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VERIFIED COMPLAINT
PART I: SUMMARY OF THE CASE

1. This is a suit in law and equity against Defendants in their official and/or personal
capacities for-- without legal authority or just cause-- violating Plaintiff’s (*Jaime Hernandez™)
inalienable rights, which at all time relevant to the matters in regard to which Jaime Hernandez
herein complains were protected by the provisions of the common law, siate administrative and
statutory, federal statutory laws, and/or provisions of the state and federal constitutions applicable
at the time of the developments described herein, infer alia, by falsely imprisoning and arresting
Plaintiff in the Richard J. Daley Center in Chicago, Illinois (henceforth “the Daley Center™) and
for falsely prosecuting Him without probably cause, and especially for doing so as part of a pattern
of retaliation against many citizens, including Plaintiff, who have and has exercised their and his
constitutionally protected rights to expose the misdeeds of Their and His public servants, including
some of the employees of one of the most powerful occupants of the Daley Center-- the Sherift of
Cook Country (henceforth “the Sheriff”), Whose Office is a political subdivision of the State of
Ilinois. Plaintiff thus alleges illegal actions committed by Defendants that exceeded the scope of
Their authority, constituting an exception to the normal policy that claims against Municipal actors
in the performance of their duties are precluded by qualified immunity. Primarily, the relief sought
by Plaintiff in this suit is a preliminary and then a permanent injunction ordering the Sheriff to
cease and desist from and from preventing Plaintiff from using the various courthouses in Cook
County as He hitherto has done and has a right or privilege to do in any and all lawful ways.
Secondarily, Plaintiff seeks all other relief to which He is entitled. including compensatory, and, if

available, punitive damages.

PART 11: JURISDICTION AND VENUE



2. This Court, being a court of general jurisdiction, has-- per § 9 of Art. VI of the Illinois
Constitution, the Declaratory Action Act 735 ILCS 5/2-701, and the R.1.C.O. Act 18 USC 1964(c)-
- subject matter jurisdiction to entertain and to decide Plaintiff’s justiciable claims of a common
law, statutory law, constitutional law, and equitable nature, whose claims include but are not
limited to claims brought pursuant to the right of citizens to sue for constitutional violations 42
USC 1983, conspiracy violations 42 USC 1985(2) and (3) and 42 USC 1986, violations of the First
and Fourth Articles of the U.S. Bill of Rights, violations of § 1(b) and () the 14™ Amendment to
the U.S. Constitution, R.I.C.0. Act violations 18 USC 1962(c). B) Moreover, since all Parties
were and are located-- and the action in this case took place-- in Cook County, [llinois, the venue

of this lawsuit is also appropriate.

PART III: THE FACTS AND PLAINTIFF’S ALLEGATIONS THEREABOUT

Part 111A; Introduction

3. Ever since the 1980s Plamntiff has discovered that He has involuntarily become a
member of that small but growing class of American and [llinois citizens who feel compelled to
exercise their rights inter alia to free speech and to petition their government for redress of
grievances in order to expose and to seek a remedy for their collective and individual mistreatment
by their public servants, including Defendants, as manifested by Their incompetence, arbitrarily
authoritarian and anti-démocratic attitudes, and Their resentment and mistreatment of those vocal
minority (as well as non-minority) citizens who demand from Them the same respect and good
customer service that they expect and normally receive from private persons in commerce.

4. Plaintiff tends to believe that the USA and Illinois have become increasingly
communistic polities, and He has sought to counter said trend, to help stem the rising tide of
communism, and to support a more classically and naturally republican nation and State, and He
has done so by publicly advocating against public and private collectivism and corruption and for
more transparency and accountability in government. Specifically, Plaintiff has sought to
interview His errant public servants; has written them letters; has published same on His website,
www.injusticexposed.org; has demonstrated outside of governmental buildings by dressing as

Uncle Sam, carrying signs, and passing out leaflets; has filed several previous actions Himself in



state and federal courts; and has served as a bystander witness for acquaintances in their own state
and federal court actions.

5. § 23 of the Illinois Bill of Rights guarantees to all lllinoisans the right to “frequent
recurrence to the fundamental principles of civil government” without governmental harassment in
the fulfillment of their “individual obligations and responsibilities” to “preserve the blessings of
liberty.” One of the important ways that Illinoisans can fulfill, have fulfilled, and stili fulfill their
“individual obligations and responsibilities” to “preserve the blessings of liberty™ is by serving as
court-watchers in Iilinois courtrooms.

6. This important role was once performed in Cook County by trained court-watchers of
the Better Government Association in downtown Chicago, who would complete written reports on
their pre-printed forms and send them to the Chief Judge of the County. But that program,
tragically for Cook County justice, died for lack of funding. When it was functioning, however,
many court personnel, including private attorneys, public defenders, and even occasional
prosecutors would privately tell the BGA court-watchers that what transpired in courtrooms was
very different when the BGA court-watchers were present from what transpired there when they
were absent. Judicial, law enforcement, and clerical conduct in Cook County courtrooms was
usually on its best behavior when BGA court-watchers were present, because they knew that they
were being watched, by name, and that their individual and collective conduct would be reported
to and read by the Chief Judge. Since the death of the BGA program. court proceedings have
become noticeably less courteous and more lawless, so that private-- and in some instances,
admittedly untrained-- court-watchers have felt compelled to “stand in the gap.” Despite the
absence of badges and pre-printed forms, such private court-watchers still perform a useful service
insofar as they can and often do send their private reports to the Chief Judge, and they can and do
also write affidavits for indigent litigants who cannot afford court-reporters about what they
observed in the courtroom that they observed. Such bystander reports and affidavits are frequently
the only source of ‘objective’ information about what takes place in Cook County courtrooms, now
that official court-reporters have been removed from almost all Cook County civil courtrooms and
now that official court-reporters in Cook County criminal courtrooms are increasingly subject to

corrupt judicial influence to alter their transcripts.

- Part ITIB: Harassment by Sheriff’s Personnel While Serving as Court watcher


















































































