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THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION 
 
LISA WILLIAMSON,     )  
        ) 

Plaintiff     ) 09 C 562 
v.       ) 

        )  Hon. Judge Darrah 
MARK C. CURRAN, JR., SHERIFF OF LAKE COUNTY ) 
DETECTIVE TED SITTIG; DEPUTY ANTHONY  ) Mag. Judge Keys 
FANELLA; MARTA SCHROEDER; CHRISTINE   ) 
CAPUSON; GRETCHEN NEDDENRIEP; DIVER   ) 
GRACH, QUADE & MASINI, LLP, an Illinois limited  ) 
liability partnership      ) 
  Defendants     ) 

 

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT AT LAW 

NOW COMES Plaintiff LISA WILLIAMSON (“PLAINTIFF” or “Lisa”), by and through 

her attorneys Herman J. Marino and Herman J. Marino Ltd., P.C., and in and for her FIRST 

AMENDED COMPLAINT AT LAW, states the following against the above-named Defendants, to 

wit DETECTIVE TED SITTIG; DEPUTY ANTHONY FANELLA; MARK C. CURRAN, JR., 

SHERIFF of LAKE COUNTY; MARTA SCHROEDER; CHRISTINE CAPUSON; GRETCHEN 

NEDDENRIEP and DIVER, GRACH, QUADE & MASINI, LLP, as follows: 

JURISDICTION 

1. The jurisdiction of the court is invoked pursuant to the Civil Rights Act, 42 U.S.C. §    

1983; the Judicial Code, 28 U.S.C. § 1331 and § 1343(a); the Constitution of the United States; and 

this Court’s supplementary and ancillary jurisdiction over pendant state law claims. 

PARTIES 

2. PLAINTIFF LISA WILLIAMSON (“Lisa Williamson” or “PLAINTIFF”) is a 

resident of the State of Illinois and of the United States. 
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3. DEFENDANT MARTA SCHROEDER (“Schroeder” or “SCHROEDER”) is a 

resident of the State of Illinois and of the United States. 

4. DEFENDANT CHRISTINE CAPUSON (“Capuson” or “CAPUSON”) is a resident 

of the State of Illinois and of the United States. 

5. DEFENDANT DIVER, GRACH, QUADE & MASINI, LLP (“Diver” or “DIVER”) 

is an Illinois limited liability partnership with its principal place of business in the State of Illinois 

and of the United States. At all times relevant to this compliant, NEDDENRIEP was a partner of the 

Defendant DIVER. 

6. DEFENDANT GRETCHEN NEDDENRIEP (“Neddenriep” or “NEDDENRIEP”) is 

a resident of the State of Illinois and of the United States. At all times relevant to this compliant, 

NEDDENRIEP was an partner of the Defendant DIVER, GRACH, QUADE & MASINI, LLP and 

her actions as alleged herein are binding upon Diver. 

7. DEFENDANT OFFICER TED SITTIG (“Sittig”) and DEFENDANT DEPUTY 

ANTHONY FANELLA (“Fanella”) (collectively “DEFENDANT OFFICERS”) were at all times 

relevant hereto employed by and acting on behalf of the SHERIFF OF LAKE COUNTY, MARK C. 

CURRAN, JR. 

8. The SHERIFF OF LAKE COUNTY is the employer and principal of the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS as well as the other officers and/or employees referred to in this 

Complaint.  At all times material to this Complaint, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS were acting 

under color of state law, ordinance and/or regulation, statutes, custom and usages of LAKE 

COUNTY. Mark C. Curran, Jr., is the Sheriff of Lake County and, in that capacity, he establishes 

and implements the county’s policies or lack of polices with respect to arrest for criminal charges 

and regarding the arrest of wives of persons who are the subject of criminal investigations and where 
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charges are filed in connection with pending civil disputes. He is sued in his official capacity only. 

No damages are being sought against him individually. 

UNDERLYING FACTS REGARDING THE ARREST 

9. At all relevant times, Lance Williamson Stables LLC (“Williamson Stables”) is and 

was an Illinois limited liability company in good standing and engaged in the business of the 

purchase for sale and training of horses in the city of Gurnee, County of Lake, State of Illinois. 

10. At all relevant times, the Articles of Organization for The Lance Williamson Stables 

LLC did not impose any obligation upon Lance Williamson, or any other member, to assume 

liability for the debts or obligations of the Company.  

11. At all relevant times, the Field & Fences Barn of Gurnee, Illinois (“Field & Fences”) 

is and was engaged in the business of the purchase for sale and training of horses in the city of 

Gurnee, County of Lake, State of Illinois. 

12. During January 2006, The Lance Williamson Stables, LLC, agreed to sell a bay-

colored gelding horse named Chevallo (“Horse”) to Defendant Schroeder for a purchase price of 

$18,000. The sale was negotiated on behalf of Marta Schroeder by her horse trainer and agent, 

Defendant Christine Capuson, the agent and horse trainer for Schroeder at the Field and Fences Barn 

in Gurnee, Illinois. After the price of $18,000 was quoted to Capuson, Capuson demanded that the 

purchase price be increased to $20,000 to permit her to be paid a commission by her client Marta 

Schroeder of $2,000. The final purchase price agreed to by the parties was $20,000. 

13. During March 2007, Schroeder authorized Capuson to find a buyer for the Horse 

Chevallo and/or to place the Horse Chevallo for sale . Schroeder told Capuson that she would prefer 

not to have Lance Williamson or the Williamson Stables involved in the sale of the Horse.  
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14. Notwithstanding Schroeder’s stated objections to Lance Williamson, during March 

and April 2007, Capuson spoke with Lance Williamson for the purpose of having him show the 

Horse for sale at the Williamson Stables 

15. During March 2007, Christine Capuson called Lance Williamson, Managing Member 

of The Williamson Stables, stating that she was the agent and horse trainer for Schroeder at the Field 

and Fences Barn in Gurnee, Illinois and that Schroeder wanted to find a buyer for the Horse. 

Capuson stated that she wanted The Williamson Stables to show the Horse on consignment because 

the Horse was originally purchased from the Williamson Stables and Lance Williamson was familiar 

with the horse. At that time Williamson told Capuson that he had no unused stalls at his barn for the 

horse and could not accommodate her request at that time. 

16. On or about April 24, 2007, Christine Capuson spoke with Lance Williamson, 

Managing Member of The Williamson Stables stating that Schroeder still wanted to find a buyer for 

the Horse. On that date, Lance Williamson advised Capuson that he needed to have the Horse 

delivered to his Barn so that he could show the Horse to prospective buyers at his Barn and 

elsewhere and that while the Horse was being cared for at his Barn, he would be charging Schroeder 

the standard monthly charges for the boarding and feeding and care of the horse. On that date, 

Capuson, who was then still acting as agent for Schroeder, requested that the Williamson Stables 

provide services for the care, feeding and boarding of the Horse for the Counter-Defendant 

Schroeder while the Horse remained in possession of the Williamson Stables. On that date, Capuson 

further asked that all charges of the Williamson Stables for the Horse be sent to Capuson as agent for 

Schroeder; she specifically asked that the invoices not be sent directly to Schroeder. 

17. On or about April 27, 2007, Capuson arranged to have the Horse made available to 

the Williamson Barn which arranged to have the Horse picked up by its Barn Manager Jennifer 
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Crow at the Field and Fences Stables in Gurnee Illinois and transported the Horse to the Williamson 

Barn on that date. 

 18. The Horse has remained at the Williamson Barn from that date, where it remained 

until November 7, 2008, when the Horse was returned to Schroeder upon payment of a portion of the 

board bill due to the Stables. 

19. At no time did Lisa Williamson have any dealings or conversation with Capuson or 

Schroeder regarding the Horse 

20. At no time on or after April 27, 2007 did Lisa Williamson ride or have anything to do 

with the Horse. At the time the Williamson Stables took possession of the Horse on April 27, 2007, 

Lisa Williamson was recovering from an injury to her foot and was incapable of riding any horse. 

21. In reliance upon the promises and assurances of Capuson, and at the request of 

Capuson, who was then acting as agent for Schroeder, The Williamson Stables provided services for 

the care, boarding and feeding of the Horse commencing on or about April 27, 2007 which services 

continued through November 7, 2008, when the Horse was returned to Schroeder upon payment of a 

portion of the board bill due to the Stables. 

22. On July 1, 2007, the Williamson Stables issued its charges for boarding, feeding and 

care of the horse through June 30, 2007 to Capuson, as agent for Schroeder, a true and exact copy of 

which is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

 23. On July 2, 2007, the Williamson Stables recorded with the Lake County recorder its 

Memorandum of Stable Keeper’s Lien (“Lien”). Attached as Exhibit 2 is a copy of the Stable 

Keeper’s Lien recorded by Stables with the office of the Lake County Recorder on July 2, 2007 

recorded as document number 6206123. The information concerning the Lien follows: 

(A) Nature of instrument: Memorandum of Stable Keeper’s Lien. 

(B) Date lien arose: April 24, 2007 
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(C) Date of Memorandum of Lien: July 2, 2007 

(D) Name of Lien Debtor: Marta Schroeder  

(E) Name of Judgment Creditor: The Lance Williamson Stables, LLC 

(F) Date and place of recording: July 2, 2007, Recorder of Deeds of Lake County, 

Illinois. 

(G) Identification of recording: Document No. 6206123. 

(H) Interest subject to the mortgage: possessory interest in the Horse described below 

and presently located in Lake County, Illinois. 

(I) Amount of original indebtedness, including subsequent advances made under the 

lien: $7,645.00. 

(J) Both the description of the encumbered horse and the common address or other 

information sufficient to identify it with reasonable certainty (hereinafter referred 

to as the “Horse”): 

 

Bay-colored, with black mane and tail with three white socks, standing 17.3 hands 
(approximately five feet six inches, from the ground to the back) approximately eight 
feet from the ground to the top of the head, Holsteiner Warmblood, seven-year old 
gelding.    
 
Located at The Lance Williamson Stables, LLC 

34830 Cemetery Road, Gurnee, Illinois. 60031. 
 

24. The Lien was prepared by Lance Williamson and signed by Lance Williamson as the 

owner of the Williamson Stables. Lisa Williamson had no involvement in the drafting, preparation or 

filing or recording of the Lien. 

EVENTS LEADING UP TO THE PLAINTIFF’S ARREST 

 25. The Williamson Stables had possession of the Horse from the time it took possession 

of the Horse on or about April 27, 2007 through the date it was returned on November 7, 2008.  

 26. Upon information and belief, on or about June 30, 2007 Schroeder asked Capuson for 

a status report as to the sale.  
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27. At no time between April 27, 2007 through July 2, 2007 did Capuson inform 

Schroeder that the Horse was in possession of Lance Williamson and the Williamson Stables.  

28. At no time during that period was the Horse in the possession of Lisa Williamson. 

 29. During late June, 2007, Capuson called Lance Williamson to find out if he had found 

a buyer for the Horse. He advised her that he had not. When Capuson then demanded return of the 

Horse, Lance Williamson then demanded payment of the board and other costs for the horse.  

30. Capuson then told Schroeder that Lance Williamson has asked Capuson to give him 

the Horse to “try out for a few days,” and did not inform Schroeder of her agreement with Lance 

Williamson for the Williamson Stables to show the Horse for sale and to pay for the board and other 

charges incurred for the Horse.   

31. In order to obtain possession of the Horse without having to pay the Williamson 

Stables for board and other charges relating to the Horse, on July 2, 2007, Capuson and Schroeder 

concocted a false story that Lance Williamson had “stolen” the Horse and decided to submit a police 

report with the Lake County Sheriff, accusing Lance Williamson and Lisa Williamson of theft of the 

Horse. (hereinafter referred to as the “Schroeder Civil Dispute”). 

32. On July 3, 2007, Schroeder filed a written police report with the Lake County Sheriff, 

a true and exact copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 3. Nothing in that report made any 

reference to any act, error or omission of Lisa Williamson because Schroeder knew that Lisa 

Williamson had engaged in no act, error, or omission which could subject her to criminal liability.  

Nonetheless, Schroeder was informed that the Lake County Sherriff’s office was using her complaint 

to initiate criminal charges against Lisa Williamson.  

33. Schroeder allowed a criminal complaint to be filed and pursued against Lisa 

Williamson, knowing that Lisa Williamson had no involvement with Schroeder or the Horse. 
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Schroeder’s actions were not done with a view to do justice. Her acts were not genuinely aimed at 

securing favorable government action as to Lisa Williamson. She did so in order to achieve a 

strategic advantage in her civil disputes with Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables. 

34. On July 6, 2007, Capuson filed a written police report with the Lake County Sheriff, a 

true and exact copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 4. Nothing in that report made any 

reference to any act, error or omission of Lisa Williamson in connection with possession of the 

Horse because Capuson knew that Lisa Williamson had engaged in no act, error, or omission which 

could subject her to criminal liability.  Nonetheless, Capuson was informed that the Lake County 

Sherriff’s office was using her complaint to initiate criminal charges against Lisa Williamson.  

35. Capuson allowed a criminal complaint to be filed against Lisa Williamson, knowing 

that Lisa Williamson had no involvement with Capuson, Schroeder or the Horse. Capuson did so not 

with a view to do justice. Her acts were not genuinely aimed at securing favorable government 

action as to Lisa Williamson. Capuson did so for two reasons: to conceal from Schroeder the fact 

that she had allowed the Lance Williamson Stables to try and sell the Horse, and to help Schroeder 

achieve a strategic advantage in Schroeder’s civil disputes with Lance Williamson and the Lance 

Williamson Stables.      

36. On July 6, 2007, Defendant Officer Sittig appeared at the Lance Williamson Stables 

to investigate the claims of Capuson and Schroeder. At that time, he met with the barn manager for 

the Williamson Stables, Jenny Crow, who provided him a copy of the Lien. He told Crow that the 

Lien was “irrelevant.” 

37. On or about July 6, 2007, Defendant Fanella prepared a report based upon his initial 

investigation, a true and exact copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 5. Nothing in that report 

made any reference to any act, error or omission of Lisa Williamson.  
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38. On July 6, 2007, Defendant Sittig prepared a report based upon his initial 

investigation, a true and exact copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 6. That report made no 

reference to any act, error or omission of Lisa Williamson in connection with the possession of the 

Horse. His report simply recounted a single conversation with Lisa Williamson in which she stated 

that money was owed for “board and maintenance.” Defendant Fanella’s report stated that he 

ordered Lisa Williamson to return the Horse because there was “no signed contract.” 

39. On or about July 14, 2007, the Lake County Sheriff’s Office issued a warrant for the 

arrest of Lance Williamson and Lisa Williamson for theft of the Horse, based upon the 

recommendation and the purported investigation of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS. In so doing, the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS concluded that the Memorandum of Lien recorded by the Lance 

Williamson Stables under the Illinois Stable Keeper’s Lien Act was issued under false pretenses 

because there was no “written contract.” 

40. At no time between June 30, 2007 and July 14, 2008 did Capuson call Lisa 

Williamson to find out the status or whereabouts of the Horse. 

41. At no time between June 30, 2007 and July 14, 2008 did Schroeder speak with Lisa 

Williamson to find out the status or whereabouts of the Horse. 

 42. At no time between June 30, 2007 and July 14, 2007 did Capuson provide the Lake 

County Sheriff with any information pertaining to any statements, acts, errors or omissions of Lisa 

Williamson in connection with the Horse.  

43. At no time between June 30, 2007 and July 14, 2007 did Capuson contact the Lake 

County Sheriff’s Office to inform them that the had no contact with Lisa Williamson and that Lisa 

Williamson had no involvement with Capuson or the Horse, and that all such contacts were with 

Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables.  
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44. Between June 30, 2007 and July 14, 2007 Capuson allowed criminal charges to be 

filed against Lisa Williamson knowing that Lisa Williamson has no involvement with Capuson, 

Schroeder or the Horse. Capuson’s actions were not done with a view to do justice and were not 

genuinely aimed at securing favorable government action as to Lisa Williamson. Capuson did so for 

two reasons: to conceal from Schroeder the fact that she had allowed the Lance Williamson Stables 

to try and sell the Horse, and to help Schroeder achieve a strategic advantage in Schroeder’s civil 

disputes with Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables.     

45. From June 30, 2007 through July 14, 2007, Schroeder knew that Lisa Williamson had 

made no statement, act, error, or omission which could subject her to criminal liability for theft of 

the Horse but allowed the Lake County Sheriff to charge Lisa Williamson with theft of the Horse 

knowing that Lisa Williamson had nothing to do with Capuson, Schroeder or the Horse. In so doing 

Schroeder, by her silence, allowed the prosecution of Lisa Williamson to be commenced and to 

proceed. 

46. At no time between June 30, 2007 and July 14, 2007 did Schroeder contact the Lake 

County Sheriff’s Office to inform them that she had no contact with Lisa Williamson and that Lisa 

Williamson had no involvement with her, Capuson or the Horse, and that all such contacts were with 

Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables.  

47. Between June 30, 2007 and July 14, 2007, Schroeder allowed criminal charges to be 

filed and pursued against Lisa Williamson knowing that Lisa Williamson has no involvement with 

Capuson, Schroeder or the Horse. Schroeder’s actions were not done with a view to do justice and 

were not genuinely aimed at securing favorable government action as to Lisa Williamson. She did so 

in order to achieve a strategic advantage in her civil disputes with Lance Williamson and the Lance 
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Williamson Stables. In so doing, she knowingly provided false information to the Lake County 

Sheriff by virtue of her silence. 

48. From June 30, 2007 through July 14, 2007, Capuson knew that Lisa Williamson had 

made no statement, act, error, or omission which could subject her to criminal liability for theft of 

the Horse but allowed the Lake County Sheriff to charge Lisa Williamson with theft of the Horse 

knowing that Lisa Williamson had nothing to do with Capuson, Schroeder or the Horse. In so doing 

Capuson, by her silence, allowed the prosecution of Lisa Williamson to be commenced and to 

proceed. 

49. At no time between June 30, 2007 and July 14, 2007 did any other person provide the 

Lake County Sheriff with any information pertaining to any statements, acts, errors or omissions of 

Lisa Williamson. 

 50. During July, 2007, Schroeder retained Gretchen Neddenriep as her attorney to pursue 

a claim for return of the Horse and damages. 

 51. On or about August 2, 2007, Neddenriep, acting as the attorney for Schroeder, filed a 

civil action in the Circuit Court for the 19th Judicial District in Lake County, Illinois entitled Marta 

Schroeder v. Lance Williamson, Lisa Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables, LLC, 07 CH 

1940. (hereinafter referred to as the “Schroeder Civil Action”). 

52. On and as of that date, Neddenriep was engaged in a relationship with Edward 

Ligenza, an officer of the Office of the Sheriff of Lake County who was then an officer and/or 

employee of the Lake County Sheriff’s Office. (Hereinafter referred to as the “Neddenriep/Ligenza 

Relationship”). 
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53. In the Schroeder Civil Action, Neddenriep induced Defendant Sittig to sign an 

affidavit for submission to the court in that civil proceeding, a true and exact copy of which is 

attached hereto as Exhibit 7. 

54. In the Schroeder Civil Action, Neddenriep induced Defendant Fanella to sign 

affidavits for submission to the court in that civil proceeding, a true and exact copy of which is 

attached hereto as Exhibit 8. 

55. On August 3, 2007, Neddenreip presented Schroeder’s Petition for Temporary 

Restraining Order in order to obtain possession of the Horse. The Petition was presented before the 

Honorable Judge Mitchell Hoffman.  

56. In open court on August 3, 2007, Neddenriep stated to Judge Hoffman that she had 

engaged in an ex parte communication with another Judge, the Honorable Judge Theodore Potkonjak, 

who was the judge before whom the criminal case against Lance and Lisa Williamson had been 

assigned, People v Lance and Lisa Williamson, 07 F 2538/2539. On that date Neddenreip represented to 

Judge Hoffman that Judge Potkonjak had to her that he “had no objection” to Judge Hoffman entering 

an order for return of the Horse. 

57. Neddenriep provided no advance notice to either the Lake County State’s attorney or 

counsel for the Williamson of her intent to engage in an ex parte communication with Judge Potkonjak. 

No representative of the Lake County State’s attorney was present when Neddenreip engaged in the ex 

parte communication with Judge Potkonjak. 

 58. Neddenriep’s ex parte communication with Judger Potkonjak was a violation of the 

Illinois Rules of Professional Conduct, including but not limited to RPC 3.5(i).  
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59. Neddenriep’s communication to Judge Hoffman of her ex parte communication with 

Judger Potkonjak was a violation of the Illinois Rules of Professional Conduct, including but not limited 

to RPC 3.3.  

60. Neddenriep’s ex parte communication with Judger Potkonjak and informed Judge 

Hoffman of that ex parte communication to Judge Hoffman was not done view to do justice. Further 

her acts were not genuinely aimed at securing favorable government action as to Lisa Williamson. 

She did so in order to achieve a strategic advantage in Schroeder’s civil disputes with Lance 

Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables. 

61. In the Schroeder Civil Action, Schroeder and Neddenriep filed a complaint alleging 

Lisa Williamson had engaged in theft of the Horse. That allegation was false and known by both 

Schroeder and Neddenriep to be false when it was included in the Complaint filed August 2, 2007. 

62. In the Schroeder Civil Action, Schroeder and Neddenriep filed an amended complaint 

alleging Lisa Williamson had engaged in theft of the horse.  That allegation was false and known by 

both Schroeder and Neddenriep to be false when it was included in the Amended Complaint filed 

July 3, 2008. 

63. Neddenriep and Schroeder kept Lisa Williamson in the Schroeder Civil Action, 

despite the fact that each knew that Lisa Williamson had no involvement with Schroeder, Capuson, 

or the Horse because Lisa Williamson was a Defendant in the Criminal case. 

64. Schroeder allowed the criminal prosecution against Lisa Williamson to continue in 

order to provide herself a strategic advantage in the Schroeder Civil Action. 

65. Neddenriep allowed the prosecution against Lisa Williamson to continue in order to 

provide herself, the DIVER Firm and Schroder a strategic advantage in the Schroeder Civil Action. 

INVESTIGATION OF THE DEFENDANT OFFICERS PRIOR TO PLAINTIFF’S ARREST 
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66. At all times from July 1, 2007 through July 14, 2007, the Horse was physically 

located at the Lance Williamson Stables. 

 67. On July 1, 2007, Defendant Fanella went to the Lance Williamson Stables but failed 

to personally inspect the premises to determine whether the Horse was on the Barn premises at that 

time. 

68 On July 1, 2007, Defendant Fanella met with Jenny Crow, the Barn Manager for the 

Lance Williamson Stales. At that time Defendant Fanella instructed Crow that the Horse had to be 

returned to Schroeder because he had concluded “ there was no written contract” for boarding the 

Horse.  

69. On July 1, 2007, Defendant Fanella spoke with PLAINTIFF and told her the Horse 

had to be returned to Schroeder because he had concluded “there was no written contract” for 

boarding the Horse.  

70. As of July 1, 2007, the Lien was governed by the Illinois Labor And Storage Lien 

Act, 770 ILCS 45/6, which provided that upon service of the lien upon the Office of the County 

Sheriff, the sheriff was to retain possession of the horse and not release it until entry of an order by a 

court of competent jurisdiction. Absent such a court order, the Act did not give the county sheriff 

any authority to remove the property and return it to whomever the sheriff believed was the rightful 

owner based upon whether or not there was a “written contract.”  

71. On July 2, 2007, while at his office, Defendant Fanella was provided with a copy of 

the Lien. 

72. Upon information and belief, Defendant Fanella made no further inquiries or 

conducted no further investigation regarding the meaning or effect of the Lien under either the 

Illinois Stable Keeper’s Lien Act or the Illinois Labor and Storage Lien Act. 
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73. During the morning of July 6, 2007, Defendant Sittig went to the Lance Williamson 

Stables but failed to inspect the premises to determine whether the Horse was on the barn premises 

at that time. 

74. While at the Barn Premises, the Barn Manager Jenny Crow provided Defendant Sittig 

a copy of the Lien. Defendant Sittig ignored the Lien and told Crow that the Horse had to be 

returned immediately. 

75. On July 6, 2007, Defendant Sittig spoke with PLAINTIFF and told her the Horse had 

to be returned to Schroeder immediately and that if she did not do so “….this matter will come back 

to bite you in the ass.”  

76. As of July 6, 2007, the Lien was governed by the Illinois Labor And Storage Lien 

Act, 770 ILCS 45/6, which provided that upon service of the lien upon the Office of the County 

Sheriff, the sheriff was to retain possession of the horse and not release it until entry of an order by a 

court of competent jurisdiction. Absent such a court order, the Act did not give the county sheriff 

any authority to remove the property and return it to whomever the sheriff believed was the rightful 

owner based upon whether or not there was a “written contract.”  

77. Upon information and belief, Defendant Sittig made no further inquiries or conducted 

no further investigation regarding the meaning or effect of the Lien under either the Illinois Stable 

keeper’s Lien Act or the Illinois Labor and Storage Lien Act. 

78. During the evening of July 6, 2007, Defendant Sittig interviewed Capuson and 

obtained a written statement from her (Exhibit 4). During that interview Detective Sittig made no 

inquiries regarding the Lien in his interview of Capuson. 

79. On and before July 14, 2007, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS found no evidence that 

possession of the Horse was turned over to Lisa Williamson. 
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80. On and before July 14, 2007, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS found no evidence that 

Lisa Williamson had concealed the whereabouts of the Horse. 

81. On and before July 14, 2007, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS found no evidence that 

Lisa Williamson was in any way involved in the preparation, signing, filing or recording of the Lien. 

82. On and before July 14, 2007, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS found no evidence that 

Lisa Williamson had any involvement with the Lance Williamson Stables in connection with its 

possession and efforts to sell the Horse. 

83. On or about July 14, 2007, the Lake County Sheriff’s Office issued a warrant for the 

arrest of Lance Williamson and Lisa Williamson for theft of the Horse under Section 5/16-

1(a)(1)(A), 720 ILCS 5/16-1(a)(1)(A), based upon the recommendation and the purported 

investigation of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS. In so doing, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS 

concluded that the Lien recorded by the Lance Williamson Stables under the Illinois Stable Keeper’s 

Lien Act was issued under false pretenses, since there was no “written contract” for the boarding and 

care of the Horse. 

 84. Under Section 5/16-1(a)(1)(A), a person is guilty of theft when he or she “knowingly 

obtains or exerts unauthorized control over property of the owner and intends to derive the owner 

permanently of the use or benefit of the property.”  

85. On or about July 14, 2007, there was not probable cause to charge the PLAINTIFF 

with theft of the Horse under the Illinois Criminal Code, 720 ILCS 5/16-1(a)(1)(A) since there was 

no evidence that she willfully procured the Horse from Schroeder or her agent CAPUSON, had any 

involvement with the Horse, or was in anyway involved in the preparation, filing or recording of the 

Lien. 
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86. On or about July 14, 2007, there was not probable cause to charge the PLAINTIFF 

for theft of the Horse under the Illinois Criminal Code, 720 ILCS 5/16-1(a)(1)(A) since there was no 

evidence that she willfully had obtained possession of the Horse or was seeking to permanently 

deprive SCHROEDER of the use or benefit of the Horse. 

87. On or about July 14, 2007, there was not sufficient evidence to prosecute the 

PLAINTIFF for theft of the Horse since there was no evidence that she willfully procured the Horse 

from Schroeder or her agent Capuson, had any involvement with the Horse, or was in anyway 

involved in the preparation, filing or recording of the Lien, or that she was willfully acting to 

permanently deprive Schroeder of the use or benefit of the Horse. 

88. On or about July 14, 2007, there was not sufficient evidence to charge Lance 

Williamson with theft of the Horse since Schroeder was not deprived of the use or benefit of the 

Horse. Therefore, Lance Williamson was not willfully acting to permanently deprive Schroeder of 

the use or benefit of the Horse. 

89. On or about July 14, 2007, there was not sufficient evidence to prosecute Lance 

Williamson with theft of the Horse since Schroeder was not deprived of the use or benefit of the 

Horse. Therefore, Lance Williamson was not willfully acting to permanently deprive Schroeder of 

the use or benefit of the Horse. 

90. On or about July 14, 2007, there was not probable cause to charge any agent of the 

Williamson Stables with theft of the Horse, since Schroeder was not deprived of the use or benefit of 

the Horse. 

91. On or about July 14, 2007, there was not sufficient evidence to prosecute or charge 

any agent of the Williamson Stables with theft of the Horse, since, based upon the face of the Lien, 

Schroeder was not deprived of the use or benefit of the Horse. 
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ALLEGATIONS REGARDING THE ARREST 

92. On or about July 14, 2007, some or all of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS were 

engaged in an unreasonable seizure of the PLAINTIFF Lisa Williamson. This conduct violated the 

Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

93. On or about July 14, 2007, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS charged and/or 

participated in the charging of PLAINTIFF Lisa Williamson with criminal activity, and arrested, 

participated in the arrest and/or failed to prevent the arrest of the PLAINTIFF Lisa Williamson 

notwithstanding the fact that the DEFENDANT OFFICERS failed to observe and/or learn that 

PLAINTIFF Lisa Williamson had committed any criminal activity of any sort. The DEFENDANT 

OFFICERS did not have probable cause to believe that criminal activity took place by the 

PLAINTIFF Lisa Williamson. 

94. On July 14, 2007, PLAINTIFF had not committed an act contrary to the laws of the 

State of Illinois. 

95. As a direct proximate result of one or more of the aforesaid acts or omissions of the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS, PLAINTIFF was caused to suffer damages. 

96. On or about July 14, 2007, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS were on duty at all times 

relevant to this complaint and were duly appointed police officers for the SHERRIFF OF LAKE 

COUNTY. THE DEFENDANT OFFICERS engaged in the conduct complained of, on said date, in 

the course and scope of employment and while on duty.  This action is being brought with regard to 

the individual capacity of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS. 

97. Upon information and belief, on July 14, 2007, various employees and agent of the 

LAKE COUNTY SHERIFF came into physical contact with PLAINTIFF. 
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ADMISSIONS UNDER OATH OF SCHROEDER, CAPUSON AND THE DEFENDANT 
OFFICERS AT THE CRIMINAL TRIAL 

 

98. In her testimony at the criminal trial, Schroeder admitted that she had no evidence 

that possession of the Horse was turned over to Lisa Williamson. 

99. In her testimony at the criminal trial, Schroeder admitted that she had no conversation 

with Lisa Williamson at any time regarding the Horse and made no attempt to communicate in 

anyway with Lisa Williamson regarding the Horse. 

100. In her testimony at the criminal trial, Capuson admitted that she had no evidence that 

possession of the Horse was turned over to Lisa Williamson. 

101. In her testimony at the criminal trial, Capuson admitted that she had no conversation 

with Lisa Williamson at any time regarding the Horse and made no attempt to communicate in 

anyway with Lisa Williamson regarding the Horse. 

102. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Fanella admitted that 

recommended that charges be filed against PLAINTIFF because “there was no written agreement” 

with Schroeder and he further admitted that he did not know what the requirements were for an 

enforceable agreement in Illinois. 

103. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Fanella testified that he 

had no evidence that Lisa Williamson had obtained possession of the Horse or concealed the 

whereabouts of the Horse. 

104. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Fanella admitted that he 

had no evidence that Lisa Williamson was in any way involved in or with The Lance Williamson 

Stables, LLC. 
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105. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Fanella admitted that he 

had no evidence that Lisa Williamson was in any way involved in the preparation, signing, filing or 

recording of the Lien. 

106. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that he 

conducted no inquiry or investigation to determine whether Lisa Williamson had any involvement 

with the Lance Williamson Stables in connection with its possession and efforts to sell the Horse. 

107. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that he had 

no evidence that Lisa Williamson had any involvement with the Lance Williamson Stables in 

connection with its possession of the Horse and its efforts to sell the Horse. 

108. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig testified that he had 

no evidence that Lisa Williamson had obtained possession of the Horse or concealed the 

whereabouts of the Horse. 

109. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that he had 

no evidence that Lisa Williamson was in any way involved in or with the Lance Williamson Stables, 

LLC. 

110. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that he had 

no evidence that Lisa Williamson was in any way involved in the preparation, signing, filing or 

recording of the Lien. 

111. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that on 

July 6, 2007, before charging Lisa Williamson with a crime, he had been provided a copy of the 

Williamson Stables Lien. 
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112. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that as of 

July 6, 2007, there was a separate section of the Office of the Sheriff of Lake County, a “civil 

process division,” that handled foreclosure of liens and repossessions of property. 

113. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that he 

took no action to turn over a copy of the Lien to the Civil Process Division of the Office of the 

Sheriff of Lake County. 

114. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that he 

was unaware of the Illinois Stable Keeper’s Lien Act or of the obligations imposed upon the sheriff’s 

office for foreclosure of such a lien under Illinois Labor and Storage Lien Act, 770 ILCS 40/49 and 

45/6. 

115. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig stated that having 

Jenny crow hand him a copy of the Lien was “not the same thing” as having it served upon the 

Office of the Lake County Sheriff. 

116. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that he 

conducted no inquiry or investigation to determine whether Lisa Williamson had any involvement 

with the Lance Williamson Stables in connection with its possession and efforts to sell the Horse. 

117. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that he had 

no evidence that Lisa Williamson had any involvement with the Lance Williamson Stables in 

connection with its possession of the Horse and its efforts to sell the Horse. 

118. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that 

Gretchen Neddenriep had possession of materials regarding the prior arrests of Lance Williamson 

that came from the “CAT System” maintained by the Office of the Lake County Sheriff that she was 
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using in the Schroeder Civil Case but that were not produced by the Lake County State’s Attorney to 

the Williamsons in that criminal proceeding. 

119. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Sittig admitted that he 

recommended that charges be filed against PLAINTIFF because “there was no agreement” with 

Schroeder and he further admitted that he did not know what the requirements were for an 

enforceable agreement in Illinois. 

 
ACTS IN CONCERT AMONG DEFENDANT OFFICERS, MARTA SCHROEDER AND 

CHRISTINE CAPUSON and GRETCHEN NEDDENRIEP. 
 

120. On or about August 2, 2007 Defendant Officer Sittig signed an affidavit that was filed 

in the Schroeder Civil Action, a true and exact copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 7. 

121. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that the 

Affidavit was drafted by Neddenriep. 

122. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Sittig admitted that the 

Affidavit attaches materials regarding the prior arrests of Lance Williamson that came from the 

“CAT System” maintained by the Office of the Lake County Sheriff that she was using in the 

Schroeder Civil Case.  

123. Upon information and belief, the documents and information referenced in the 

Affidavit signed by Defendant Fanella were provided to Neddenriep by employees of the Office of 

the Sheriff of Lake County. 

124. On or about August 2, 2007 Defendant Fanella signed an affidavit that was filed in 

the Schroeder Civil Action, a true and exact copy of which is attached hereto as Exhibit 8. 
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125. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Fanella admitted that the 

Affidavit was drafted by Neddenriep and that he met Neddenriep at a gas station in Gurnee for the 

purpose of signing the Affidavit. 

126. In his testimony at the criminal trial, the Defendant Officer Fanella admitted that the 

he signed the Affidavit at the request of Neddenriep and that he knew her in part because she was 

involved in a relationship with Edward Ligenza, then an employee of the Office of the Sheriff of 

Lake County. 

 
LACK OF ADEQUATE OVERSIGHT AND TRAINING BY THE SHERIFF OF LAKE 

COUNTY CAUSED A CUSTOM TO TOLERATE CONSTITUTIONAL DEPRIVATIONS 
 

127. As a result of its lack of adequate oversight of its officers, including the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS, the LAKE COUNTY SHERIFF (“SHERIFF”) tolerated a widespread 

custom under which criminal charges could be lodged and pursued in order to provide a strategic 

advantage to civil litigant, especially those who are represented by counsel engaged in a sexual 

relationship with one of its employees.  

128. As a result of its lack of adequate oversight of its officers, including the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS, the LAKE COUNTY SHERIFF (“SHERIFF”) tolerated a widespread 

custom under which criminal charges could be lodged and pursued against the wife of the target of 

criminal investigation. 

129. In addition, as a further result of its lack of adequate oversight of its officers, 

including the SHERIFF tolerated a widespread custom under which charges of theft could be lodged 

and pursued without regard to the requirements imposed upon county sheriff under the Illinois Stable 

Keeper’s Lien Act, 770 ILCS 40/49, and the Illinois Labor and Storage Act, 770 ILCS 45/6.  
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130. But for this lack of adequate oversight of its officers and wide spread customs as 

hereinbefore alleged, the charges against the PLAINTIFF would not have been submitted by the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS.  

131. In addition, but for the lack of adequate oversight of its officers and widespread 

custom to ignore the requirements of the Illinois Stable Keeper’s Lien Act, 770 ILCS 40/49, and the 

Illinois Labor and Storage Act, 770 ILCS 45/6, the charges against Lance Williamson would not 

have been submitted by the DEFENDANT OFFICERS.  

 132. At all relevant times, the PLAINTIFF enjoyed a constitutional right not be charged 

with a crime for which there was no evidence against her. 

133. As a result of these widespread customs tolerated by the SHERRIFF, the PLAINTIFF 

suffered a deprivation of her constitutional right to not be charged with a crime for which there was 

no evidence against her. 

RESULTS OF THE CRIMINAL TRIAL 

134. On June 2, 2008, after a bench trial, the trial court, the Honorable Judge Fred 

Foreman, entered directed findings in favor of the Defendants finding that, based upon the face of 

the Lien, Schroeder was not deprived of the use or benefit of the Horse since all she had to do to 

secure release of the Horse was to pay her board bill. 

 

 

RESULTS OF THE SCHROEDER CIVIL ACTION 

135. On October 30, 2008, the trial judge in the Schroeder Civil Action entered his order 

that the Lance Williamson Stables accept payment in full of its board charges of $16,300.00 incurred 

through October 30, 2008 in exchange for return of the Horse. See copy attached here to as Exhibit 
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9. On November 8, 2008, the Horse was exchanged for the payment made to the Lance Williamson 

Stables.  

EQUAL PROTECTION 

136. In connection with the Equal Protection Claim, PLAINTIFF was a “Class of One.” In 

that regard, PLAINTIFF was treated with ill will and/or discriminated against with no rational   

basis.  PLAINTIFF was intentionally treated differently as a result of having a husband who had a 

dispute with a person being represented by Gretchen Neddenriep. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS 

acted with discriminatory intent by treating PLAINTIFF differently and trying to cause further injury 

to PLAINTIFF by generating false evidence against PLAINTIFF and ignoring the exculpatory 

evidence that she had committed no crime. Further, PLAINTIFF was similarly situated to other 

individuals involved in incidents with police officers whose husbands were charged with a crime but 

where the complaining witness to that crime was not being represented by Gretchen Neddenriep. 

137. The actions of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS, which led to the filing of criminal 

charges to be lodged against PLAINTIFF, demonstrate that the DEFENDANT OFFICERS failed in 

their duty to enforce the laws equally and fairly towards the PLAINTIFF, therefore violating the 

Equal Protection Clause of the Fourteenth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

138. PLAINTIFF was intentionally treated differently as a result of the personal 

relationship between Gretchen Neddenriep, counsel for Schroeder, and Edward Ligenza, and the 

Schroeder’s civil dispute with Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables, which resulted 

in the charges being filed against PLAINTIFF by the DEFENDANT OFFICERS. 

139. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS acted with discriminatory intent by treating 

PLAINTIFF differently and trying to cause further injury to PLAINTIFF solely to give Schroeder a 

strategic advantage in her civil dispute with Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables. 
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140. PLAINTIFF was similarly situated to other individuals involved in incidents with 

police officers whose husbands were not in a dispute with a person represented by Gretchen 

Neddenriep. 

141. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS, each of them, have participated in the arrest of over 

20 individuals prior to the arrest of the PLAINTIFF whose husbands were not in a dispute with a 

person represented by Gretchen Neddenriep. 

142. On at least 20 occasions prior to July 14, 2007, the DEFENDANT OFFICERS, each 

of them, have not arrested the wives of persons under investigation for theft. 

143. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS, each of them, have been trained, prior to July 14, 

2007 that upon the signing of a criminal complaint, there is a strong likelihood that a criminal action 

will commence against the party with whom the allegations are submitted in the criminal complaint. 

144. Defendant Fanella, on at least 20 occasions prior to and/or after July 14, 2007, has 

participated in the arrest of a person under investigation for theft without arresting the wife of that 

person. 

145. Defendant Fanella, on at least 20 occasions prior to and/or after July 14, 2007, has 

submitted criminal complaints against person charged with a crime without also charging the wife of 

the person charged 

146. On July 14, 2007, there was no reasonable reason for Defendant Fanella to contribute 

to a criminal complaint with respect to PLAINTIFF. 

147. Defendant Sittig, on at least 20 occasions prior to and/or after July 14, 2007, has 

participated in the arrest of a person under investigation for theft without arresting the wife of that 

person. 
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148. Defendant Sittig, on at least 20 occasions prior to and/or after July 14, 2007, has 

submitted criminal complaints against person charged with a crime without also charging the wife of 

the person charged 

149. On July 14, 2007, there was no reasonable reason for Defendant Sittig to contribute to 

criminal complaint with respect to PLAINTIFF. 

150. A code of silence exists between officers of the Sherriff of Lake County.  This code 

of silence obstructs the legal process (by preventing the free flow of honest information with regard 

to acts of misconduct and the processing and disclosure of exculpatory evidence and by arranging to 

disclose confidential information of the Department to the counsel for litigants who have a personal 

relationship with officers and/or employees of the Sherriff’s Office). This code of silence contributes 

to the filing of discriminatory complaints against persons not guilty of a crime but who are charged 

with a crime by the Sheriff’s Office in order to provide strategic advantage to litigants whose legal 

counsel have personal relationship with officer and/or employees of the Sheriff’s Office. 

COUNT I 
§1983 False Arrest 

151. PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-150 as though fully set forth herein. 

152. At all relevant times, the PLAINTIFF enjoyed a constitutional right not be charged 

with a crime for which there was no probable cause that she committed, and/or because she is the 

wife of the alleged perpetrator of the crime, in violation of the Fourth Amendment to the United 

States Constitution. 

153. The aforesaid constitutional right was firmly established in the law on or about July 

14, 2007 such that a reasonable police officer would understand that his action are in violation of 

that right 
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154. The aforesaid constitutional right was firmly established in the law on or about July 

14, 2007 such that the DEFENDANT OFFICERS would understand that their actions were a 

violation of that right. 

155. The actions of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS as hereinbefore alleged, and notably by 

participating in the arrest, generation of documents and/or failure to intervene in the arrest (with the 

ability to do so) caused the arrest of  the PLAINTIFF without probable cause to believe that 

PLAINTIFF committed any criminal activity. Therefore, the conduct of the DEFENDANT 

OFFICERS was in violation of the Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution. 

156. The aforementioned actions of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS were the direct and 

proximate cause of the Constitutional violations set forth above. 

157. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid violation of her constitutional rights 

as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages as a result of the violation of her 

constitutional rights, including causing her to suffer injury, to be charged with criminal allegations, 

incur financial loss, including attorney’s fees, and suffer emotionally. 

  WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF demands compensatory damages from the DEFENDANT 

OFFICERS. PLAINTIFF also demands punitive damages, costs and attorney’s fees against the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS. PLAINTIFF also demands such further and other relief this Court 

deems equitable and just. 

COUNT II 
False Arrest—State Claim 

158.  PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-157, both inclusive, as though fully set forth 

herein. 

159. At all relevant times, the PLAINTIFF enjoyed a constitutional right not be charged 

with a crime for which there was no probable cause that she committed the crime, and/or solely 
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because she is the wife of the alleged perpetrator of the crime, in violation of the Fourth Amendment 

to the United States Constitution and the Illinois Constitution. 

160. The aforesaid constitutional right was firmly established in the law on or about July 

14, 2007 such that a reasonable police officer would understand that his action are in violation of 

that right 

161. The aforesaid constitutional right was firmly established in the law on or about July 

14, 2007 such that the DEFENDANT OFFICERS would understand that their actions were a 

violation of that right. 

162. The actions of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS as hereinbefore alleged, and notably by 

participating in the arrest, generation of documents and/or failure to intervene in the arrest (with the 

ability to do so) caused the arrest of  the PLAINTIFF without probable cause to believe that 

PLAINTIFF committed any criminal activity. Therefore, the conduct of the DEFENDANT 

OFFICERS was in violation of the Fourth Amendment to the United States Constitution and the 

Illinois Constitution. 

163. The aforementioned actions of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS were the direct and 

proximate cause of the Constitutional violations set forth above. 

164. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid violation of her constitutional rights 

as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages as a result of the violation of her 

constitutional rights, including causing her to suffer injury, to be charged with criminal allegations, 

incur financial loss, including attorney’s fees, and suffer emotionally. 

 WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF demands compensatory damages from the DEFENDANT 

OFFICERS. PLAINTIFF also demands punitive damages and costs against the DEFENDANT 
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OFFICERS. PLAINTIFF also demands such further and other relief this Court deems equitable and 

just. 

COUNT III 
§ 1983 Equal Protection-Class of One 

165. PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-164 as though fully set forth herein. 

166. The actions of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS violated the Equal Protection clause to 

the United States Constitution. 

167. The aforementioned actions of said DEFENDANT OFFICERS were the direct and 

proximate cause of the constitutional violations set forth above. 

168. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid violation of her constitutional rights 

as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages as a result of the violation of her 

constitutional rights, including injury to her reputation, injury resulting from her being charged with 

criminal allegations, and financial loss, including attorney’s fees, and emotional distress. 

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF demands compensatory damages from the DEFENDANT 

OFFICERS.  PLAINTIFF also demands punitive damages, costs and attorney’s fees against the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS. PLAINTIFF also demands such further and other relief this Court     

deems equitable and just. 

COUNT IV 
Malicious Prosecution against DEFENDANT OFFICERS-State Claim 

169. PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-150 as though fully set forth herein. 

170. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS alleged that PLAINTIFF violated the laws of the 

State of Illinois by engaging in the theft of the Horse. These allegations commenced or continued a 

criminal proceeding against PLAINTIFF. 
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171. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS engaged in this effort and those actions without a 

view to do justice. Their acts were not genuinely aimed at securing favorable government action as 

to Lisa Williamson. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS did so in order to achieve a strategic advantage 

for Neddenreip and Schroeder in Schroeder’s civil disputes with Lance Williamson and the Lance 

Williamson Stables and in order to accommodate and provide a benefit to Gretchen Neddenriep, due 

to her personal relationship with Ed Ligenza 

172. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS engaged in this effort and those actions as to Lisa 

Williamson without probable cause and with malice in an attempt to harass and debilitate the 

PLAINTIFF and in order to achieve a strategic advantage for Neddenreip and Schroeder in 

Schroeder’s civil disputes with Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables, and to 

accommodate and provide a benefit to Gretchen Neddenriep, due to her personal relationship with 

Ed Ligenza 

173. The underlying criminal charges were ultimately resolved in favor of PLAINTIFF. 

174. The underlying criminal charges were resolved in a manner indicative of innocence of 

the PLAINTIFF.  

175. The aforementioned actions were the direct and proximate cause of the acts, errors or 

omissions of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS as hereinbefore alleged. 

176. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid acts, error or omissions of 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages, including 

injury to her reputation, injury resulting from her being charged with criminal allegations, and also 

causing her to incur financial loss, including attorney’s fees, and suffer emotionally. 

 WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF demands compensatory damages from the DEFENDANT 

OFFICERS in the amount of $1,000,000 or such other amount to be awarded by the jury. 
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PLAINTIFF also demands punitive damages and costs against the DEFENDANT OFFICERS. 

PLAINTIFF also demands such further and other relief this Court deems equitable and just. 

COUNT V 
745 ILCS 10/9-102 Claim Against the SHERIFF OF LAKE COUNTY 

177. PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-176 as though fully set forth herein. 

178. Defendant MARK C. CURRAN, JR., SHERRIFF OF LAKE COUNTY is the 

employer of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS alleged above. 

179. The DEFENDANT OFFICERS, as alleged above, committed the acts under color of 

law and in the scope of employment of the OFFICE OF THE SHERIFF OF LAKE COUNTY. 

180. At all relevant times, the PLAINTIFF enjoyed a constitutional right not be charged 

with a crime for which there was no evidence against her. 

181. As a result of its lack of adequate oversight of its officers as hereinbefore alleged, the 

SHERIFF tolerated a widespread custom under which criminal charges could be lodged and pursued 

against innocent persons in order to provide a strategic advantage to civil litigant, especially those 

who are represented by counsel engaged in a sexual relationship with one of its employees, and   

under which charges of theft could be lodged and pursued without regard to the requirements 

imposed upon county sheriff under the Illinois Stable Keeper’s Lien Act, 770 ILCS 40/49, and the 

Illinois Labor and Storage Act, 770 ILCS 45/6.  

182. But for this lack of adequate oversight of its officers and wide spread customs, the 

charges against the PLAINTIFF would not have been submitted by the DEFENDANT OFFICERS.

 183. As a result of the widespread customs tolerated by the SHERRIFF, the PLAINTIFF 

suffered a deprivation of her constitutional right to not be charged with a crime for which there was 

no evidence against her. 
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 184. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid violation of her constitutional rights 

as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages as a result of the violation of her 

constitutions rights.  

185. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid violation of her constitutional rights 

as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages as a result of the violation of her 

constitutional rights, including causing her to suffer injury to her reputation, injury resulting from 

her being charged with criminal allegations, and financial loss, including attorney’s fees, and  

emotional distress. 

WHEREFORE, should the DEFENDANT OFFICERS be found liable for any of the alleged 

counts in this cause, PLAINTIFF demands that, pursuant to 745 ILCS 10/9-102, the OFFICE OF 

THE SHERIFF OF LAKE COUNTY pay PLAINTIFF any judgment obtained against the 

DEFENDANT OFFICERS as a result of this complaint, and such further and other relief this Court 

deeds just and equitable 

COUNT VI 
Supplementary Claim for Respondeat  Superior  

against the OFFICE OF THE SHERIFF OF LAKE COUNTY 
 

186. PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-185, both inclusive, as though fully set forth 

herein. 

187. The aforesaid acts of the DEFENDANT OFFICERS were in the scope of 

employment and therefore the Defendant OFFICE OF THE SHERIFF OF LAKE COUNTY, as 

principal, is liable for the actions of its agent(s) under the doctrine of respondent superior. 

188. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid violation of her constitutional rights 

as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages as a result of the violation of her 

constitutional rights, including causing her to suffer injury to her reputation, injury resulting from 
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her being charged with criminal allegations, and financial loss, including attorney’s fees, and  

emotional distress. 

WHEREFORE, should the DEFENDANT OFFICERS be found liable for any state claims 

alleged herein, Plaintiff demands judgment against the OFFICE OF THE SHERIFF OF LAKE 

COUNTY and such further and other relief as this Court deems equitable and just. 

COUNT VII 
Malicious Prosecution against MARTA SCHROEDER-State Claim 

189. PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-150 as though fully set forth herein. 

190. Schroeder filed a complaint with the Lake County Sheriff alleging that PLAINTIFF 

violated the laws of the State of Illinois by engaging in the theft of the Horse. These allegations 

commenced or continued a criminal proceeding against PLAINTIFF. 

191. Schroder allowed a criminal complaint to be filed and continued against Lisa 

Williamson, knowing that Lisa Williamson had no involvement with Schroeder or the Horse, and 

never contacted the Lake County Sheriff’s Office to inform them that any criminal charges against 

Lisa Williamson were wrongful since Lisa Williamson had no involvement with her, Capuson or the 

Horse, and that all such contacts were with Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables.  

In doing so, Schroeder knowingly provided false information to the Lake County Sheriff by virtue of 

her silence. Schroeder’s acts and omissions as hereinbefore alleged were not done with a view to do 

justice, and were not genuinely aimed at securing favorable government action as to Lisa 

Williamson. She did so in order to achieve a strategic advantage in her civil disputes with Lance 

Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables.   

192. Schroeder engaged in this effort and those actions without probable cause and with 

malice in an attempt to harass and debilitate the PLAINTIFF and to provide Schroeder a strategic 

advantage in the Schroeder Civil Action. 
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193. The underlying criminal charges were ultimately resolved in favor of PLAINTIFF. 

194. The underlying criminal charges were resolved in a manner indicative of innocence of 

the PLAINTIFF.  

195. The claim to board charges set forth in the Lien was ultimately resolved in favor of 

The Williamson Stables upon entry of the order of October 30, 2008 in the Schroeder Civil Action. 

196. The claim to board charges of The Lance Williamson Stables was ultimately resolved 

in a manner indicative of innocence of the PLAINTIFF to Schroeder’s claim that PLAINTIFF was 

guilty of the theft of the Horse.  

197. The aforementioned actions were the direct and proximate cause of the acts, errors or 

omissions of Schroeder as hereinbefore alleged. 

198. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid acts, error or omissions of Schroeder 

as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages, including injury to her reputation, injury 

resulting from her being charged with criminal allegations, and also causing her to incur financial 

loss, including attorney’s fees, and suffer emotionally. 

 WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF demands compensatory damages from the DEFENDANT 

MARTA SCHROEDER in the amount of $1,000,000 or such other amount to be awarded by the 

jury. PLAINTIFF also demands such further and other relief this Court deems equitable and just. 

COUNT VIII 
Malicious Prosecution against CHRISTINE CAPUSON-State Claim 

199. PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-150 and paragraphs 189 through 198 as though 

fully set forth herein. 

200. Capuson filed complaint with the Lake County Sheriff alleging that PLAINTIFF 

violated the laws of the State of Illinois by engaging in the theft of the Horse. These allegations 

commenced or continued a criminal proceeding against PLAINTIFF. 
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201. Capuson allowed a criminal complaint to be filed and pursued against Lisa 

Williamson, knowing that Lisa Williamson had no involvement with Capuson, Schroeder or the 

Horse. Capuson never contacted the Lake County Sheriff’s Office to inform them that any criminal 

charges against Lisa Williamson were wrongful since Lisa Williamson had no involvement with her, 

Schroeder or the Horse, and that all such contacts were with Lance Williamson and the Lance 

Williamson Stables. In doing so, Capuson knowingly provided false information to the Lake County 

Sheriff by virtue of her silence. Capuson’s acts and omission as hereinbefore alleged were not done 

with a view to do justice and were not genuinely aimed at securing favorable government action as 

to Lisa Williamson. Capuson did so for two reasons: to conceal from Schroeder the fact that she had 

allowed the Lance Williamson Stables to try and sell the Horse, and to help Schroeder achieve a 

strategic advantage in Schroeder’s civil disputes with Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson 

Stables.   

202. Capuson engaged in this effort and those actions without probable cause and with 

malice in an attempt to harass and debilitate the PLAINTIFF and in order to conceal from Schroeder 

the fact that she had allowed the Lance Williamson Stables to try and sell the Horse, and to help 

Schroeder achieve a strategic advantage in Schroeder’s civil disputes with Lance Williamson and the 

Lance Williamson Stables.      

203. The underlying criminal charges were ultimately resolved in favor of PLAINTIFF. 

204. The underlying criminal charges were resolved in a manner indicative of innocence of 

the PLAINTIFF.  

205. The claim to board charges set forth in the Lien was ultimately resolved in favor of 

The Lance Williamson Stables upon entry of the order of October 30, 2008 in the Schroeder Civil 

Action. 
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206. The claim to board charges of The Lance Williamson Stables was ultimately resolved 

in a manner indicative of innocence of the PLAINTIFF to Schroeder’s claim that PLAINTIFF was 

guilty of the theft of the Horse.  

207. The aforementioned actions were the direct and proximate cause of the acts, errors or 

omissions of Capuson as hereinbefore alleged. 

208. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid acts, error or omissions of Capuson 

as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF suffered damages, including injury to her reputation, injury 

resulting from her being charged with criminal allegations, and also causing her to incur financial 

loss, including attorney’s fees, and suffer emotionally. 

 WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF demands compensatory damages from the DEFENDANT 

CHRISTINE CAPUSON in the amount of $1,000,000 or such other amount to be awarded by the 

jury. PLAINTIFF also demands such further and other relief this Court deems equitable and just. 

COUNT IX 
Malicious Prosecution against GRETCHEN NEDDENRIEP and DIVER, GRACH, QUADE & 

MASINI, LLP-State Claim 
 

209. PLAINTIFF re-alleges paragraphs 1-150, and paragraphs 189 through 208 as though 

fully set forth herein. 

210. Neddenriep, individually and as a partner of DIVER, encouraged Schroeder and 

Capuson to continue with the criminal complaint against PLAINTIFF alleging that PLAINTIFF 

violated the laws of the State of Illinois by engaging in the theft of the Horse. These allegations 

commenced or continued a criminal proceeding against PLAINTIFF. 

211. Neddenriep individually and as a partner of DIVER, encouraged and caused 

Schroeder to file and prosecute the Schroeder Civil Action alleging that PLAINTIFF violated the 
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laws of the State of Illinois by engaging in the theft of the Horse. These allegations commenced or 

continued a criminal proceeding against PLAINTIFF. 

212. During the Schroeder Civil Action, in open court on August 3, 2007, Neddenriep stated 

to Judge Hoffman that she had engaged in an ex parte communication with another Judge, the 

Honorable Judge Theodore Potkonjak, who was the judge before whom the criminal case against Lance 

and Lisa Williamson had been assigned, People v Lance and Lisa Williamson. On that date Neddenriep 

represented to Judge Hoffman that Judge Potkonjak “had no objection” to Judge Hoffman entering an 

order for return of the Horse. 

213. Neddenriep provided no advance notice to either the Lake County State’s attorney or 

counsel for the Williamson of her intent to engage in an ex parte communication with Judge Potkonjak. 

No representative of the Lake County State’s attorney was present when Neddenriep engaged in the ex 

parte communication with Judge Potkonjak. 

 214. Neddenriep ex parte communication with Judger Potkonjak was a violation of the 

Illinois Rules of Professional Conduct, including but not limited to RPC 3.5(i).  

215. Neddenriep communication to Judge Hoffman of her ex parte communication with 

Judger Potkonjak was a violation of the Illinois Rules of Professional Conduct, including but not limited 

to RPC 3.3.  

216. Neddenriep ex parte communication with Judger Potkonjak and informed Judge 

Hoffman of that ex parte communication to Judge Hoffman was not done view to do justice. Further 

her acts were not genuinely aimed at securing favorable government action as to Lisa Williamson. 

She did so in order to achieve a strategic advantage in her civil disputes with Lance Williamson and 

the Lance Williamson Stables.  
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217. Neddenriep engaged in this ex parte communication, and passed that communication 

on to Judge Hoffman in open court for two reasons: in order to convey to Lisa Williamson, Lance 

Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables that Neddenriep had special access to the court 

system in Lake County that should convince the Williamsons to accede to her settlement demand for 

of $50,000. She also did so in order to achieve a strategic advantage in Schroeder’s civil disputes 

with Lance Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables.  

218. In addition, during the Schroeder Civil Action, Neddenriep disclosed Schroeder’s 

answers to interrogatories signed under oath by Schroeder in which Schroeder stated that she had no 

idea what the value of the Horse was or what her damages inured were in that case. 

219. During the Schroeder Civil Action and while the criminal complaint against Lisa 

Williamson was pending, Neddenriep, individually and as a partner of DIVER, demanded a payment 

of $50,000 and return of the Horse in exchange for settlement of the Schroeder Civil Action and the 

criminal charges against Lance Williamson and Lisa Williamson.  

220. The underlying criminal charges were ultimately resolved in favor of PLAINTIFF. 

221. The underlying criminal charges were resolved in a manner indicative of innocence of 

the PLAINTIFF.  

222. The claim to board charges set forth in the Lien was ultimately resolved in favor of 

The Lance Williamson Stables upon entry of the order of October 30, 2008 in the Schroeder Civil 

Action. 

223. The claim to board charges of The Lance Williamson Stables was ultimately resolved 

in a manner indicative of innocence of the PLAINTIFF to Schroeder’s claim that PLAINTIFF was 

guilty of the theft of the Horse.  
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224. The aforementioned actions were the direct and proximate cause of the acts, errors or 

omissions of Neddenriep as hereinbefore alleged. 

225. Neddenriep allowed a criminal complaint to be continued against Lisa Williamson, 

knowing that Lisa Williamson had no involvement with Capuson, Schroeder or the Horse. 

Neddenriep did so not with a view to do justice and her acts were not genuinely aimed at securing 

favorable government action as to Lisa Williamson. Neddenriep did so to help herself, the DIVER 

Firm, and Schroeder achieve a strategic advantage in Schroeder’s civil disputes with Lance 

Williamson and the Lance Williamson Stables and in order to permit her client Schroeder and the 

Diver Firm to profit financially from NEDDENREIP’S settlement demand of $50,000 as 

hereinbefore alleged. 

226. Neddenriep individually and as a partner of DIVER engaged in these efforts and 

those actions without probable cause and with malice in an attempt to harass and debilitate the 

PLAINTIFF and to provide her, her Firm and her client Schroeder with a strategic advantage in 

Schroeder’s civil dispute with Lance Williamson and in the Schroeder Civil Action and in order to 

permit her client Schroeder and the Diver Firm to profit financially from NEDDENREIP’S 

settlement demand of $50,000 as hereinbefore alleged. 

227. As a direct and proximate result of the aforesaid acts, error or omissions of 

Neddenriep, individually and as a partner of DIVER, as hereinbefore alleged, the PLAINTIFF 

suffered damages, including injury to her reputation, injury resulting from her being charged with 

criminal allegations, and also causing her to incur financial loss, including attorney’s fees, and suffer 

emotionally. 

 WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF demands compensatory damages from the DEFENDANT 

GRETCHEN NEDDENRIEP and DIVER, GRACH, QUADE and MASINI, LLP, an Illinois 
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Limited Liability Partnership, jointly and severally, individually or collectively, in the amount of 

$1,000,000 or such other amount to be awarded by the jury. PLAINTIFF also demands an award of 

punitive damages against GRETCHEN NEDDENRIEP and DIVER, GRACH, QUADE and 

MASINI, LLP, an Illinois Limited Liability Partnership, jointly and severally, individually or 

collectively; and an award of such further and other relief this Court deems equitable and just. 

 
JURY DEMAND 

228. Plaintiff demands trial by jury.  

Respectfully submitted, 
 
LISA WILLIAMSON, Plaintiff 

      s/ Herman J. Marino__________ 
      by: One of her attorneys 
Herman J. Marino 
Herman J. Marino, Ltd., P.C.  
Attorney for Lisa Williamson 
53 West Jackson Boulevard, Suite 1442 
Chicago, Ill. 60604 
312-347-9990 // FAX: 312-347-9992 
ARDC No 1765817 
hjmarino@marinotaxlaw.com 
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