUNFORD LAURENCE J
293 ORDER ON MOTION TO ASSESS COSTS - ALLOWED - 1000369
oq\\N\moom SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
/482 CASE SET ON TRIAL CALL FOR 07/30/2008 AT 09:00.A.M. IN ROOM 1306

CONTINUED

1000370

06/17/2008

07/17/2008

07/17/2008

07/17/2008



MD998111 12/05/2008 06-M1-301847 MUNICIPAL RECORD

07/ mwwoom SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
5215 ORDER ON MOTION TO COMPLY - DENIED - 1000370
f

07/16/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
5292 ORDER ON MOTION TO AMEND COMPLAINT OR PETITION - DENIED - 1000370
Ve

oq\pm\mOom SHAHZAD AHMED , DUNFORD LAURENCE J
mmop JUDGMENT FOR PLAINTIFF FOR 100.00 1000369

07/34/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED LIPSCOMB THOMAS J
4482 CASE SET ON TRIAIL: CALL FOR 08/13/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306 1063906

08/1%/2008 MORE ROBERT J MORE ROBERT J

3 @o MOTION FILED )

08/13¥/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J

4482 CASE SET ON TRIAL CALL FOR 08/19/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306 1130337
08/19/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
4720 ORDER ON MOTION TO DEPOSIT MONIES OR FUNDS - ALLOWED - 1160512
/ .
08/1:9/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
\&No ORDER ON MOTION TO DEPOSIT MONIES OR FUNDS - ALLOWED - 1160513
/ _
08/19/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J

4333 JUDGMENT TO STAND - ALLOWED 1160513

"/

08/1:9/2008 MORE ROBERT J DUNFORD LAURENCE J

mmpm ORDER ON MOTION TO COMPLY - DENIED - 1160515
08/19/2008 MORE ROBERT J DUNFORD LAURENCE J
5246 ORDER ON MOTION TO MOTION TO - DENIED - 1160514
08/18/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED DUNFORD LAURENCE J
9206 ORDER ON MOTION TO CONFIRMATION OF JUDGMENT - DENIED - 1160512
09/ m\moom MORE ROBERT J MORE ROBERT J
3303 NOTICE OF MOTION FILED

/

om\fmvmoom MORE ROBERT J MORE ROBERT J
3372 PROOF OF SERVICE FILED

07/17/2008

07/17/2008

07/17/2008

07/31/2008

08/26/2008

08/18/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

08/21/2008

09/16/2008

09/16/2008



09/16¢/2008 MORE ROBERT J
u\mo MOTION FILED

09/%6/2008 MORE ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

MORE ROBERT J

397 MOTION SPINDLED FOR 12/12/2008 AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306

}
HO\ﬁb\Noom SHAHZAD AHMED
Wbow NOTICE OF MOTION FILED

10/3,0/2008 SHAHZAD AHMED

3390 MOTION FILED
{

JESMER HARRIS

JESMER HARRIS

CONTINUED

09/16/2008

09/16/2008

10/10/2008

10/10/2008



MD998111 12/05/2008 06-M1-301847 MUNICIPAL RECORD

HO\H@\Noom mmme>U AHMED JESMER HARRIS
3397 MOTION SPINDLED FOR HO\NO\Noom AT 09:00 A.M. IN ROOM 1306

/

\.\
HO\ﬁmeoom MORE ROBERT J DUNFORD LAURENCE J
5£85 ~ORDER ON MOTION TO STRIKE OR VACATE AN ORDER - DENIED - 1443807
7
Hpaww\moom MORE ROBERT MORE ROBERT

Nwwww NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED

*%*%* END OF DATA FOR CASE 06-M1-301847 ** LAST UPDATED ON 11/14/2008

10/10/2008

'10/24/2008

11/14/2008

* %k %



5/20/94) CCL 0529

APPEAL TO THE APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS
_ FIRST DISTRICT
FROM THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT MUNICIPAL DIVISION

CIRCUIT COURT NO.: 06 M1 301847 | _
TRIAL JUDGE: HON. LAWRENCE DUNFORD
REVIEWING COURT NO.: 08-3166

ROBERT MORE (“RIM") Estate of RIM, Campaign to Make the
. World Safe for Innocence Once Again, St. Michael the Archangel, Fund
(allegedly, and hopefully, in fact, on behalf of everything God can still
justify not hating) ' |

Plaintiff/Appellant,
Vs.

SHAZHAD, Yellow Cab, et al

Defendant/Appellees.

DOROTHY BROWN
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

PER /7/76&/4%2; @//M//

DEPUTY

VOLUME 1 OF 1 TOTAL VOLUMES.



A Notice'of Appeal has been filed ifl case 06 M 1 3 0 1 847

Upon receipt of this request, the court file shall be removed from its current location and
placed in the personal custody of the Division/District Chief Deputy Clerk until the file
can be transmitted to the Civil Appeals Division. Any request to view the file shall be
permitted under the supervision of the Chief Deputy Clerk or his/her designee.

Please arrange to have the entire file, including any and all loose paper, delivered to .
the Civil Appeals Division located in Room 801 of the Richard J. Daley Center. It is
critical that the file be transmitted as soon as it is feasible. Delays may have a
detrimental impact on the timely preparation of the Record on Appeal.

Please reply to this email no later than November 19, 2008 if this case was transferred out
of your division or if the file is in the warehouse. However, please remember, this case
" has had very recent court activity that is the subject of this appeal. The file and loose
paper therefore may be in your division/district or in the courtroom.

If you have any questions, problems or if you have already sent the file, please contact
my manager, Mary Ann Neitzke at 312-603-5138 or me via email or at 312-603-5523.

Please transmit the file and loose paper to the Civil Appeals Division no later than
November 19, 2008. : :

Thank you.

11/17/08 10:46



(A) Passport - PASSPORT | ‘November 18, 2008, 07:23:43

WHRQ/DET“AIL WAREHOUSE CASE JACKET RETURN LIST F3=GOBACK ENTER=PROCESS
CASE NUMBER ATTY REQUESTOR
%ok kok ok ok ok ok ok kok ok kkk * ok ok ok k Kok kkkkkkhkkkkkkkkhkkkkkkxk*

06 M1 301847 ' DAT ADDED

TIPS




Appellate Court Certification Page (10/21/02) CCA-F 0009

APPEAL T‘E APPELLATE COURT OF ILLIN’j.a, FIRST DISTRICT ‘

FRONMSFIE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

.Robert More ("RJM') , Estate of RJM, Campaign to Make the World Safe for Innocence Once
Again, St. Michael the Archangel, Fund(allegedly, and hopefully, in fact, on behalf of
everything God can still justify not hating)

Plaintiff-Appellant,
Vs.

A. Shazhad, Yellow Cab, et al,

Defendants-Appellees.

CIRCUIT COURT NUMBER: 06 M1 301847
TRIAL JUDGE: Hon. Laurence J. Dunford
REVIEWING COURT NUMBER: 08-3166

The record has been prepared and certified in the form required for transmission to the
reviewing court. It consists of:

1 volume/s of Common Law Record
0 volume/s of Report of Proceedings
0 volume/s or Description of Exhibits

(Here set forth a detailed table of contents of the record on appeal.)

‘\"‘ - B
-l

Kindly acknowledge receipt of this recbfd on the attached copy of-ft'i;is- letter~

| do further certify that this certification of the . record pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 324, is .
issued out of my office this 14th day of December, 2009. coe ua .

/ﬂ/m%,

Y XD
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT /Z‘OURT OF COOK COUNTY ILLINOIS

CC: Robert J. More
Appellant’s attorney

P.O. BOX 6926 ' Received this above record this
Address , day of

Chicago, lllinois 60680

City/State/Zip CLERK OF THE REVIEWING COURT

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

Co0093
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- ORDER ' CC  N002-300M-2/28/05(43480658)
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-Q@\B IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS f
o
ey -
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Name: %L@L_A‘:% ENTERE;K_‘.}/.(:S,%\L‘J‘ ‘v o R D ‘/C\J'\e
Atty. for: 4,Q/ IAA/A A\Jl\/( Dated: —
Address: |(a N s 0+ . e ’ L
City/State/Zip: C[ |Co rove ‘/ . / ( W Z | _
Telephone: g)( L.,I N - 21—5/5/ D&'L "70 gJudge \_/ U Judge's No. “
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DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
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SCR 218 Intake/Order CCM N703 A-15M-2/28/05 (43480658)

O ‘L | INT — CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNT  LLINOIS
oau 5 - )
Line # 5
i AA <
M/éfw ~ oS
i
U{f’) /i b / INTAKE AND SCR 218 CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER &

l

L/
1/{/ ot This matter having come on to be heard pursnant to notice to the parties that this matter is now assigned fr%)m ,
Room 1501 Assignment Cali to Room for Intake and Management Conference in accordance with
Supreme Court Rule 218 as well as firm trial setting, the Court having considered the followmg speclt'ic matters orders

as follows:
3 1) TRIAL DATE: This matter is set for trial at @ p m.on .EMF 2009

All witnesses shall be available for trial that day unless otherwise ordered. \/
a.m.
L 2) ADDITIONAL SETTING: This matter is also set on s at p-m.
for hearing on .

L 3) The Plaintiff e E) er ‘f’ :]— W\ o ¥ claims that MEDICAL CARE, TREATMENT,
AND SERVICES RECEIVED are itemized as follows:

PROVIDER $ Pam $ UnpAID

S“"Y'D\C}@ - l“'l) S ‘pi %"’& l Y“fa ‘3{4 ] ¢Xa by

These shall be admitted into evidence as to the paid portions pursuant to the rules governing the admission
of paid bills. Unpaid amounts shall be admitted only after proper foundational testimony has been reviewed
in this conference.

R - A
O 4) The Plaintitt__Colgo, + dMece making a claim for FUTURE MEDICAL AND

Struar [fpi ke

FUTURE PAIN AND SUFFERING and will be callingCL\ ) «.ﬁ (/V\ da_/ | €& ( G L’E‘C “@f their opinion

witness on these issue§ Said opinions to be produced in writing within g:_) G days or the claim is barred.

O 5) The Plaintiff o hore b Ta ey claims LOST TIME AND/OR LOST WAGES
. in the amount of $ to this date, and pursuant to the Defendant's request for tax returns,
accompanying schedules, and W-2 Forms, Plaintiff shall produce same for the year of the occurrence as well

as the year prior and ear subsequent thereto within 20 days or the claim is barred.

L) 6) The Plaintiff G l‘/) (e \ kg)lr"\/l s claims ADDITIONAL ITEMS OF DAMAGES,
l;ewewed pursuant to thls order and to be presented at trial, itemized as follows:

( W Tw«-« /)4%»\3?‘“‘ F LN~ t(/\,\/\fg- «{' &uccacmvfw ’Z/l»wtu( A..,Z/Z‘MJ'\

7
l’\Ah _ \\/i ’L.J’/l/‘-/\ / g\m’m‘j - "'Y\ o Ulgnr {“0 ILL../'(..A / Mx o
A | e ,uiww»; Ao 3 ey | TocopettitTon
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF 'f\}{E CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOI@ 3085

2::_) AN g g Lorngl M'MM "L/?M ’M’l’\/}’«-'{ = & ],.n-—v—o/f el
N - 49 . _ORIGINAL - GOURT.RILE éuuf’”/‘“ ¢ﬂ b A I A




ORDER C(  N002-300M-2/28/05(43480658)

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

/ﬁ(7f2fo_

. No. O M| 30/ @Y7

ORDER
c%%ﬁ%%/ /%%Aé No i sapnlasy ﬁ/
Rk ‘5A444\,bﬁziﬁvua Lot

s wed
//Mwbx*j' éM“Vﬁiﬁk/ Lo oyl om AN
ﬁﬂwﬂ_}pdh%»w\ﬁf LR Aawﬁd Qﬁﬂ#ﬁj@

/7/l/~ Wt.d._\ 5,7/ / Z’L«__g ENX—L A AL c‘af‘,yé

Ax A P /4@1 J%M'-‘L,/Li/v a2
MRS /0T et oeecopnitfiram: 7

Atty. for: /ﬂ::/} M

Address: s ' : ;
City/State/Zip: /&l M \@ } -—7 UOJ/

Telephone: | 17 b [/} 2 5 7] —dJudge— ——Jadge's No.
- DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COOCod

ORIGINAL - COURT FILE



yzo5-Kecord Keturned rrom Keviewing vour
Cover/County Appeal to the Appellate Court S : (10/9/02) CCA-F 0001 A

(-

APPEAL TO THE APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS
FIRST DISTRICT
FROM THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, MUNICIPAL DIVISION

CIRCUIT COURT NO.: 06 M1 301847 ,
TRIAL JUDGE: HON. LAURENCE DUNFORD
REVIEWING COURT NO.: 08-3166

Robert More ("RJM"), Estate of RJM Campaign to Make the World Safe for Innocence Once Again,
St. Michael the Archangel Fund (allegedly, and hopefully, in fact, on behalf of everything God can
still justify not hating)

| Plaintiff-Appeliant,
VS.,

A. Shazhad,, Yellow Cab, et al
Defendants-Appellees.

'DOROTHY BROWN
CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT

adber \DleD -

'DEPUTY

VOLUME 1 OF 1 TOTAL VOLUMES
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Placita-Appeals/Transfer (10/9/02) CCA-F 0008

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

STATE OF ILLINOIS
SS:
COUNTY OF COOK

PLEAS, before the Honorable Laurence J. Dunford one of the Judges of the Circuit Court
of Cook County, in the State of lllinois, holding a branch Court of said Circuit Court, at the
Court House in said County and State, on October 20", 2008.

PRESENT: The Honorable Laurence J. Dunford
Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County

Attest: DOROTHY BROWN, Clerk

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
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Placita-Appeals/Transfer K
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(10/9/02) CCA-F 0008

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

STATE OF ILLINOIS
SS:
COUNTY OF COOK

PLEAS, before the Honorable Laurence J. Dunford one of the Judges of the Circuit Court
of Cook County, in the State of lllinois, holding a branch Court of said Circuit Court, at the
Court House in said County and State, on October 20" 2008.

PRESENT: The Honorable Laurence J. Dunford
Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County

Attest: DOROTHY BROWN, Clerk

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



"IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY ILLINOIS MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT 1ST. DISTRI
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PLAINTIF DY LA e | =
RETURN DAY NUMBER
DEFENDANT m,\%m /| W?é@ Oloyy /-3 07847 . &
_u_.>_z._.=“_“m ATTY. : COMPLAINT FILED, SUMMONS ISSUED, RETURNABLE | PLAINTIFF FEES
i IN ROOM 602 .
\DDITIONAL : | - ¥
NANES &0, FLD. RET.SERV, JUN 15 20081
P-PLAINTIFF
PLAINTIFFS
- DATE JUDGE - ORDERS ENTERED DATE JUDGE R AN OF
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‘State of lllinois
County of Cook

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK 00C2.-.<

Pleas, u_‘oommn_:mm and judgments before the CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK OOCZ._.< ILLINOIS, MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT at the place provided _u<
SS  the Chief Judge of said Circuit Court, for the holding of said Court, the name of the Ju

which preceedings were had in said Court, being as :m:w_: above and hereinafter stated,

dge, the names of several ,_:nmmw severally, presiding on the day or on the

, ILLINOIS MUNICIPAL DEPARTMENT

everal days on
under the columns headed “JUDGE”

ATTEST: DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK
RICHARD DEVINE, STATES ATTORNEY

MICHAEL F. SHEAHAN, SHERIFF CCM1B



In the Citcuijt Court of Cook County, Illinois, Small Clalms Divisiori: : _
First Mumclpal Dlstnct Y s é;, / ] C)// ) C

Robért I More :
Plaintiff ¢ fé/%/ s
Vs ,(7) %
Ahmed Sha g
Defendant T

TLOURT .
The plalntlfficlalms as follows Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule Nov 1282y kt-h‘e*Plamtlff
(“RIM”) herein avers that he was a resident at the Lugo Hotel (“LH”) at 2008 S. BluelElénd,
Chicago, IL 60608, during the period in which the causes of action of whlclﬂﬂﬁsﬁdéhiplﬁh%%nmsts
accrued. Plaintiff resides at the time of the filing of this complaint at: 2008 S. Blue Island, Chicago,
IL 60608, & a phone number at which a message can be left is 949 723-7856. At the time of the
accident, the Defeéndant cab driver Ahmed Shahzad resided at 2 Sunset Court, Bensenville, IL,
60106, the office of the Defendant Yellow Cab Co. was located at 2223 S.Wabash St. Chicago, IL
and the name and the office of the Defendant construction company is unknown as of the date of
the filing of this complaint, but will be added very shortly.

In as much as participation in the moral and social cancer of opportunism that so
plagues this society at this juncture in its continued deterioration, will evidently be almost as difficult
to justify on judgment day as will be the practice of making unjustified concessions to the
heavyhanded and abusive practices of the many predator-bullies throwing their weight around at
the expense of the weak and vulnerable in the society in which this complaint is being filed, RIM
herein pledges, without reservation, the money he will obtain from this lawsuit to the spiritual and
corporal works of mercy of the Non-counterfeit Catholic Church, which means practically that the
money be held by either Mr. Jeff Lonigro or Most Holy Family Monastery for a period of one year
to decide how it ought be allocated and then that it be allocated to some such work — either the BVM
Queen of Heaven Charities or some other Non-counterfeit Catholic Charity (given the seriousness
of the matters involving the removal of the feeding tube from Teresa Schiavo, which resulted in
heré government facilitated torture and murder under the color of law and pretext of legitimacy

“exactly one year ago to this date, and the importance of having persons in positions of authority who
will never let such type abomination occur again in this country, it is in fact RIM’s objective to
donate the entirety of the damages procured in the case this complaint concerns to what has been
established as the St. Michael the Archangel Defense of Public Officials and Government
Employees Subjected to Retaliation for Refusals to Capitulate Fund and a contribution of the

- damages sought, to such cause or some similar entity, would bring the matters this complaint
concerns to closure without this Court’s having to have anything further to do with this case). One of
the provisions of this policy is that RIM will never see one penny of the award that will eventually
be collected. RIM understands the obligation imposed upon him by the requirements of the moral
law to keep any alloyed or other than beyond reproach, motives, off of and out of, his record of
conduct, and there is always a temptation to induce others to commit torts so that one can benefit
from such duty breaches and this is a temptation that must be resisted at all costs in the spiritual
warfare that constitutes human existence in this world, conducted as it at all times is, under the long
shadow of the uneliminable problem of conditional salvation.

" RIM is ever conscious that he must continue to help bear the burdens howsoever
onerous this burden-bearing may ever seem to, or actually, be, of the maintenance and restoration of
the social order, and opportunism is the antithesis of the solidarity called for by the Gospel of Jesus
Christ and the teaching of the Church he established and still directs. RIM has seen too many souls
ruined by the benefit they have received from the misfortune and/or worse, sin, of (an)other(s) to
not be solicitous to avoid fallirig into the same sorry state into which such souls have fallen (cf what
are alleged to constitute former FAA Representative Rodney Stitch’es claims regarding the alleged
efforts of PI Attorneys to prevent the FAA from identifying and correcting aviation problems that
have later caused airplane crashes). It lamentably, so frequently happens that when one party
conducts his or her activity on the predatory side of what can be identified in a given matter to
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constitute the protectjve/predatory fault line that the other party(ies) involved in a given affair fails
to keep his or her (their) response(s) on the protective side of that fault line and in such scenario,
one evil has elicited an  r, which tends to elicit another into-a  1going proliferation of evils.
This is an arrangement tua. not only cannot be permitted, but must be affirmatively prevented.

RJM 1s obliged, as he understands the duties to which he is subject, to be concerned to
neither leave uncovered his moral liability for contributing to the prevention of any wrongdoer’s

getting away with any wrongdoing at the expense of the Catholic Church on RJM’s record of conduct
according to the age-old axiom, Qui parcit nocentibus, innocentibus punit, which of "course emanates
from various scriptural passages (ie. 1Tim. 5:22, et al) on the one hand, nor for continuing to
demonstrate as much pity and mercy and commitment to spare others grief as RIM can evidently justify
continuing to demonstrate in a given case as RJM realizes that the consequences of not demonstrating
non-counterfeit mercy are that one can even lose a claim to such mercy him or herself (cf. Ja. 2:13 et
al), that the preferable alternative by which disputes ought to be resolved is for individuals, out of a
non-counterfeit remorse of conscience, to voluntarily make reparation and restitution for harms
unjustifiably caused others.

4.

The public is entitled to every man’s evidence, which it is RTM’s position, in this case
is evidence of culpable negligence by the cab driver and possibly by the construction company, and
possibly by the cab company; and RIM cannot present that evidence in a court of law without filing
this complaint and without filing it as an indigent person, knowing that the costs of the filing will be
paid by the Defendant, when RIM recovers what ought be recovered for the harms unjustifiably
caused as described in this complaint.

Claim No. 1 — Negligence — Driver and Cab Company

5. At all times relevant to this complaint, the driver and cab company were subjected to a
duty to ensure that the cab being driven by Mr. Ahmed on 3/18/04 was not driven
beyond a speed acceptable for the conditions under which such vehicle would ever have
been and was operated.

6. On 3/18/04 at about 7:35 p.m. Robert More was riding his bicycle in Chicago,

' northbound on Franklin St. towards the intersection of Monroe and Franklin.

7. On the west side of Franklin, Monroe St was reduced to one lane eastbound where that
street descends down a grade from the Wacker St. because the right lane of Monroe
was under construction. '

8. As RIM proceeded towards Monroe St. a construction vehicle pulling a trailer was
proceeding through the intersection blocking RIM’s view of the light.

9. RJM looked to his left and saw no traffic descending down the grade adjacent to where
the road was under construction.

10. The night was damp and foggy and the roadway was moist at this time.

11. Since RIM saw no traffic behind the construction vehicle which'@s proceeding
eastbound in the right lane of traffic on Monroe in the 200 block of Monroe (which is
one way eastbound at that point), and since RIM could see the one lane of traffice
heading eastbound on Monroe towards Franklin, RIM turned right on Monroe,
bypassed the construction vehicle and then began to cross the road where he say clear
access to the sidewalk on the north side of the street.

12. As RJIM was crossing Monroe St. at that point, his bicycle was hit by a cab driven by
Ahmed and owned by Yellow Cab and thrown eastbound between 10 and 15 feet with
his backpack bag breaking its strap and his other bag sent flying.

13. The collision bent the rim of the bicycle and destroyed the breaking system.

14: RIM landed flat on his right side after being thrown from the bike. '

15. RIM’s right knee had been hit by the frame of the bike which had been hit by the
bumper of the Cab, which most fortuitously was a Crown Victoria which has a wide
and soft bumper. : ‘
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22.
" reduced speed limit sign on the downhill grade between Wacker and Franklin on eastbound Monroe,

16. RJM incurred a very painful contusion on the inside of his right knee and a bruise on
his right hip.

17. Apoliceof  rwas summonsed who made a policer«  t of the incident.

18. RIM went o ule hospital and waited several hours, received an Xray and was told that
his activity would have to be limited for several weeks.

19. The bicycle was rendered inoperative and RJM was incapable of riding a bicycle,
exercising on his right leg or even walking without a limp for several weeks. ,

20. This restriction on RIMs’ activity imposed a burden on RIM’s participation in the
ordinary occupations of life.

21. It is RIM’s position that but for the driving at excessive speed in through a construction
zone and/or his not paying attention to the roadway, the driver would not have hit RIM.
with his cab.

Second Cause — Negligence of Construction Company in Not Postmg a Reduced Speed

Limit Sign.

22. To the extent of RIM’s knowledge, the construction company did not post a

whichya location at which cabs notoriously drive considerably above the speed limit as they try to
beat the Franklin St. light.

Wherefore, the plaintiff R. More respectfully prays that a jury sworn by this Honorable Court award him
$1000.00 in monetary damages, against each and all of the Defendants on joint and several liability and for
provision to be included in whatever judgment is rendered for the remission to Cook County for cost of the
filing fee, for the assessment of all costs against the Defendant which may be incurred by RIM in collecting
judgment (s), and whatever other relief it would be determined would be necessary under the
circumstances from the evidence presented at the trial to be conducted in this case, to remedy the
harms caused to RJM et al.

The plaintiff demands trial by a six man jury.

I Robert More certify that I am the p1a1nt1ff in the above entitled action. The allegations in this amended
complaint are true.

Under penalty of perjury pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109, I aver to the substantial truthfulness of all factual averments
contained hergin & as to those claims made on information and belief that I verily believe the same to be true.

Robert J.
60608, (949) 723-7856




tppﬂ tlon and Affidavit to Sue or Defend as an Iadigent Pofson . : - S (7/16/04) CCG 0689 A .
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. S 1 [E CIRCUIT CQURT OF COOK' COUNTY ILLY o - '

Plalatiff/Petifionel | N .
f"%(’ - Calendar

Defendnnthespondent : - o - : '
) . APPLICATION. AND AFFIDAVIT T LTS OR DEI‘E[\J A‘ AN INDIGENT PERSON L T

L W » theM Plainnff/l’etiuoner a Del’endanthespondent herein, age . (// o

- On my own behalf, ORas PM at, O Guardian, O Other - onbehalfof. . . . o

a(n) Q Minor OR O Ineompetent Adult, state and belleve in good l'aith that Iwr U the person on whose behalf this petition is bronght, have
. a'meritorfous ?Zlelml 0 defense. . : 4 , ) _ .
. _ : . . aa & e P e mm -~
/é hiﬁire knowledge of the facts stated herein. /” - e d e :ff g

. -Yearly gross salary )

Telephone of employer: // / / %/ ) : :

1. Iam employed a5 a(n) Lapnems)foiA e

* . Name of employer: .. é! AT

/

... Address of employer: A, —— — —
‘] am unemployed as of ? / / S"l 2 &0 O - - R . . I
Llst_ employer: ' : ' Telephone: G‘M l '.-, i _/
Address:_ o .

I began receiving Unemployment Compen;\tion on 7%' l i 4_'_ ~ S _:5;:_{_:_-\!9 (per month\ ' == Y _
2. My spouse is employed as n(n) ] - . -Yearly gross salary o - o §
. — o T @rm texes) .
Name of employer: -__- A/a M" B . ‘Telephone of employer: _ . . ;
: AddreSS of employer : o - - - . e
.- My spouse is unemployed as of . A |
Last employer: S B - ' ' _ ‘I‘elepinoné:_
Address:. ' . ) . - L . : o ) L
My spouse begnn receiving Unemploymerit Compensation on L I - /| - ln the ainount of § K S - (per month).

3. My other sources of income are: 0 SSI 0 Public Aid O Child Support (O Food Stamps A ¥amily Assistarice O Foster Cnre a Ald to the Aged, Blind
and Disabied O “Tem| orary Assistanee for Needy Familjes ' O General Assisunce I:l te 'Ihnsltmnnl Assistance wudren and, Family

. : pn . ernlon )

5. Th /mre and value of property Iown'includes: O Real Fst4 (Deserlbe property, s,.eeii'v w'z"mu present value and mortgnge and llen mﬁé;

D R
. @ Cash, bank accounts, ex: » - d Clotnmg and jewelry $ ,Z V.o El Fu nlture, M, :ausellold goods s M
"0 Automobile - Model : Mm ;. Year Valne 3

6. 'l'lle namesand ages of persons dependent on the npplieant for snpport are: T S P -
/__. : Ar-/’/\/ 2 A R |
I A A4 £ S i R I
7. Tam paying child support in the am‘ount of$. M}\,—/( pell . ) A ' o
8. Iam paying spoussl uupport in the amount of S

9. My monthly living expenses (not including payment of debts and child support) ares_ < %' = *'6 ’ oo ,W 4 W

10. I am eligible to receive civil Iegal services as defined in 735 [LCS 5/5-105.5. . tanndi A J 4 y g' - "4 ﬂ@' 3 (

A1 Iam unnble to pay the costs of this case, and'to do so would cause a substantial hardsh{p to m and my family. MM C ~
Ndent) e e e

Name: % | Under penaities as provided by law pursubdt to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, the | Wzs..

/B undersigned certifies that the statemeats set forth in this instrument are true and corvect, except
F“ usiness Name. - a3 to matters therein stated to be on information and belief and as to such matters the under- ||

Address: - 2_0 J ‘5 V> % W _' 1 .lll'gned certifies ac aforesald that /he verily believes the same to be true.

City/State/Zip: _ o g
Telepllone ag I m : ) -

.D__ate —le.. S ’ ' —7 . ure oprpllcanzf /2 V/bé . o

DORO’I’HY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK E'OUNTY ILLINOIS -
" ;C 6 @ {} 0 '




Petitioner’s Copy of Application and A *“davit to Sue or Defend as an Indigent Person (7/16/04) CCG 0689 B

735 ILCS 5/5-105.5

INFORMATION SHEET FOR ‘
LEAVE TO SUE OR DEFEND AS AN INDIGENT PERSON

(a) As used in this section: : . . _

(1) “Fees, costs, and charges” means payments imposed on a.party in connection with the prosecution or defense of a civil action,
including, but not limited to: filing fees; appearances fees; fees for service of process and other papers served either within or outside this
State, including service by publication pursuant to Section 2-206 of this Code and publication of necessary legal notices; motion fees; .
Jury demand fees; charges for participation in, or attendance at, any mandatory process or procedure including, but not limited to,
conciliation, mediation, arbitration, counseling, evaluation, “Children First”, “Focus on Children” or similar programs; fees for
supplementary proceedings; charges for translation services; guardian ad litem fees; charges for certified copies of court documents;
and all other processes and procedures deemed by the court to be hecessary to commence, prosecute, defend, or enforce relief in a civil
action.

2) “Indigent person” means any person who meets one or more of the Jollowing criteria:

(i) He or she is receiving assistance under one or more of the following public benefits programs: Supplemental Security
Income (SSI), Aid to the Aged, Blind and Disabled (AABD), Temporary Assistance for Needy Families (TANF), Food Stamps, General
Assistance, State Transitional Assistance, or State Children and Family Assistance.

(i) His or her available income is 125% or less of the current poverty level as established by the United States Department
of Health and Human Services, unless the applicant’s assets that are not exe ipt under Part 9 or 10 of Article XII of this Code are of
nature and value that the court determines that the applicant is able to pay the fees, costs and charges.

- (iii) He or she is, in the discretion of the court, unable to proceed in an action without payment of fees, costs, and charges and
whose payment of those fees, costs, and charges would result in substantial hardship to the person or his or her family. .

(iv) He or she is an indigent person pursuant to Section 5-105.5 of this Code. [This states that “indigent person” means a person

- whose income is 125% or less of the current official federal poverty guidelines or who is otherwise eligible to receive civil legal services

under the Legal Services Corporation Act of 1974. (42 U.S.C.A. Sec. 2996 et. seq.)]

(b) On the application of any person, before or after the commencement of an action, a court, on ﬁhding\ that the applicant is an indigent
person, shall grant the applicant leave to sue or defend the action without payment of the fees, costs and charges of the action.

() An application for leave to sue or defend an action as an indigentlpel;son'shall be in writing and supported by the affidavit of the

applicant or, if the applicant is a minor or an Incompetent adult, by the affidavit of another person having knowledge of the facts. The
contents of the affidavit shall be established by Supreme Court Rule.

(d) The court shall rule on applications under this Section in a timely manner based on information contained in the application unless .
the court, in its discretion, requires the applicant to personally appear to explain or clarify information contained in the application. If

the court finds that the applicant is an indigent person, the court shall enter an order permitting the applicant to sue or defend without

Payment of fees; costs or charges. If the application is denied, the court shall enter an order to that effect stating the specific reasons for

the denial. The clerk of the court shall promptly mail or deliver a copy of the order to the applicant. :

. (¢) The clerk of the court shall not refuse to accept and file any complaint, appearance, or other paper presented by the applicant if
accompanied by an application to sue or defend in forma Ppauperis, and those papers shall be considered filed on the date the application
is presented. If the application is denied, the order shall state a date certain by which the necessary fees, costs, and charges must be paid. .
The court, for good cause shown, may allow an applicant whose application is denied to defer payment of fees, costs, and charges, make
installment payments, or make payment upon reasonable terms and conditions stated in the order. The court may dismiss the claims or
defenses of any party failing to pay the fees, costs, or charges within the time and in the manner ordered by the court. A determination
concerning an application to sue or defend in forma pauperis shall not be construed as a ruling on the merits.

(f) The court may order an indigent person to pay all or a portion of-the fees, costs, or charges waived pursuant to this Section out of
monies recovered by the indigent person pursuant te a judgment or settlement resulting from the civil action. However, nothing in this
Section shall be construed to limit the authority of a court to order another party to the action to pay the fees, costs, or charges of the
action. : : '

(g) A court, in its discretion, may appoint counsel to represent an indigent person, and that counsel shall perform his or her duties
without fees, charges, or reward. ’ -

(h) Nothing in this Section shall be construed to affect the right of a party to sue or defend an action in forma pauperis without the
payment of fees, costs, or charges, or the right of a party to court appointed counsel, as authorized by any other provision of law or by the
rules of the Illinois Supreme Court. . ' : T

(i) The provisions of this Section are severable under Section 1.31 the Statute on Statutes. See (5 ILCS 70/1.31)

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLIN?)IS L -
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