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IN THE 

APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS 

FOURTH DISTRICT 

JAMAL SHEHADEH, ~ 

comPlainant-APpellant'l 

Petition for Review of Order 
of the Illinois Commerce 
Commission. 

Vs. 

ILLINOIS COMMERCE COMMISSION and) 
CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS ) 
ENTERPRISE SERVICES, INC. d/b/a ~ 
CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS 
NETWORK SERVICES d/b/a 
CONSOLIDATED COMMUNICATIONS ) 
PUBLIC SERVICES, ) 

) 
Respondent-Appellee. ) 

Case No.: 11-0685 

The Honorable 
J. Stephen Yoder 
Presiding Judge. 

DOCKETING STATEMENT 

iim) COHES the Cornplainant, JAC1AL SHEHADE!! pro se, and for his 

Docketing Statement pursuant to S. Ct. Rule 312, does state the fol-

10\·ling: 

(1) This matter is not now nor 11as it ever beon pendin~ before 

this Court; 

(2) Counsel on Appeal for Compl.inant is: 

Mr. Jamal Sheh~deh {S-10300 
Bi~ ~1ud(ly 1ivcr Corrcctj.on31 Center 
251 ~,ortil Illinois llir;h\!~y 37 
Ina, IL G23t.G; 

(3) COllnscl on Appeal. for Respondent 18: 

~/;s. Li S[l ~;a t ter 
Schiff llarriin, LLP 
233 South Wacl:er Drive 
Sui te 6C,OO 
Cllia2~o, II~ 50606; 
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less than 100 pages, however, Complainant will not be requesting 

that they be prepared as all relevant matters to this Appeal are 

part of the common law record; 

(5) The nature of this Appeal is the Illinois Commerce Com­

mission's dismissal of Complainant's complaint against Consolidated 

Communications Public Services, a telecommunnications carrier and 

the vendor contracted w~th the State of Illinois to service the 

Illinois Department of Corrections' offender telephone system; 

are: 

(6) Some of the primary issues proposed to be raised on Appeal 

a.) Whether a service contract made part of a utility's tar­
riff has the full force and effect of the terriff, the 
terms of which can be enforced by the Commission; 

b.) Hhether Respondent's tarriff on file Hith the Commission 
can be enforced by offenders committed to the custody of 
the Illinois Department of Corections; 

c.) Hhether Complainant has standin~ to seek reparations for 
dropped calls made on Consolidated's equipnent tnat was 
not maintained in accordance with the terms of its State 
contract; 

(7) On October 17, 2012 an order Has entered by the Commis-

sion dismising Complainant's complaint. The Order was served on the 

Complainant on or about November 21, 2012. Complainat filed his 

Petition for Rehearing pursuabt to 83 Ill. Ad. Code 200.8BO(a) on 

December 3, 2012. The Commission failed to serve Complainant with 

a copy of its Order within 20 days thereafter as required by 20 Ill. 

Ad. Code 200.B80(d). This Petit~on for Review Has filed within 30 

days after the Commission's Order was due; 



(8) On Deceliiber 27, 20n COlliplailialit lIIailed a letter to the 

Clerk of the Illinois Commerce Commission and requested that she 

prepare, certify, and transmit the common law record to this Court. 

Respectfully submitted, 

C ificate of Service 

I Jamal 5hehadeh do hereby swear and affirm under penalties 

of perjuvy the foregoing was served on ail parties by placing copies 

of teh same in the Big Muddy River Correctional Center offender mail 

box addressed to: 

Attorney Lisa Natter 
233 S. Hacker Dr., 5te. 6600 
Chicago, IL 60606 

with postage pre-paid on thsi 

Mr. Jamal 5hehadeh :5-10300 

Illinois Commerce Commission 
527 East Capitol Avenue 
5prin~field, IL 62701 

Q- h 
the~ day of December, 2012. 

Big Muddy River Correctional Center 
251 North Illinois Highliay 37 
Ina, I1 62846 
(618) 437-5300 
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