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Phone (312) 456-4343
Fax (312) 456-8304

May 13, 2024

Ms. Kelly Olivier

Hale & Monico

53 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 334
Chicago, 1L 60604

Dear Ms. Olivier

At your request, I reviewed materials relating to the guilty plea and case of Mr.
Ben Baker and Ms. Clarissa Glenn. The specific materials that I have reviewed in
connection with the preparation of this report are listed in the Soxrces of
Information section.

Opinion

It is my opinion held with a reasonable degree of forensic medical and
psychiatric cettainty that on 09/18/06 Mt. Baker and Ms. Glenn entered a guilty
plea knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily.

Reasoning

Review of the 09/18/06 Plea Proceedings

The court proceeding during which Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn plead guilty to
various charges occurred on 09/18/06 before Judge Michael Toomin. Attorney
Michael Mahoney represented Mt. Baker and Ms. Glenn. Mr. William Laskatis
and Mr. Todd Dombrowski were the Assistant State’s Attorneys.

At the beginning of the hearing, Mr. Mahoney and ASA Laskaris appraised Judge
Toomin as to the available information regarding potential illegal activities by
Seargent Watts and other CPD officers on his team. ASA Laskaris informed the
court that all the officers were present and ready to testify at Mr. Baker’s and Ms.
Glenn’s juty trial set for latet in the day on 09/18/06. Judge Toomin ruled that
the provided information regarding police misconduct was “idle speculation,”
“blanket allegations,” and did not constitute a reason not to go ahead with the
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trial. Mr. Mahoney stated that he could offer no further information regarding
the alleged illegal activities by Watts and others on his team.

Mr. Mahoney then informed the court that the ASA made a “very concrete
offer... and I tentatively discussed those with him (i.e., Mr. Baker) this morning
and they involved a reduction in class of offenses.” The defense counsel and the
judge discussed Alfred [sic] plea, with Judge Toomin stating that there is no need
for Alfred [sic] plea, because

You know it's like black and white [reports of illegal actions
by the Seargant Watts and his team]. One is probably right,
and one is probably wrong. I don't know which one. ButI
can’t conceive of a situation where if things should develop
down the line where it turned out that your [iLe., Mr.
Mahoney’s] suspicions are correct and that this guy [police
Sergeant Watts] is tagged at some point that there is a judge
in the building I can’t conceive the state would object to
vacating pleas and even convictions. It just would not be
right to allow convictions to if they were based upon outlaw
police.

Judge Toomin continued,

And so, I don’t see that it’s a problem post-conviction wise
or if it was 30 days after the plea or whatever. There is
procedures in force that address the specific things should it
develop, you know. That’s my impression of the law.

Mr. Mahoney agreed with the judge as to the law, and stated further

And T wanted to double check on it my belief is that
stipulation at a plea that that, in fact, would be the testimony
and that if that testimony wete believed that it would be
sufficient to convict and basically 1s tantamount to an Alfred
plea.

Judge Toomin replied,

There is all the court has to have to support a valid plea is
the admonishments that he [i.e., Mt. Baker ] is giving up his
right to a trial and all the appurtenances of a trial and that
there is a factual basis. He doesn’t have to agree to the
factual basis as long as the state reads it into records and said
that’s what their evidence will show and you stipulate not to
the voracity of it but simply that’s what their evidence will
show, that’s a factual basis for a plea, Alfred or not. Itisa
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factual basis. I believe that’s all that’s required for a valid
plea of guilty.

Mr. Mahoney replied, “That was my understanding. I just wanted to make sure.”

Subsequently, ASA Laskaris informed the court as to the details of the 12/11/05
arrest of Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn for an alleged Class X offense of possession -
of controlled substance with intent to deliver (“PCSI”) within a thousand feet (.

Mrt. Baker was 33 years old and Ms. Glenn 34 years old at the time of this arrest.

Briefly, according to ASA Laskaris, police received information that Mr. Baker
will be transporting “some blows.” Police set up surveillance. Mr. Baker drove a
car with Ms. Glenn as a passenget, Mr. Baker ran the stop sign, they were
stopped by police. Ms. Glenn handed Mr. Baker a bag, which Mr. Baker puts in
the driver’s side console. The bag contained 50 blows, no money, and
defendants offered no statements. Total weight was 14.1 grams, of which 5.2
grams were tested.

ASA Laskaris informed the court that Mr. Baker had previous 1994 felony
conviction for attempted murdet, a 2002 Class 4 conviction for possession of a
controlled substance (“PCS”), for which he received probation, and a 2005 Class
X PCS], for which he was initally sentenced to 18-years but was reduced to 14
yeats by Judge Toomin on 03/01/06.

ASA Laskaris offered to reduce the current charge of Class X PCSI to a Class 1
PCS for both defendants, offering Mr. Baker specifically a sentence of 4 years,
served consecutively with the prior 14 yearlong sentence. Mr. Baker faced
another charge stemming from a 10/05/05 bullet found in his apartment, for
which the ASA offered 2 years.

The ASA then considered that Ms. Glenn had “no background” and offered to
teduce Ms. Glenn’s charge (to less than 5 grams) to allow for probation.

After some back and forth between Mt. Mahoney and Judge Toomin, Judge
Toomin gave Mr. Mahoney either an hour or half hour to discuss the state’s offer
with the defendants.

When 09/18/06 court proceedings resumed, Mr. Mahoney informed the court
that he reached an agreement with the state. The sides agreed to Mr. Baker’s
sentence of two yeats on the 10/12/05 gun charge and four years on the
12/11/05 possession of intent to deliver charge that would run consecutive to
the prior sentence for a total of 14 years. Mr. Baker stated that this was his
understanding when asked by the judge. Ms. Glenn agreed that she understood
that she plead guilty to a charge in return to one year probation. Judge Toomin
went through the questioning of both defendants.
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Matt Mahoney Deposition

During his deposition on 09/28 /22, Mr. Mahoney testified that he represented
Mr. Baker on three (3) and Ms. Glenn on one (1) drug criminal case. MLr.
Mahoney testified that he has an independent recollection of Mr. Baker and Ms.
Glenn.

Mr. Mahoney recalled that the first “mailbox case” stemmed from 06/17/04
atrest for drugs discovered in a mailbox. Mr. Baker claimed he was innocent.

The case was dismissed when Judge Toomin granted the defense motion to
suppress evidence.

Mr. Mahoney represented Mr. Baker on a second case stemming from 03 /23/05
arrest on a stairwell. Mr. Mahoney testified at deposition,

Because he had beaten the first case and the:— it was Watts
and his team- not necessatily Watts himself.- But Watts ot
one of the guys on his team.- And it -- because Ben had won ‘
the motion to supptess in the first case that Watts had put
on him, Watts was putting another case on him and telling
him that somehow he wasn't going to get away with this one.

telling the prosecutor's office, having my client, you know,
admit to certain things that might not be in his best intetest.-
But I had told him that he needed to tell the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth because they wouldn't
believe him if he lied. ‘

I knew [ was taking a tisk because, you know, I was basically

Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn hired Mr. Mahoney to represent them after their arrest
on 12/11/05. According to Mr. Mahoney, his clients alleged that Setgeant Watts
came up to them while they were in a car and “put a case on them,” Le., Sergeant
Watts planted drugs on them. ‘

The trial for 03/23/05 arrest (“the stairwell case) took place in May 2006. On
05/23/06, Mr. Mahoney gave an opening statement. In this statement, Mr.

Mahoney presented his theory of the case, that Seargent Watts planted evidence
because Mr. Baker refused to pay a bribe to Seargent Watts. ‘

Mt. Mahoney testified at his 2022 deposition,

I remember that despite the fact that Ben was a convicted
felon, that I put him on the stand and had him detail Watts’
conduct.: The judge was Judge Michael' Toomin.' I knew
Judge Toomin when I had been a State’s Attorney in the
Organized Crime Unit.: I was responsible for getting court
orders for wire taps.' Judge Toomin-was one of the four
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supervising judges in the building who could sign orders for
wire taps.: So I’d had a lot of contact meeting with him in
private, in his chambers, discussing -- giving him the
probable cause necessary to sign an order for a -- an
overhear.- And so I knew him to be an intelligent guy, a law
guy, and a guy who knew basically, how the world worked.-

Mt. Mahoney also testified,

And in this case, [ knew that if Toomin didn’t believe what
he was hearing, that there was no way I was going to be
successful.- And [ had to present it in the same way it had
been presented to me, so that he would see the truth of it as
well.- It was my only shot, was -- was the truth.: Nothing
else was going to work.” And I wasn’t interested in doing it
any other way.

Mr. Mahoney put Mr. Baker on a stand to testify as to Seargent Watts’ conduct. ‘
Mr. Mahoney testified,

And T thought that maybe, maybe I had a shot with him (L.e.,
Judge Toomin), if we just told the truth and he saw that it
was the truth.- That maybe we had a shot. Because ‘
otherwise, we didn’t have much of a shot. Police officet’s

word against the convicted felon’s word, not going anywhere
with that. ‘

Mr. Mahoney testified that in September 2006, he plead out Mr. Baker and Ms.

Glenn on the charges from the 12/11/05 arrest (“the car case”), in part because

Judge Toomin had previously found Mr. Baker guilty from the March 2006 ‘
arrest, and Mr. Baker was serving his 14-year sentence. Mr. Mahoney testified,

There - Ben was already in prison, and Clarissa was facing |
mandatory jail time, ptison time. *And I worked out a deal

where Ben would basically take, I think another four or five

years, and Clarissa would get-probation on a straight ‘
possession class 4.

Mt. Mahoney testified that he recommended the plea deal to Mr. Baker and Ms. ‘
Glenn. He stated,

Hey look, Toomin-didn’t buy the — the rruth, so what are
we going to do now, tell it to him again?- He would be
contradicting himself if he bought it a second -- you know,
if he didn’t buy it the first time, and bought it the second
time, so we got nowhere to go. And Clarissa was looking at
time if we went to trial and lost, so there was no option but
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to take the deal, which would guarantee her to be home with
her kids.

According to Mr. Mahoney’s testimony, Mr. Baker’s ()ccupan'tm was that of a
drug dealer. Ms. Glenn was a nurse’s aide. Ms. Glenn knew Mr. Baker was a
drug dealer.

When Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn had to decide whether to take the plea for
12/11/05 arrest, the thinking went

It was, “Hey look, Toomin-didn’t buy the -- the truth, so
what are we going to do now, tell it to him again?- He would
be contradicting himself if he bought it a second -- you
know, if he didn’t buy it the first time, and bought it the
second time, so we got nowhere to go.”" And Clarissa was
looking at time if we went to trial and lost, so there was no |
option but to take the deal, which would guarantee her to be
home with her kids. i

Mr. Mahoney testified that Judge Toomin was one of the judges who did [impose ‘
trial tax].

Analysis of Dr. Redlich’s Opinions

Alleged Risk Factors Leading to Baker’s and-Glenn’s False Guilty Pleas |
Dr. Redlich testified that her opinions in this case are based on her research on

false guilty pleas. This research is focused on identifying various factors, risks,

and hallmarks common to false guilty pleas. Yet the same factors are present in ‘
true guilty pleas, which raises the issue as to whether these factors, risks, and

hallmarks are practical and effective tools to differentiate between true and false ‘
guilty pleas.

Dr. Redlich’s testitnony offers an example of an ‘affirming the consequent’
logical fallacy. For example, ‘

> After the rain, the ground is wet.
» The ground is wet. |
» Therefore, it must have ramed.

The conclusion is not necessarily cottect; the ground could be wet for reasons
other than it rained. Here’s Dr. Redlich’s logical etrot, ‘

» False guilty pleas share situational characteristics, such as a package plea

deal, futility of going to trial, and extreme plea discounts, among othets. |
> A package plea deal, futility of going to trial, and extreme plea discounts

were present during this plea. ‘
» Therefore, this guilty plea is false.
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No, the conclusion that a particular guilty plea is false does not follow from the
ptemises. Such elements as package plea deal, futility of going to trial, and
extreme plea discounts are not limited to false guilty pleas. These elements
present in all or most guilty pleas because these elements are the sine qua non of
any plea deal. Why would anyone plead guilty if not for some benefit?

Dr. Redlich is aware of this fact. She testified,

Q. Are there hallmarks of a [true] guilty plea?

A. A true guilty plea. Yes, and I've said before that in some
ways they overlap with the risk factors of false guilty pleas
because the key factor -- the key differentiating factor is
whether the person is factually innocent ot factually guilty.
But there’s a lot of other factors that would affect why a
petson, either guilty or innocent, would plead guilty. And
so, it could be things like the discount, the leniency that they
receive. It could be factors that they are — don’t understand.
Or it could be that they got a package plea deal. It could be
that, you know, they don’t perceive their chances of winning
at trial.

But what I was saying is that there’s a lot of ovetlap between
true and false guilty pleas...

So, as I said eatlier, there are -- is ovetlap between the factors
that would lead a guilty person to plead guilty and that would
lead an innocent person to plead guilty. This (i.e., package
plea deal) is a good example.

The presence or absence of any dispositional or situational characteristic offers
no reliable evidence as to a plea being true or false. Dr. Redlich testified,

What 1 was trying to say earlier is that those factors are
almost like a given in truly guilty cases, that they are going to
raise the likelihood of a guilty person pleading guilty.

The “almost a given” presence of such factors, risks, and hallmarks as package
plea deal, futility of going to trial, and extreme plea discounts in true guilty pleas,
makes these factors impractical and ineffectual as a tool to differentiate between ‘
true and false guilty pleas.

In other words, if almost all guilty pleas share the same factors, risks, and ‘
hallmarks as do false guilty pleas then these factors, risks, and hallmatks do not
offer any practical and effective procedure to differentiate between true and false

guilty pleas. . ‘
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Dr. Redlich admits as much during her deposition,

I've said before that in some ways they (i.e., characteristics
of true guilty pleas) overlap with the risk factors of false
guilty pleas because the key factor — e key differentiating factor
is whether the person iy factually innocent or factually guilty (emphasis
added).

Dr. Redlich opined that the only way to establish if the plea was true or false is
whether the defendant is in fact innocent or guilty. What is the way to decide if
defendant is in fact innocent or guilty? Through the established legal processes
including trial and plea bargaining.

The presence of any one or a combination of guilty plea “tisk” factors are of no
probative value in any one particular criminal case as to whether the defendant is
in fact innocent or guilty. Whether any particular plea was true or false cannot
be established by consideting various “risk factors” identified by Dt. Redlich’s
tesearch. She admits as such when she testified,

If there was some magic way of saying that this is objectively
a true guilty plea, which this is just a hypothetical. But, yes, ‘
my opinion is that these are consistent with false guilty pleas.
And if you're telling me, it’s a true guilty plea, then, no, it |
would no longer be consistent with the false guilty plea cases
because you’re telling me it's true. |

Indeed, there is no “magic way” to know objectively whether any defendant is |
guilty or innocent but by going through trial ot plea bargaining. The standard is

not some Platonic Form called “innocence” or “guilt,” but what can be achieved
through the legal process. Dr. Redlich’s factors, risks, and hallmatks do not offer ‘
an objective way to differentiate true from false guilty pleas.

Dr. Redlich acknowledged that the presence of “risk factors” for a guilty plea
does not establish that the guilty plea was false. Yet, she opines that the presence
of the “risk factors” helps establish that the plea was false. Dr. Redlich does so
through the use of the term “consistent with.” Yet, “consistent with” does not ‘
establish causation. To return to the above example, the fact that the ground is

wet is consistent with recent rain. But it does not establish that it rained. |

Furthermore, Dt. Redlich testified that she did not specifically study the ‘
charactetistics of true guilty pleas. She testified, :

...I'm just saying that I did not do the same study with --

that specific study with people who were truly guilty and ‘
people who were rightly convicted at trial. So, when I'm

talking about true guilty pleas, I'm just talking mote |
generally.
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When I'm talking about the hallmarks of false guilty pleas,
which is what I’'m talking about in my repott, I'm talking --
some of what I'm talking about are the situational and
dispositional risk factors, and the information that I learned
from that very specific study that only focused on people
who were wrongly convicted and false guilty pleas.

Dr. Redlich testified that she does not know as to how many guilty pleas occur in
the United States. She testified, “I don’t know [how many guilty pleas occurred
in Tllinois in 2006]. 1 don’t even know the denominator of how many guilty pleas
there wete as I've already mentioned.” Without knowing the total number of
guilty pleas, one cannot calculate the frequency of false guilty pleas. This futther
undermines the utility of the Dr. Redlich’s factors, tisks, and hallmarks in
separating true from false guilty pleas.

Dr. Redlich furthet testified that she studies “the validity of guilty plea decisions.
So are they knowing, intelligent, and voluntary.” To decide whether the plea was
knowing, intelligent, and voluntary requires an analysis as to whethert a particular
defendant suffered from a condition of mental or physical ill-being that
interfered with one’s abilities to make knowing, intelligent, and voluntary ‘
decisions. In this case there is no evidence that Mr. Baker or Ms. Glenn

experienced any condition of mental ot physical ill-being that interfered with ‘
their cognitive and emotional decisional functioning.

Dr. Redlich stated that “there are three primary tisk factors present in Mr. ‘
Baker’s and Ms. Glenn’s cases that are consistent with proven false guilty pleas.”
She listed these risk factors as well as her opinion that defendants may not have
had sufficient time to think through the plea offer. The factors she identified are ‘

Insufficient time to consider the plea offer ‘

Package plea deal
Futility of going to trial
Extreme plea discounts

Dr. Redlich wrote, ‘

it wonld appear (emphasis added) that Mr. Baker and Ms. |
Glenn may have had (emphasis added) insufficient time to

consider the State’s plea offers. The Plea Hearing Transcript |
makes clear that the plea offers came in that morning. To

my understanding the pleas were entered the same day, and

that there may have only been a 30-minute break to consider ‘
the pleas. This would leave little time to weigh the plea...

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
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Dr. Redlich’s opinion that defendants may not have had sufficient time to
consider the plea deal is without factual foundation. Dr. Redlich offered no
factual evidence that Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn were given insufficient time to
consider the plea offer, consult with their attorney, Mr. Mahoney, and make the
decision whether to accept the plea.

Dr. Redlich’s opinion that defendants may not have had sufficient time to
consider the plea deal is without factual foundation. Dr. Redlich offered no
factual evidence that Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn were given insufficient time to
consider the plea offer, consult with their attorney, Mr. Mahoney, and make the
decision whether to accept the plea.

In addition,

1. Dr. Redlich neglected the fact that Mr. Mahoney discussed the State’s
offer with Mr. Baker before the statt of the 09/18/06 hearing.
a. A review of the 09/18/06 court transctipt indicates that Mr. ‘
Mahoney discussed the State’s plea offer with Mr. Baker before
the hearing. He stated, ‘

This morning the state made to me a very concrete
offer... in Mtr. Baker’s remaining cases. And I
tentatively discussed those with him this morning |
and they involve a reduction in class of offenses...

Mr. Baker appears to be with the program... ‘

b. Thus, Mt. Baker did not raise any issue as to whether he was
ptovided insufficient oime to consider the State’s offer, and it
appears he was, in fact, given ample time to consider the State’s
offet.

2. Dr. Redlich did not take into consideration that Mr. Baker and Ms. ‘
Glenn were not in the courtroom during the morning part of the
09/18/06 hearing, i.e., before the break. Mr. Baker had more than 30 ‘
minutes to consider the state’s offer.

3. Dr. Redlich did not offer any data that either Mr. Baker or Ms. Glenn ‘
experienced any cognitive and/or emotional impairments that indicate
they needed or would have needed a specific amount of time in order to
evaluate and reach the decision whether to accept the plea offer.

a. Dr. Redlich testified that Mr. Baker did not expetience any
cognitive impairment ot learning disability.
b. Dr. Redlich testified,

This is not a case where I think there are
dispositional risk factors inherent to either
Clarissa or Ben themselves that would make
their plea either involuntary ot unreliable... 1
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did not see anything about Mr. Baker or Ms.
Glenn in terms of cognitive impairments.

4. Dr. Redlich did not consider the effect Mr. Baket’s prior trial testimony
in front of Judge Toomin had on his decisional capacity on 09 /18/06.

a. Mr. Baker had tried and failed to persuade Judge Toomin as to
alleged police misconduct.

b. Mr. Baker had this experience to consider in making his decision
whether to accept State’s offer.

c. Ms. Glenn was awate of the 2006 trial strategy and outcome in
considering whether to accept the State’s offer.

5. Dr. Redlich did not note that during the 09/18/06 morning hearing,
Judge Toomin stated that the allegations that wete made against the
police officers were “idle speculations.”
a. Judge Toomin’s opinion undermined Mr. Mahoney’s theory of
the case. |
b. Without evidence of police misconduct, it was unreasonable to
expect Judge Toomin to disbelieve police officets’ testimony. ‘

6. Dr. Redlich ignored Mr. Baker’s ptior experiences with plea bargaining.
Dr. Redlich testified, ‘

...1don't know what crimes he committed. I mean --and I
don't think I have his rap sheet, so I don't even really have a
good sense of what crimes he was convicted of. ...I don't ‘
put any weight really on his prior experiences. .. because she
“does not feel that it —I don’t feel that it’s relevant to the
case at hand.” ‘

A petson’s criminal history is not allowed at trial because it’s ‘
prejudicial and it doesn’t feed into my analysis of that
specific case of why they’re saying that they chose to plead
guilty on that specific day, or if it was a reliable plea in that ‘

specific case because every case stands alone.

This is a rather peculiar approach to forming an understanding of defendant’s |
thinking processes at the time they plead. Dr. Redlich says that she does not

consider that individuals learn and become more adapt in managing situations

with practice. ‘

Yet, Dr. Redlich testified that she does not interview defendants years after the
plea, because “I make it a point to try and ask these questions vety soon after the ‘
plea. Not 17, 18 years later. I don't see the utility in that.” Dr. Redlich does not

find interviewing defendants years after the plea because ‘

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
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I'm speaking specifically about the plea comprehension and
the ability to define the plea vocabulary words. So, you
know, I don't know what happened in the past 18 years in
terms of, you know, what they knew and understood then as
opposed to what they understand now.

Contrary to statements above, Dr. Redlich appeats to think that defendants do
learn from their past expetiences. She testified,

Mr. Baker has utilized plea bargaining on several occasions,
starting at age 18 when he plead guilty to possession of other
controlled substance in 1989. He used plea bargaining again in
1994 when he was charged with unlawful use of 2 weapon by
felon and attempted murder. Then in 2003 he plead guilty to
possession of a controlled substance.

Defendants do learn from their prior court experience including participation in
plea bargaining.

Therefore, there is no factual support for Dr. Redlich’s opinion that Mr. Baker |
and Ms. Glenn apparently “may have had insufficient time to consider the State’s
plea offers” (emphasis added).

Package Plea Deal with Ms. Glenn ‘
Dr. Redlich testified that the package plea deal was “coercive.” She affirmed that
package plea deal could be part of a true guilty plea. She stated, “I'm not talking

about the reliability” of the guilty plea. ‘

Dr. Redlich wrote

...the package plea deal offered to Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn ‘
was a primary reason fot his pleading guilty, despite his

repeated claims of innocence. Mote specifically, if Mr. Baker

agreed to plead guilty, his wife, Ms. Glenn, would receive a ‘
plea offer in which she would not receive a carceral sentence,

but rather serve one year on probation. ..

Mr. Baker testified, “T only pled guilty to protect my wife |
and our children from the risk of my wife’s imprisonment
and upon the agreement that she would only be sentenced
to 1 yeat probation.”

Ms. Glenn testified, “I only pled guilty at Ben’s urging and
upon the agreement that I would be sentenced to 1 year
probation. Our children could not have both patents in
prison.”
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Dr. Redlich testified that this package plea deal was coercive. She wrote,

Thus, when this body of research is applied to the present
case, Baker and Glenn, as they have stated in their affidavits
and depositions, only accepted the pleas, despite their claims
of actual innocence, because of their relationship and shared
children. Mote specifically, for his part, Baker “only pled
guilty to protect my wife” and “pleaded and begged” Glenn
to accept the state’s plea offer so that she would avoid prison
time and be able to stay home with their children. For her
part, Glenn “only pled guilty at Ben’s urging” with the
understanding that she would not serve carceral time and
thus be able to parent their children.

In my expert opinion, these packaged deals greatly
influenced the voluntariness of their guilty pleas.

Dr. Redlich further clarified her opinion,

And here 'm talking about the coerciveness of the situation,
and that why this package deal would lead an innocent
petson to plead guilty. Yes, it would lead a guilty petson [to
plead guilty also]. But even —it’s so, so tempting and such a
good deal, and they get to raise -- you know, Clarissa gets to
raise her children, that it would lead an innocent person to
accept that deal rather than go to trial.

Thus, the presence of the package plea deal does not separate false from true
guilty pleas.

Indeed, this offer was attractive to both defendants for a vatiety of reasons. The

plea was attractive given the totality of the circumstances faced by Mr. Baker and

Ms. Glenn. Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn swore under oath that neither was

threatened or coerced to accept the plea. They testified that each accepted the

plea on their own free will. Thus, the pleas were voluntary as articulated by the

current legal standards. ‘

Drt. Redlich argues that the package plea deal was “enticing” and thus coercive. ‘

Furthermore, there is no evidence that either Mr. Baker or Ms. Glenn were

cognitively or emotionally unable to exercise their reason. There is no evidence

that either one suffered from a mental illness that negatively affected their
decision-making capacity. Indeed, under the totality of the circumstances,

accepting the plea deal was the most reasonable decision to be made. Ms. Glenn
received probation, Mr. Baker received a reduced prison sentence, and they were

aware of additional avenues to address and potentially vacate their respective

guilty pleas, if they so chose. Thus, Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn accepted their

trespective pleas voluntarily. '

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
v. City of Chicago 13 of 16 05/13/24
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Futility of Going to Trial
Dr. Redlich identified several reasons why Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn would judge
going to trial as futile. These reasons are,

1. Mrz. Baker’s previous conviction during the 2006 trial.
Inadmissibility of the police misconduct allegations based upon Judge
Toomin’s rulings.

3. Reasonable expectation that police officers’ testimony would be judged
mote credible than that of Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn.

Dr. Redlich testified,

So, it’s like a given that they (i.e., futility to go to trial) induce
guilty people to plead guilty.

Standing alone [the factor of futility to go to triall, itwouldn’t

be [a] definitive [factor to identify true vs false guilty plea],

no. It [the futility to go to trial], would be a factor in the ‘
totality of circumstances.

Dr. Redlich testified that both guilty and innocent defendants calculate their
chances of conviction at trial. Significantly, Dr. Redlich testified that ‘ :

Well, it’s very consistently that guilty people are pleading ‘
guilty at higher rates. ...that's why I presume that most
defendants who plead are guilty. ‘

Dr. Redlich’s testified that the presence of the futlity of going to trial does not
help to separate true from false guilty pleas. ‘

The fact that Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn took into account the outcome of the ‘
prior trial and the significance of the inadmissibility of testimony regarding police
misconduct indicates that both defendants exercised good judgment. There is no |
evidence that either of the defendants were cognitively or emotionally impaired.

There is no evidence that either of the defendants expetienced metal illness. ‘

Extreme Plea Discount |
Dr. Redlich atgues that the plea discount offered to Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn
during the plea negotiation was extreme and coercive. State’s plea offer was |
attractive to both defendants for a varety of teasons. The plea was attractive
given the totality of the citcumstances faced by Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn. ‘

According to Mr. Baket’s deposition testimony, |

I pled guilty so that Clarissa wouldn't get any ‘
jail time. I didn't want to run the risk of her

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
v. City of Chicago 14 of 16 05/13/24
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getting jail time, because I would have fought
it. And that's why I believe they charged her,
so -- But that's just my belief. But I pleaded
guilty so that Clarissa wouldn't have to do any
time and she'll be there to raise our kids.

I had just got found guilty, and they gave me
eighteen years. And I didn't want to risk --
Well, yes, to answer your question. They
offered me four years. The State offered me
four years. Yes [for 12/11/05]. And they
offered Clarissa probation.  She, to her
testament, didn't want to take the plea. But I
pleaded with her because I didn't want to see
her in jail, albeit for something she didn't do,
but in jail nonetheless. And then where would
that leave our children? So, I said I'll plead
guilty and do the four years. Yes [it was
negotiated plea. [I take the four, and they
guarantee you that they're going to give
Clarissa probation.] ‘

Mt. Baker did not testify that he was swayed to accept the plea because he
calculated that he was receiving an extreme discount.

Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn swore under oath that neither was threatened nor ‘
coerced to accept the plea. They testified that each accepted the plea on their

own free will. Thus, the plea was voluntary as articulated by the cutrent legal

standards.

Furthermore, there is no evidence that either Mr. Baker or Ms. Glenn were
cognitively or emotionally unable to exetcise their reason. There is no evidence
that either one suffered from a mental illness that negatively affected their
decision-making capacity. Indeed, under the totality of the circumstances,
accepting the plea deal was the most reasonable decision to be made. Ms. Glenn
got probation, Mr. Baker got a reduced prison sentence, and they could watt to
have circumstances change so that police statements became unreliable as
evidence for defendants’ guilt. Thus, Mr. Baker and Ms. Glenn accepted the plea
knowingly, intelligently, and voluntarily. ‘

The presence of the “extreme plea discounts” does not separate true from false
guilty pleas. The presence of “extreme plea discounts” does not make the plea
involuntary according to the current legal standards.

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
v. City of Chicago 150f 16 05/13/24
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Signature

The data identified in the sources of information and this examining physician’s
education, experience, and research are the basis for the above proffered
opinions. This examiner reserves the tight to modify his opinions if further data
becomes available for review and analysis.

Unless otherwise specified, this examiner holds the opinions expressed in this
report with a reasonable degree of forensic medical and psychiatric certainty.

Respectfully submitted,
Health and Law Resource, Inc.

JA A e 47 ¥’ ;
|

A. E. Obolsky, M.

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
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Sources of Information

# Record Type Record Source From To
1 | Complaint | Chicago Police Department | 04/26/01
2 | Medical Northwestern Medicine 11/14/01 11/21/01
3 | Complaint | Chicago Police Department | 11/03/05
4 | Legal Report of Proceedings 09/18/06
Illinois Department of
5 | Medical Corrections 03/12/07 05/13/14
6 | Legal Affidavit of Ben Baker 03/06/09

First Judicial Circuit, Cook
County State of Illinois-

7 | Legal Affidavit of Ben Baker 10/31/12
State of Illinois County of

8 | Legal Cook-Affidavit of Ben Baker | 06/13/14
Circuit Court of Cook

County, Illinois County
Department-Criminal
Division Affidavit of Ben
9 | Legal Baker 02/04/16
Circuit Court of Cook
County, Illinois County |
Department-Criminal '
Division Affidavit of
10 | Legal Clarissa Glenn 02/04/16
Circuit Court of Cook
County, Illinois County
Department-Criminal
Division Affidavit of

11 | Legal Leonard Gipson 04/27/17

Transcript of the Testimony
12 | Legal of Officer Miguel Cabrales 10/17/17

Mercy Hospital and Medical
13 | Medical Center 12/20/17 12/20/17

14 | Legal Copa-Investigation Reports | 11/28/18 12/20/18
The Northern District of

Illinois, Eastern Division-
15 | Legal Second Amended Complaint | 12/30/20

Transcripts of the Deposition
16 | Legal of Clarissa Glenn 08/26/21 02/24/24

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
v. City of Chicago 10of3 05/13/24
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Sources of Information

# | Record Type Record Source From | To
Transcript of the
Testimony of Kenneth
17 | Legal Young Junior 12/15/21
Transcript of the
Testimony of Manuel
18 | Legal Leano 01/26/22
Transcript of the
Testimony of Robert
19 | Legal Gonzalez 03/10/22
Transcript of the
Testimony of Officer
20 | Legal Brian Bolton 03/14/22
Transcript of the
Testimony of Douglas |
21 | Legal Nichols 04/18/22
Transcript of the
Testimony of Leonard |
22 | Legal Gipson 07/18/22
Transcript of the
Deposition of Matthew
23 | Legal Mahoney 09/28/22 |
Transcript of the
Testimony of Ronald |
24 | Legal Watts 10/07/22

Transcript of the |
25 | Legal Testimony of Debra Kirby | 10/13/22

Criminal History Chicago Police |
26 | Report Department 02/09/23

Transcript of the |
27 | Legal Deposition of Alvin Jones | 07/18/23

Transcripts of the
28 | Legal Deposition of Ben Baker | 08/09/23 08/10/23
Transcript of the ‘
Testimony of Kallatt
29 | Legal Mohammed 11/15/23 |

Transcript of the |
30 | Legal Testimony of Philip Cline | 12/08/23

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
v. City of Chicago 2 of 3 05/13/24
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Sources of Information

# Record Type Record Source From To
Transcript of the
Testimony of Elsworth
31 | Legal Smith 03/05/24
George Mason University
College of Humanities and
Social Sciences-Alison D.

32 | Legal Redlich Ph.D. 03/27/24
Transcript of the
Testimony of Allison D.
33 | Legal Redlich, Ph.D. 04/25/24
34 | Other Podcast of Joshua Tepfer
Date of Initial
Contact

(Intake) with
Health & Law | Health and Law Resource,
35 | Resource, Inc. Inc. 04/15/24

Ben Baker and Clarissa Glenn
v. City of Chicago 3 of3 05/13/24
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ALEXANDER E. OBOLSKY, M.D.

Board Certified in
General, Addiction, and Forensic Psychiatry

Distinguished Fellow of the American Psychiatric Association

EXPERIENCE

2024 — Present Psychopharmacologist Chicago, IL
ILLUMENTAL Counseling and Psychiatry
Multidisciplinary mental health group practice serving
*Emotionally and physically injured
*Trauma survivors
*Medically and neurologically ill

2024 — Present Forensic Psychiatrist Chicago, IL
ILLUMENTAL Consulting and Testifying Experts
Multidisciplinary forensic psychiatric, neuropsychiatric, and

neuro/psychological services
*Medical Causation
*Complex Trauma Cases
*Catastrophic Injuries
*Posttraumatic Emotional and Cognitive Disorders
*Traumatic Brain Injury and Neuropsychiatry
*Independent Medical Evaluations
*Neuro/Psychological Testing
*Personal Injury Litigation
*Complex Workers’ Compensation Claims
*QOccupational Fitness for Duty
*Malingering
*Wills and Testamentary Capacity
*Medical Malpractice

1996 — Present Psychotherapist
Alexander E. Obolsky, MD Chicago, IL
Solo clinical psychotherapy practice
*Conflict
*Stress
*Trauma

1999 — 2023 Medical Director Chicago, IL
Health and Law Resource, Inc.
Forensic psychiatric and neuro/psychological services

aobolsky@illumental.com A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
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1998 — 2001 Assistant Medical Director Elgin, IL
Inpatient Forensic Treatment Program
Elgin Mental Health Center
Multidisciplinary treatment for NGRI and UST patients
*Severe psychotic, mood, neurocognitive, neurodevelopmental,

addiction, impulse-control, and personality disorders

*Clinical forensic diagnostic consultations
*Forensic risk (dangerousness) assessments
*Pain treatment (opioid use) assessments
*Malingering assessment
*Inpatient staff administration and supervision

1998 — 1999 Director Chicago, IL
Psychiatric Services
The Pain & Rehabilitation Clinic of Chicago
Multidisciplinary clinical group practice focused on
*Physical and neurological injuries
*Chronic pain
*Emotional consequences of physical injuries
*Emotional consequences of chronic disorders
*Malingering assessment
*Corporate and legal psychiatric evaluations

1996 — 1999 Consultant Chicago, IL
Health and Law Resource, Inc.

1995 — 1998 Director Chicago, IL
Division of Forensic Psychiatry
Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
Multidisciplinary forensic psychiatric, neuropsychiatric,
and neuro/psychological services

1993 — 1998 Staff Psychiatrist Chicago, IL
Northwestern Medical Faculty Foundation, Inc.
Multidisciplinary mental health group practice focused on
*Thought disorders
*Mood disorders
* Anxiety disorders
*Trauma disorders
*Neuropsychiatric/Neurodevelopmental disorders
*Somatoform Disorders
* Alcoholism and substance use disorders
*Impulse control disorders
*Personality disorders

aobolsky@illumental.com A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
2 of 11
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1993 — 1998
1993 — 1998
1995 — 1997
1994 — 1996
1994 — 1995
1990 — 1995

aobolsky@illumental.com

Director Chicago, IL

Psychiatry and Law Program

Northwestern Medical Faculty Foundation, Inc.

Multidisciplinary forensic psychiatric and neuro/psychological
services

Co-Director Chicago, IL
Professionals at Risk Program

Northwestern Medical Faculty Foundation, Inc.
Multidisciplinary program providing evaluations and treatment to
*Professionals involved in sexual boundary violations
*Paraphilic disorders

*Impulse control disorders

Regional Associate Medical Director Westmont, IL
Occupational Behavioral Health
American Day Treatment Centers
Short-term partial hospitalization treatment focused on
Trauma related mental disorders and resultant work impairments

Director Chicago, IL
Program for the Study of Organizational Behavior
Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
*Corporate behavioral consulting

*Employee crisis debriefing

*Fitness for duty evaluations

*Dangerousness evaluations

Associate Medical Director Westmont, IL
American Day Treatment Centers
Multidisciplinary short-term psychiatric partial hospitalization

Psychiatrist Warrenville, IL
Illinois Youth Center at Warrenville

State of Illinois, Department of Corrections, Juvenile Division
Multidisciplinary treatment for incarcerated adolescents
*Psychotic disorders

*Mood disorders

*Impulse-control and conduct disorders

*Neurocognitive disorders

*Personality disorders

*Childhood physical and sexual abuse

*Childhood neglect

A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
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PROFESSIONAL BOARDS
e 1997 — Present Diplomate American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology
Addiction Psychiatry Certificate No. 1233
e 1994 — Present Diplomate American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology
Forensic Psychiatry Certificate No. 178
e 1993 — Present Diplomate American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology
General Psychiatry Certificate No. 38348
e 1994 -1998 Board Examiner American Board of Psychiatry and Neurology
LICENSURE
e [llinois License of Physician and Surgeon #036-081074
e Indiana Licensure of Physician #01092221A
e Nevada License of Physician #17875
e Wisconsin  License of Medicine and Surgery #69111-20
HOSPITAL PRIVILEGES
1993 — Present Northwestern Memorial Hospital Chicago, IL
1998 — Present Shirley Ryan Ability Lab Chicago, IL
2010-2020 NorthShore University Health System Chicago, IL
1998 — 2001 Elgin Mental Health Center Elgin, IL
EDUCATION
1992 — 1993  Forensic Psychiatry Fellowship
Loyola University Medical Center Maywood, IL

1988 — 1992  General Psychiatry Residency
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine

Northwestern Memorial Hospital Chicago, IL
1984 — 1988  Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine Chicago, IL
1980 — 1984  Northwestern University Evanston, IL
aobolsky@illumental.com A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
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ACADEMIC APPOINTMENTS

2003 — Present

1997 — 1998
1994 — 2006
1993 —2003

Assistant Professor
Clinical Psychiatry and Behavioral Science

Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences

Chicago, IL

Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine

Adjunct Professor of Law
DePaul University College of Law

Adjunct Professor of Law
Northwestern University School of Law

Instructor of Psychiatry

Chicago, IL

Chicago, IL

Chicago, IL

Department of Psychiatry and Behavioral Sciences Northwestern

University Feinberg School of Medicine

TEACHING AND SUPERVISION

2015 — Present

2014 -2015

2013

2012 -2014

2008 —2010

2001 —2007

The Conundrum of Malingering

Department of Medical Humanities and Bioethics
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
Seminars for First- and Second-Y ear Medical Students

Mass Murder

Department of Medical Humanities and Bioethics
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
Seminars for First- and Second-Year Medical Students

Psychiatric Nosology-Epistemology:

Definition of Reasonable Degree of Certainty
Department of Psychiatry

Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
Forensic Psychiatry Fellowship

Tales from the Forensic Couch

Department of Medical Humanities and Bioethics
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
Seminars for First- and Second-Year Medical Students

From Within the Whirlwind

Department of Medical Humanities and Bioethics
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
Seminars for First- and Second-Year Medical Students

Physician in Court:

aobolsky@illumental.com A. E. Obolsky, MD
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2001 —2007

1994 — 2004

Medical Expertise in a Legal Setting

Department of Medical Humanities and Bioethics
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
Seminar for Second Year Medical Students

Psychiatric Dimensions of Medical Practice
Department of Medical Humanities and Bioethics
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine
Seminar for First Year Medical Students

Mental Health Law
Northwestern University School of Law
Semester Course for Law Students

VOLUNTEER ACTIVITIES

1992 — Present

Volunteer Faculty
Medical Ethics and Humanities Program
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medical

2011 —2017 The Ark
Psychiatrist
Not-for-profit, community-funded health agency
2001 —2012 American Red Cross
Disaster Mental Health Program
2000 - 2012 Disaster Psychiatry Outreach
Volunteer psychiatric care in the aftermath of disasters
2008 — 2011 Community Health Psychiatry Clinic
Attending and Supervising Psychiatrist
2001 -2010 Illinois Department of Human Services
Rapid Response Team
aobolsky@illumental.com A. E. Obolsky, MD
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Chicago, IL
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HONORS

2003 — Present

Distinguished Fellow
American Psychiatric Association

2016 -2018 Nominated for Teaching Award
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine students for outstanding
teaching

2002 - 2016 America’s Top Psychiatrists, selected annually
Consumers’ Research Council of America

1996 — 2016 Best Doctors in America®, selected annually

2012 -2013 Chicago Super Doctors®

2012 Nominated for Joost Award
Northwestern University Feinberg School of Medicine students for outstanding
teaching

1997 Five Hundred Best Physicians in Chicago
Chicago Magazine

1992 — 1993 Resident Fellow of the American Psychoanalytic Association

1992 — 1993 AAP/Mead Johnson Fellowship in Academic Psychiatry

1984 — 1988 Forest Hospital Fellowship, renewed annually

1982 — 1984 Evanston Hospital Research Fellowship, renewed annually

aobolsky@illumental.com A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
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PRESENTATIONS

07/05/19

05/22/19

05/09/19

01/08/18

07/14/17

07/14/17

03/08/17

11/07/16

09/26/16

09/06/16

10/23/14

05/15/14

Careers in Forensic Psychiatry and Psychology
The Chicago School of Professional Psychology Chicago, IL

PTSD Claims from First Responders Chicago, IL
CLM Workers’ Compensation Conference

Annual Workers’ Compensation Seminar
Pollart Miller LLC Denver, CO

Head Injury and Bewilderment:

Bringing Clarity to Confusion in Cases of Head Injury, mild Traumatic Brain
(mTBI) Injury, and Postconcussive Syndrome (PCS)

Illinois Risk Management Services Illinois Hospital Association Naperville, IL

Decision-Making among the Mentally Disordered
XXXVth International Congress on Law and Mental Health
International Academy of Law and Mental Health Prague, Czechia

Bias in Forensic Mental Health Evaluations
XXXVth International Congress on Law and Mental Health
International Academy of Law and Mental Health Prague, Czechia

Use of Psychological Testing in Employment Litigation
Lake County Bar Association Employment Law Committee Vernon Hills, IL

PTSD & Workplace Violence
CorVel Chicago, IL

Psychiatric Consequences of Workplace Violence Chicago, IL

Mock Trial: Financial Capacity
3" International Conference on Capacity
International Psychogeriatric Association San Francisco, CA

Mock Trial

Malpractice Suicide Risk Assessment

45™ Annual Meeting

American Academy of Psychiatry and the Law Chicago, IL

Demoralization in Medical and Surgical Patients
Northwestern HealthCare Corporation Chicago, IL

aobolsky@illumental.com A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
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03/15/14

03/14/13

04/19/12

02/21/12

08/04/11

04/28/11

03/25/11

04/16/10

Mild Traumatic Brain Injury (mTBI) and Occupational Functioning

90" Annual Spring Seminar

Central States

Occupational and Environmental Medicine Association Lisle, IL

Psychiatric Aspects of Chronic Regional Pain Syndrome (CRPS)
Northwestern HealthCare Corporation Chicago, IL

Anatomy of a Forensic Psychiatric IME
19" Annual Conference
Case Manager Society of America Oak Brook Terrace, IL

How Forensic Psychiatry is Utilized in Case Management
Woodlake Medical Chicago, IL

“Why Me?” - Grief in Patients after
Loss of Physical and/or Psychological Functioning
Northwestern HealthCare Corporation Chicago, IL

Psychiatric Conditions Following Trauma
The Ark Chicago, IL

Psychiatric Morbidity Following Electrical Injury
29" Annual Symposium
American College of Forensic Psychiatry San Diego, CA

Forensic Psychiatric Evaluation

in Cases of Alleged Traumatic Chronic Pain Conditions

28" Annual Symposium

American College of Forensic Psychiatry San Francisco, CA

aobolsky@illumental.com A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
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PUBLICATIONS

Obolsky, A.: (Abstract)

Obolsky, A.: (Abstract)

Obolsky, A.: (Abstract)

Obolsky, A:

Obolsky, A.: (Abstract)

Review of the Current State of Knowledge of Comorbid Mild
Traumatic Brain Injury (mTBI) and PTSD in NATO Military
Personnel who Served in Iraq and Afghanistan

XXXIlIrd International Congress on Law and Mental Health (2013)
International Academy of Law and Mental Health

Amsterdam, The Netherlands. Abstract: page 99- 100

Long Term Psychiatric Conditions Following Traumatic Physical
Injury

XXXIst International Congress on Law and Mental Health (2009)
International Academy of Law and Mental Health

New York, NY. Abstract: page 351

Forensic Evaluation of Memory Complaints after Mild Traumatic
Brain Injury (mTBI)

XXXth International Congress on Law and Mental Health (2007)
International Academy of Law and Mental Health

Padua, Italy. Abstract: page 328

Homicide Due to a Sudden Intense Passion
Psychiatric Times, Vol. XXI, No. 5; May 2004, pages 31-32.

Psychological Responses to Disaster

XXVIIth International Congress on Law and Mental Health (2002)
International Academy of Law and Mental Health

Amsterdam, The Netherlands. Abstract: page 178

Obolsky, A., Cockrell, M.L.: (Abstract) Posttraumatic Stress Disorder’s Effect on

Individual’s Ability to Work

XXVth Anniversary Congress on Law and Mental Health (2000)
International Academy of Law and Mental Health

University of Siena, Tuscany, Italy. Abstracts: page 117

Obolsky A., Cockrell, M.L.: (Abstract) Psychiatric Employability Evaluation

Obolsky A., Miller, LS.

aobolsky@illumental.com

XXIVth International Congress on Law and Mental Health (1999).
International Academy of Law and Mental Health
Ministry of Health of Toronto, Ontario, Canada. Abstracts: page 213

Addiction Psychiatry and the Law

In Richard J. Francis, Sheldon 1. Miller (editors)

Clinical Textbook of Addictive Disorders, Second Edition, 1998
New York: Guilford

A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
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Lansing, A.E., Lyons, J.S. Martens L.C., O’Mahoney, M.T. Miller, S.I., and Obolsky A:

Obolsky A: (br)

Obolsky A: (br)

Obolsky A: (br)

Obolsky A: (br)

Obolsky A: (br)

Obolsky A:

aobolsky@illumental.com

The Treatment of Dangerous Patients in Managed Care:
Psychiatric Hospital Utilization and Outcome

General Hospital Psychiatry Volume 19, No. 2, March 1997
pages 112 - 118

Hypnosis, Memory, and Behavior in Criminal Investigations
By Kevin M. McConkey, Ph.D. and Peter W. Sheehan, Ph.D.
Doody’s Health Science Book Review Journal

Volume 4, No. 1, 1996

Serial Killers: The Insatiable Passion

By David Lester

Doody’s Health Science Book Review Journal
Volume 4, No. 1, 1996

Dissociation: Clinical and Theoretical Perspectives
Eds. Lynn, Steven Jay and Rhue, Judith W.
Doody’s Health Science Book Review Annual, 1994 — 1995

Treating the Homeless Mentally 111

Eds. H. Richard Lamb, Leona L. Bachrach, Frederic I. Kass.
Bulletin of the American Academy of Psychiatry and the Law
Volume 22, No. 2, 1994, page 301

Testifying in Court: Guidelines and Maxims
By Stanley L. Brodsky.

The Loyola Psychiatric Forum, Vol. V No. 1,
November 1992, page19.

Conversations in Psychiatry
APA Psychiatric News, Vol. XXVII, No. 22
November 20, 1992, page 14

Last revised 03/01/24

A. E. Obolsky, MD 312.456.4343
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HEALTH & LAW RESOURCE, INC.
134 N. LaSalle #1810
Chicago, IL 60602
TEL: 312-456-4343
FAX: 312-456-8304

FORENSIC SERVICES FEE SCHEDULE:

I. CASE MANAGEMENT INTAKE FEE:

II. PSYCHIATRIST’S FEES - Billing is done in 6-minute increments as follows
(1) Information Gathering
(Record review, literature search, literature review, etc.)

(2) Consultation
(Telephone conference, meetings, etc.)

(3) Psychiatric Interview
(Flat fee for 3 hours minimum. Time over 3 hours charged in 6-minute increments at
$500 / hr)

(4) Written Report and Affidavit Preparation, etc.

(5) Deposition
(3 hour minimum. Time over 3 hours charged in 6-minute increments at $500)

(6) Testimony (in 4- or 8-hour increments)
(Preparatory meeting with attorney is $500 / hr)
(Refer to deposition and testimony fee schedule below for more information, if necessary)

(7) Local Travel (i.e., Chicago land area) - Expenses + portal to portal is billed at
$500/hr. Regular rates for off-site psychiatric evaluations, deposition, and testimony

apply.

Please be advised that cancellation of Dr. Obolsky’s regular clinical activities in order
to accommodate the FIRM, may require an additional fee to be determined at the time
of scheduling.

* Deposition is usually scheduled in a 3-hour blocked interval, i.e., either from 9 AM
until 12 PM or from 1 PM until 4 PM. Blocked time may vary depending on the
instructions from the legal counsel paying for the deposition. Please be advised that Dr.
Obolsky will not be able to proceed with the deposition if it exceeds the previously
approved and blocked time interval. Deposition fee is calculated based on $500/hour
fee

$1000

$500/ hr

$500/ hr

$1500

$500/ hr

$500/ hr

$500/ hr
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**Testimony is scheduled either in a 4 hour or in an 8-hour blocked interval, i.e.
a) Dr. Obolsky will be billing for an eight (8) hour block of time for testimony
scheduled prior to 1 PM and the CLIENT will be billed at a flat fee of $4,000.
This fee is in effect from 9 AM until 5 PM and will apply regardless of the
time that Dr. Obolsky leaves the courtroom that day. This time interval may
include preparation for trial, consultation with the client, travel time, break
time, and/or testimony time. Any additional time spent on the case on that

day will be billed at $500/hour.

b) If Dr. Obolsky is called to testify at 1 PM or any time after 1 PM, a four (4)
hour block of time will be allocated for this service, and the CLIENT will be
billed at a flat rate of $2,000 for the blocked time. Any additional service
rendered by Dr. Obolsky that extends beyond the four (4) hour block time,
ie., 1 PM until 5 PM, will be billed at $500/hour. The four-hour block time
might include preparation for trial, consultation with the client, travel time,
break time and/or testimony time.

¢) Preparation time for depositions and testimonies, including consultations
with legal counsel, that is outside of the above-described time blocks, will be

billed at $500/ht.

III. PSYCHOLOGIST’S FEES:

(1) Record review and consultations with psychiatrist/client $300/ hr
(2) Psychological / Neuropsychological testing $300/ hr
(3) Data scoring and report preparation $300/ hr
(4) Review and rescoring of outside raw data $300/ hr
(5) Depositions (3 hour minimum. Time over 3 hours charged in 6-minute increments at $450) $450 / hr
(6) Testimony (in 4- or 8-hour increments) $450 / hr
(7) Local travel: expenses + portal to portal at $300/ hr

IV. OTHER SERVICES:

(1) Record Organization/ Source of Information $100/ hr
(2) Record Transcription/Abstraction/Longitudinal Summary by RN or MA level

psychologist $150/hr
(3) Psychological testing administration fee $1000

If testing proceeds longer than seven hours, additional time will be billed in 6 minute increments at $120/hr

(4) Off-Site Psychological testing administration by MA level psychologist $175/hr
(5) Psychosocial Interview by MA level psychologist $175/hr
(6) Administrative assistance during psychological testing or $45 / hr

with other case related activities during regular office hours, i.e. 9AM — 5PM, M-F

(7) Administrative assistance after office hours $75/ hr
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(8) Interview Transcription
(9) Interview Summary Preparation
(10) Forensic Case Manager’s Service Fee

(11) Forensic Case Manager’s Deposition Fee

V. URGENT SERVICES:

: 06/10/24 Page 33 of 39 PagelD #:2073

$60/ hr
$150/ hr
$120/ hr

$250/ hr

Please be advised that there will be a 25% add on to any services requiring a turnaround time of less

than three (3) business days.

VI. EXPENSES:

Please be advised that most of the expenses are billed at cost unless they require either secretarial
assistance or office equipment use. Furthermore, a $75 fee will be charged for any travel

arrangements that have to be made by our office.

VII. PAYMENTS:

Payment in full is expected as stated on each invoice. A $35 monthly fee will be applied to any
payment received more than 60 days after the invoice due date.



ealth & Law Resource, [nc

Heait}l&]_’a@v 134 N. LaSalle Suite #1810
Rﬁsource Chicago, lllinois 60602

A Case: 1:16-cv-08940 Document #: 295-3 Filed: 06/10/24 Page 34 of 39 Pa [geID #:2074

Phone (312) 456-4343
Fax (312) 456-8304

Expert Witness Deposition and Testimony List
Pursuant to Federal Rule of Civil Procedure #26(a)(2)
for Alexander E. Obolsky, MD

From May 2020 to May 2024

To the best of my knowledge and recollection, this list represents all the cases in which I have
offered either a deposition or trial testimony as an expert witness in the past four years.

The United States District Court for
The Northern District of Illinois Eastern Division

1. Cynthia Donald v. City of Chicago, et al

Case # 20 cv 6815
Retained by: Defense

Mark Bereyso, JD

City of Chicago, Department of Law
2 N. LaSalle Street, Suite 640
Chicago, IL 60602

Discovery Deposition Date: 12/15/22

2. James Gibson v. City of Chicago, et al

Case # 19 cv 04152
Retained by: Defense

Kelly M. Olivier

Hale & Monico LLC

53 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 337
Chicago, IL 60604

Discovery Deposition Date: 07/20/23

A. E. Obolsky, MD 1of6 Deposition and Testimony List
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The Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois County Department,
Law Division

1. Alvin Waddy v. the City of Chicago
Case #2019 L 010035
Retained by: Defense

Kelly Olivier

Hale & Monico

53 W. Jackson Blvd., Suite 334
Chicago, IL 60604

Discovery Deposition Date: 11/20/23

2. Morgan Kendall Howard v. Marcus Q. Smith, City of Chicago, a Municipal
Corporation
Case # 20 L 9684
Retained by Defense

Alison E. Anderson

City of Chicago Department of Law

2 N. LaSalle Street, Suite 350
Chicago, IL 60602

Discovery Deposition Date: 04/25/24

A. E. Obolsky, MD 20f6 Deposition and Testimony List
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The Circuit Court of the 12" Judicial Circuit of Illinois
Will, County
Law Division

1. Irma Aragon-Morales v. Vine Line Trucking, LLC, and Kenneth Burke
Case # 2019 L 634
Retained by: Defense

David I. Walters

Leahy, Eisenberg & Fraenkel, Ltd

33 W. Monroe Street, Suite 1100
Chicago, IL 60603

Discovery Deposition Date: 08/16/23
Court Testimony Date: 10/06/23

A. E. Obelsky, MD 3of6 Deposition and Testimony List
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The Lake Superior Court Civil Division
Hammond, Indiana

1. James A. Dow and Jelina H. Dow v. Joseph S. Kubiak
Case # 45D01-1706-CT-00120
Retained by: Defense

Matthew J. Kowals, JD

Leahy, Eisenberg & Fraenkel, Ltd.

33 West Monroe Street, Suite 1100

Chicago, IL 60603

Discovery Deposition Dates: 06/08/22 and 06/16/22

2. Jan Parsons v Randall A. Thrall, Goodwill Industries of Michiana, Inc., and Penske
Leasing and Rental Company
Case # 45D11-1804-CT-00060
Retained by: Defense

Kristy M. Swart

Law Offices of Hanover Insurance Group
9229 Delegates Row, Suite 100
Indianapolis, IN 46240

Discovery Deposition Date: 02/08/23

A. E. Obolsky, MD 40f6 Deposition and Testimony List
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The Illinois Workers' Compensation Commission

1. Robert Naegel v. U.S. Foods Service
Case # 16 WC 026140
Retained by: Defense

Steven Miller, JD

Bradey Connolly & Masuda

10 S. LaSalle, Suite 900

Chicago, IL 60603

Evidentiary Deposition Dates: 12/07/20, 12/10/20, 02/25/21, 05/27/21

2. Donald Tieri v. Corman Alternate Site services, Inc.
Case # 15 WC 17740
Retained by: Defense

Pankhuri K. Parti, JD

Nyhan, Bambrick, Kinzie & Lowry

20 N. Clark Street, Suite 1000

Chicago, IL 60602

Evidentiary Deposition Date: 03/08/21

A. E. Obolsky, MD S5of6 Deposition and Testimony List
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State of Illinois
Circuit Court of Cook County
Criminal Division

1. People of the State of Illinois v. Robert Hill
Case # 15-CR-753201
Retained by: Defense

MariJane Placek, JD

2650 S. California Ave.

8™ Floor

Chicago, IL 60608
Testimony Date: 10/04/21

A. E. Obolsky, MD 60of 6 Deposition and Testimony List



