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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
PEORIA DIVISION

GARRETT CHUBB and LENELLE HIGGINS,
Plaintiffs,
v. No.
CITY OF BLOOMINGTON, and

BLOOMINGTON ASSISTANT

)
)
)
)
)
)
;
CHIEF PAUL WILLIAMS, )
)
)

Defendants. JURY DEMANDED

COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

NOW COMES the Plaintiffs, GARRETT CHUBB and LENELLE HIGGINS, through
one of their attorneys, Jared S. Kosoglad, and complaining of the defendants City of
Bloomington and Bloomington Assistant Chief Paul Williams, states as follows:

INTRODUCTION
1. This is a civil action seeking damages against the defendants for committing acts under
color of law and depriving the plaintiffs of their rights as secured by the Constitution, laws of the
United States, and the State of Illinois.

JURISDICTION

2. The jurisdiction of this 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 supplemental jurisdiction under U.S.C. § 1367(a).
3. Venue is proper in the Peoria Division because the events at issue took place in the City

of Bloomington, McLean County, Illinois. C.D.I1l. LR 40.1.
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PARTIES
4. PLAINTIFF Garrett Chubb is a citizen of the United States of America, who currently
resides in the City of Bloomington, McLean County, Illinois.
5. PLAINTIFF Lenelle Higgins is a citizen of the United States of America, who currently
resides in the City of Bloomington, McLean County, Illinois.
6. DEFENDANT Bloomington Assistant Chief Paul Williams was, at the time of this
occurrence, a duly licensed Bloomington Police Officer. He engaged in the conduct complained
of in the course and scope of his employment and under color of law. He is sued in his individual
capacity.
7. DEFENDANT CITY OF BLOOMINGTON (“City”) is a municipal corporation duly
incorporated under the laws of the State of Illinois, and is the employer and principal of the
Defendant Paul Williams.

FACTS

8. On June 14, 2026, Plaintiffs Garrett Chubb and Lenelle Higgins were inside a motor
vehicle in the City of Bloomington, McLean County, Illinois. At all relevant times, Chubb drove
the vehicle and sat in the driver’s seat and Higgins was in the front passenger seat.
9. Defendant Williams began following the vehicle occupied by Plaintiffs in a vehicle with
no police markings.
10. Defendant Williams blocked the Plaintiffs’ vehicle into a parking spot, and approached
the vehicle out of uniform with his police badge in his hand.
11. Defendant Williams caused his police badge to make contact with the Plaintiffs’ vehicle,

which alarmed and disturbed the Plaintiffs.
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12. Chubb and Higgins began recording the incident with their cellular telephones and
criticizing Williams.

13. Neither Chubb nor Higgins threatened Williams, touched him, obstructed him, damaged
property, or engaged in violence.

14. Defendant Williams retreated to his truck, locked the doors, and called other officers.

15.  Upon their arrival, Defendant Williams used his command authority to order those
officers to arrest both Plaintiffs.

16. At the time that Defendant Williams directed Plaintiffs’ arrest, Defendant Williams did
not have probable cause to believe that Plaintiffs committed a crime or any other lawful
justification to arrest and detain the Plaintiffs.

17.  Defendant Williams used his command authority to order other officers to initiate a
disorderly conduct charge against each Plaintiff without probable cause or any other lawful basis.
18.  Defendant Williams used his command authority to order other officers to seize the
cellular telephones of Plaintiffs without probable cause or any lawful basis.

19. Officers at the scene were confused about what crime had occurred, and upon
information and belief, Defendant Williams left without supplying or articulating facts that
established disorderly conduct or any criminal offense.

20.  Defendant Williams told officers he would change into his uniform and draft the reports
that purported to justify Plaintiffs’ arrests, but Defendant Williams did not submit his report until
four days later.

21.  After Williams left, officers released Plaintiffs and a short time later gave Plaintiffs back

their cellular telephones.
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22. The disorderly conduct citations issued to Plaintiffs under authority of law compelled
their appearance in court on July 2, 2026.

23.  Upon information and belief, police and/or prosecutors declined to charge Plaintiffs with
any offense because no arguable basis for an offense existed, and no law enforcement official or
prosecutor notified Plaintiffs that they were not charged and did not need to appear on July 2,
2026.

24.  OnlJuly 2, 2026, Plaintiffs appeared in court as commanded by the citations to defend the
charges and learned that neither citation had been filed and no charge was pending.

25. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant Williams” misconduct, Plaintiffs each
incurred $1,000 in attorneys’ fees before appearing in court.

26. As a direct and proximate result of the malicious actions of Defendant Williams,
Plaintiffs were injured, including but not limited to the incurrence of legal fees, loss of their
freedom during the arrests and compelled court appearances, humiliation, embarrassment, the
deprivation of their constitutional rights, property, and their dignity, lost time, and emotional and
psychological distress.

COUNT I: 42 U.S.C. § 1983 — First Amendment Retaliation
Against Defendant Williams

27.  Plaintiffs reallege each of the foregoing paragraphs as if fully set forth here.

28. The actions of the individual defendant officer, described above, knowingly caused
Plaintiffs to be arrested and seized without probable cause or any other lawful justification in
retaliation for engaging in protected constitutional activity.

29.  Specifically, Williams caused Plaintiffs Chubb and Higgins to be arrested for recording
him engaged in a police function and criticizing him, which are both constitutionally protected

activities. But for Plaintiffs’ protected recording and criticism of Williams while he exercised
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police authority in public, Williams would not have caused their arrests, detention, phone
seizures, disorderly-conduct citations, and compelled court appearances.

30.  As adirect and proximate result of this Constitutional violation, Plaintiffs were caused to
suffer injury, as alleged above.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, Plaintiffs demand judgment against the
individual defendant officer for compensatory damages, punitive damages, the costs of this
action and attorneys’ fees, and any such other and further relief as this Court deems just and
proper.

COUNT 1II: 42 U.S.C. § 1983 - False Arrest
Against Defendant Williams

31. Plaintiffs reallege each of the foregoing paragraphs as if fully set forth here.

32. The actions of the individual defendant officer, described above, knowingly caused
Plaintiffs to be arrested and imprisoned without probable cause or any other lawful justification,
which violated Plaintiffs’ Fourth Amendment rights under the U.S. Constitution.

33.  Asadirect and proximate result of this Constitutional violation, Plaintiffs were caused to
suffer injury, as alleged above.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, Plaintiffs demand judgment against the
individual defendant officer for compensatory damages, punitive damages, the costs of this
action and attorneys’ fees, and any such other and further relief as this Court deems just and
proper.

COUNT III: 42 U.S.C. § 1983 — Unreasonable Seizure of Property
Against Defendant Williams

34, Plaintiffs reallege each of the foregoing paragraphs as if fully set forth here.
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35. The individual defendant officer caused Plaintiffs to be deprived of the use of their
cellular phones, even for a period after they were released by police.

36. The seizure of Plaintiffs’ cellular phones was caused by Defendant Williams without
probable cause or any other lawful basis.

37.  Asadirect and proximate result of this Constitutional violation, Plaintiffs were caused to
suffer injury, as alleged above.

WHEREFORE, pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1983, Plaintiffs demand judgment against the
individual Defendant Officer for compensatory damages, punitive damages, the costs of this
action and attorneys’ fees, and any such other and further relief as this Court deems just and
proper.

COUNT IV: 745 ILCS 10/9-102 - Indemnification
Against Defendant City of Bloomington

38. Plaintiffs reallege each of the foregoing paragraphs as if fully set forth here.
39.  Defendant City of Bloomington is the employer of Defendant Williams.
40.  Defendant Williams committed the acts alleged above under color of law and in the scope
of his employment as an employee of the City of Bloomington.

WHEREFORE, should any Defendant Officer be found liable for compensatory damages
on one or more of the claims set forth above, Plaintiffs demand that, pursuant to 745 ILCS 10/9-
102, the Defendant City Of Bloomington be found liable for any judgment for compensatory
damages plaintiffs obtain against said defendant, as well as attorneys’ fees and costs awarded.

COUNT V: State Law False Arrest
Against All Defendants

41. Plaintiffs reallege each of the foregoing paragraphs as if fully set forth here.
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42. By the actions detailed above, the individual defendant officer caused Plaintiffs’ arrests
without probable cause or any other lawful basis.
43.  Williams’ unlawful command to arrest Plaintiffs was willful and wanton.
44. Defendant City of Bloomington is sued in this Count pursuant to the doctrine of
respondeat superior, in that the individual defendant officer performed the actions complained of
while in the employ of Defendant City of Bloomington and while acting within the scope of this
employment.
45.  Asadirect and proximate result of this violation, Plaintiffs were caused to suffer injury,
as alleged above.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against the Defendants Williams and City of
Bloomington for compensatory damages and the costs of this action, for punitive damages
against Defendant Williams, and any such other and further relief as this Court deems just and

proper.

PLAINTIFFS DEMAND TRIAL BY JURY.

Respectfully submitted,
GARRETT CHUBB and
LENELLE HIGGINS

By: /s/ Jared S. Kosoglad
One of Plaintiffs’ Attorneys

Jared S. Kosoglad

JARED S. KOSOGLAD, P.C.
111 N. Wabash #3166
Chicago, IL 60602

Tel: 312-513-6000

E: jared@)jaredlaw.com
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