
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

EASTERN DIVISION

CHARLES STOKES )
) Case No.

Plaintiff, )
v. ) Judge

)
P.O. EWING #8653, P.O. ORTIZ #9748 ) Magistrate Judge
and THE CITY OF CHICAGO, )
a municipal corporation, ) JURY DEMAND

)
Defendants. )

COMPLAINT AT LAW

NOW COMES the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, by and through his attorneys Gregory E.

Kulis & Associates, Ltd., complaining against the Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653, P.O. ORTIZ

#9748 and the CITY OF CHICAGO, a municipal corporation, individually as follows:

COUNT I - FALSE ARREST – SEPTEMBER 2, 2015

1. This action is brought pursuant to the Laws of the United States Constitution,

specifically, 42 U.S.C. §1983 and §1988, and the laws of the State of Illinois, to redress

deprivations of the Civil Rights of the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, accomplished by acts and/or

omissions of the Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, committed under color

of law.

2. Jurisdiction is based on Title 28 U.S.C. §1343 and §1331 and supplemental

jurisdiction of the State of Illinois.

3. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, was at all relevant times, a United States citizen

and a resident of the State of Illinois.
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4. At all relevant times, the Defendants P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748,

were duly appointed Chicago Police Officers acting within their scope of employment and under

color of law.

5. On or about September 2, 2015, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES was visiting his

mother-in-law at 10725 S. Wabash in Chicago, Illinois.

6. The Plaintiff got in his car with another individual when the Defendants drove up on

them.

7. The passenger exited from the vehicle and police questioned him.

8. The Defendants pulled up, detained and started to question the Plaintiff.

9. The Plaintiff was not committing a crime or breaking any laws.

10. After the Defendants questioned the Plaintiff they searched his car.

11. The Defendants then told the Plaintiff they found a gun.

12. The Plaintiff was not in possession of a gun.

13. The Defendants then arrested the Plaintiff.

14. The charges against the Plaintiff were false.

15. At all relevant times, the Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748

were acting pursuant to the customs and policies of the Chicago Police Department.

16. The actions of the Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748 were

intentional, willful and with malice.

17. Said actions of the Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748 violated

the Plaintiff’s Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment Rights of the United States Constitution and were

in violation of said rights protected by 42 U.S.C. §1983.

18. As a direct and proximate consequence of said conduct of the Defendants, P.O.

EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, suffered violations of
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his constitutional rights, emotional anxiety, fear, humiliation, monetary loss, pain and suffering and

future pain and suffering.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, prays for judgment in his favor and

against the Defendants P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, for a reasonable amount in

compensatory damages, punitive damages, plus attorneys’ fees and costs.

COUNT II – MALICIOUS PROSECUTION

1-13. The Plaintiff hereby realleges and incorporates paragraphs 2 – 15 of Count I as his

respective allegations of paragraphs 1 – 13 of Count II as though fully set forth herein.

14. The Defendants proceeded with the charges knowing they were false.

15. The Plaintiff retained an attorney and had to litigate the matter.

16. The Defendant’s actions were intentional, willful and wanton.

17. The charges were resolved in the Plaintiff’s favor.

18. As a result of the actions of the Defendants, the Plaintiff suffered fear, emotional

distress, anxiety and monetary expenses.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, prays for judgment in his favor and

against the Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, for a reasonable amount in

compensatory damages, punitive damages, plus costs.

COUNT III – FALSE ARREST – NOVEMBER 21, 2015

1-4. The Plaintiff hereby realleges and incorporates his allegations of paragraphs 1 – 4 of

Count I as his respective allegations of paragraphs 1 – 14 of Count III as fully set forth herein.

5. On November 21, 2015, the Plaintiff was leaving his mother in law’s home when he

was stopped by the Defendants.

6. The Plaintiff was not committing a crime or breaking any laws.

7. There were no facts to support any probable cause to stop the Plaintiff.
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8. The Plaintiff was searched and had nothing illegal on him.

9. The Defendants without any legal basis took the Plaintiff’s car keys and without any

probable cause went on private property across the street and searched Mr. Stoke’s car.

10. Nothing illegal was found in his car.

11. The Plaintiff was arrested by the Defendants for possession of a controlled substance

because the Defendants claim they found some weed / marijuana somewhere near the house.

12. The Plaintiff did not have any marijuana.

13. At all relevant times, the Defendants were acting pursuant to the customs, practices

and policies of the Chicago Police Department.

14. The actions of the Defendants were intentional, willful and wanton.

15. Said actions of the Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748 violated

the Plaintiff’s Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment Rights of the United States Constitution and were

in violation of said rights protected by 42 U.S.C. §1983.

16. As a direct and proximate consequence of said conduct of the Defendants, P.O.

EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, suffered violations of

his constitutional rights, emotional anxiety, fear, humiliation, monetary loss, pain and suffering and

future pain and suffering.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, prays for judgment in his favor and

against the Defendants P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, for a reasonable amount in

compensatory damages, punitive damages, plus attorneys’ fees and costs.

COUNT IV – UNLAWFUL SEARCH

1-10. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, hereby realleges and incorporates his allegations

in paragraphs 1-10 of Count III as his respective allegations of paragraphs 1-10 of Count IV as

though fully set forth herein.
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11. The Defendants did not have a warrant or exigent circumstances to go onto private

property and search the Plaintiff’s vehicle.

12. The actions of the defendants constitute an unlawful / illegal search.

13. At all relevant times, the Defendants were acting pursuant to the customs, practices

and policies of the Chicago Police Department.

14. The actions of the Defendants were intentional, willful and wanton.

15. Said actions of the Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748 violated

the Plaintiff’s Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment Rights of the United States Constitution and were

in violation of said rights protected by 42 U.S.C. §1983.

16. As a direct and proximate consequence of said conduct of the Defendants, P.O.

EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, suffered violations of

his constitutional rights, emotional anxiety, fear, humiliation, monetary loss, pain and suffering and

future pain and suffering.

WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, prays for judgment in his favor and

against the Defendants P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, for a reasonable amount in

compensatory damages, punitive damages, plus attorneys’ fees and costs.

COUNT V – CITY OF CHICAGO/INDEMNIFICATION

1-37. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, hereby re-alleges and incorporates his

allegations of paragraphs 1-37 of Counts I through III as his respective allegations of paragraph 1-

37 of Count IV as though fully set forth herein.

38. Illinois Law provides that public entities are directed to pay ant tort judgment for

compensatory damages for which employees are liable within the scope of their employment

activities.
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39. Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748 are or were employees of

the City of Chicago Police Department, and acted within the scope of their employment in

committing this misconduct described herein.

40. If Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748 are found liable for any

of the acts alleged above, the Defendant CITY OF CHICAGO, would be liable to pay the Plaintiff,

CHARLES STOKES, any judgment obtained against said Defendants.

WHEREFORE, should the individual Defendants, P.O. EWING #8653 and P.O.

ORTIZ #9748, be found liable for any of the acts alleged above, the Defendant, CITY OF

CHICAGO, would be liable to pay the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES any judgment obtained

against the Defendant.

COUNT VI – MONELL POLICY CLAIM

1-12. The Plaintiff hereby realleges and incorporates his allegations of paragraphs 1-12 of

Count III as his respective allegations of paragraphs 1-12 of Count V as though fully set forth

herein.

13. After the false arrest of the Plaintiff, the Defendants informed he and a co-arrestee

that they were going to jail for the the alleged narcotics found “unless they came up with a gun”.

14. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES and his co-arrestee told the police they did not

have or own a gun.

15. One or both of the Defendants told the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES that for them

to be released and not to go to jail they had to give the police a gun.

16. Neither had a gun.

17. The co-arrestee of the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, arranged to obtain a gun.

18. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES was released after a gun was tendered to the

Defendants.

Case: 1:16-cv-10621 Document #: 1 Filed: 11/15/16 Page 6 of 8 PageID #:6



7

19. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES then requested that they both be released but was

told that for his co-arrestee to be released, the Plaintiff, Charles Stokes had to get the police a gun.

20. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES did not have a gun.

21. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES was ordered to hit the streets and obtain or buy

an illegal gun and turn it over to the Defendants.

22. The Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, was coerced to commit a crime to avoid he and

his friend from being arrested on false charges.

23. Said action of the Defendants was pursuant to a custom practice and policy to arrest

people on false charges and then in turn, have them conduct illegal felonious acts for the Chicago

Police.

24. Said unwritten practice, customs and policy was done to keep a point/score for police

officers in certain districts and reward officers accordingly for bringing in illegal guns off the

street(s).

25. Said custom practice and policy promoted illegal arrests of innocent individuals.

26. As a result of this custom, practice and policy, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES,

was falsely arrested.

27. The Plaintiff and co-arrestee were released after each turned a gun over to the Police.

28. As a result thereof, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES suffered a violation of his

Fourth and Fourteenth Amendment Rights of the United States Constitution as protected by 42

U.S.C. §1983.

29. As a direct and proximate consequence of said conduct of the Defendants, P.O.

EWING #8653 and P.O. ORTIZ #9748, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, suffered violations of

his constitutional rights, emotional anxiety, fear, humiliation, monetary loss, pain and suffering and

future pain and suffering.
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WHEREFORE, the Plaintiff, CHARLES STOKES, prays for judgment in his favor and

against the Defendants P.O. EWING #8653, P.O. ORTIZ #9748 and the CITY OF CHICAGO, for a

reasonable amount in compensatory damages, punitive damages, plus attorneys’ fees and costs.

JURY DEMAND

The Plaintiffs, CHARLES STOKES hereby requests a trial by jury.

Respectfully submitted

/s/ Gregory E. Kulis

Gregory E. Kulis & Associates, Ltd.
30 North LaSalle Street, Suite 2140
Chicago, Illinois 60602
(312) 580-1830
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