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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 

 
PATRICK HURST and CHRIS  ) 
DICKERSON ,    ) PLAINTIFFS DEMAND A TRIAL 
      ) BY JURY 
 Plaintiffs,    )   
      ) Case No. 
v.      )   
      ) Hon. 
JOHN J. PAPPAS, SR. and STEPHEN )   
HEALY,     ) Calendar    
      ) 
 Defendants.    ) 
      ) 

VERIFIED COMPLAINT 

 Plaintiffs, Patrick Hurst (“Hurst”) and Chris Dickerson (“Dickerson”), through their 

undersigned counsel, for their Complaint against Defendants John J. Pappas, Sr. (“Pappas”) and 

Stephen Healy (“Healy”), states as follows: 

SUMMARY 

 1. Hurst and Dickerson seek to pursue a claim for malicious prosecution against 

Defendants, Pappas and Healy, for the action Pappas instituted against them and many others, 

which was malicious, devoid of probable cause, and brought with the sole intention, and expressly 

stated purpose, of causing emotional damage and financial ruin to Hurst and, by extension 

Dickerson, by means of Pappas and Healy improperly leveraging their positions as  licensed 

Illinois attorneys. Given the nature of the damages involved, Hurst acknowledges that permitting 

this action to go forward will require an abrogation of Stopka v. Lesser, 82 Ill. App. 3d 323 (1st 

Dist. 1980), and ultimately a decision from the Illinois Supreme Court to modify its prior decisions 

by expanding the standard of injury sufficient to support an action for malicious prosecution in 

Illinois. This action is brought not for an improper purpose, but is based on a good-faith argument 

for a modification or reversal of existing law. 
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NATURE OF THE CONTROVERSY 

 2. In the aftermath of an ownership dispute over a horse, an Oldenburg Warmblood 

Mare known as “Altair,” Defendant Pappas filed suit against Plaintiffs, Hurst, Dickerson and four 

others, including their lawyer, Yvonne Ocrant, and her law firm, Hinshaw and Culbertson. 

Specifically, Pappas asserted that Hurst and Dickerson defamed him by making false statements 

to law enforcement concerning the treatment of an animal, a felony under 510 ILCS 70, et seq. 

The claims in that action were, by Pappas’s own admission, asserted for the sole purpose of 

harassing Hurst and Dickerson, to bury Plaintiffs in legal fees and financially drain them through 

the course of the case. Not only were Pappas’ claims asserted maliciously, without probable cause, 

and modified throughout the case to extend the litigation for five years, with multiple appeals, the 

claims were supported by false affidavits prepared by Pappas and put forth against Hurst and 

Dickerson by Pappas and Healy. 

 3. In the years of litigation that followed, Hurst and Dickerson incurred approximately 

$400,000 in legal fees to defend themselves and prove that the claims asserted against them were 

propped up with the false and perjured testimony of several key witnesses, the baseless arguments 

by Pappas and Healy, and the false statements Pappas and Healy made to the underlying court. 

Ultimately, Hurst and Dickerson exposed the affidavit and false statements for what they were. In 

fact, the perjured testimony was, in the Circuit Court’s words, “so at odds” with the facts, that the 

Court sanctioned Defendant Pappas for his misconduct in preparing and submitting a false 

affidavit. 

4. Finally, Hurst and Dickerson, having firmly established that the claims were 

premised on perjured testimony and contrived, baseless arguments, and that they were engineered 

by Defendant Pappas with assistance from his partner Healy in prosecuting the vexatious litigation, 
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persuaded the Circuit Court to grant judgment in favor of Hurst and Dickerson on June 30, 2017. 

Defendant Pappas appealed that decision, but the Illinois Appellate Court ruled against him and 

affirmed the Circuit Court’s dismissal of his claims on August 8, 2018.  

5. Hurst brings this action for malicious prosecution to recover the very real damages 

he incurred as a result of Pappas’ and Healy’s intentional and malicious conduct.  

PARTIES 

6. Patrick Hurst is a citizen of Illinois who currently resides in Cook County, Illinois. 

7. John J. Pappas, Sr. is a citizen of Illinois and, upon information and belief, resides 

in Lake County. 

8. Stephen Healy, is a citizen of Illinois and, upon information and belief, resides in 

Cook County. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

9. Jurisdiction is proper pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2) because Defendants 

committed a tortious action within the State of Illinois. 

10. Venue is proper in Cook County pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-101 because a 

substantial part of the actions giving rise to Hurst’s claims occurred in Cook County, Illinois. 

BACKGROUND FACTS 

11. On May 8, 2010 Hurst entered into a joint venture agreement with Pappas and Sarah 

Grubner (“Grubner”) to purchase an Oldenburg Warmblood Mare, known as Altair. 

12. On October 5, 2010, based on Pappas’ and Grubner’s recommendation, Hurst 

purchased a horse from Grubner’s friend and Shamrock Farms’ client, Catherine Wadington, for 

Hurst’s daughter – who was training for a national horse competition. 
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13. The purchase price for the horse, known as Ty, was $125,000, ($75,000 cash, plus 

a horse Hurst then owned and was training with Grubner). 

14. Grubner received a commission of $18,750 even though she represented both 

parties. A pre-purchase examination was conducted by Nicole Wessel (“Wessel”), a local 

veterinarian. 

15. During the exam Wessel did not conduct several tests that would be routine for such 

an examination. Wessel certified that the horse could perform for the intended use, Hunter-Jumper 

at the 3’6’’ level. This was the reason Hurst bought the new horse, so that his daughter could 

compete at this level, which was her next development in her training to qualify for the national 

competition in approximately a year. 

16. With Grubner as the trainer, Ty could not jump at the 3’6’’ level and exhibited 

several health problems over the next several months including lethargy, concerns about anemia 

and thyroid, lameness, refusal to jump and muscle spasms.  

17. On March 8, 2011 Nancy Hurst notified Grubner and Pappas that the Hursts, their 

daughter and their horses, were leaving Shamrock Farms to work with another trainer. 

18. Hurst’s daughter also expressed discomfort with the closeness of the personal 

relationship between Pappas and Grubner and their use of alcohol at the barn and at shows. 

19. Grubner and Pappas indicated that Hurst’s horse, Ty, the nonperforming horse they 

sold him, could leave the barn, but not Altair. 

20. Hurst responded that the joint venture agreement provided that Pappas and Grubner 

were to train the horse while at Shamrock Farms, but that the Hursts were the owners. 

21. Grubner and Pappas were outraged that the Hursts wanted to leave Shamrock Farms 

to find another trainer and would not let Altair leave the barn, even for a week. 

FI
LE

D
 D

AT
E:

 7
/2

/2
01

9 
11

:3
0 

AM
   

20
19

L0
07

26
5



- 5 - 
 

22. On April 26, 2011, Hurst sent an email to Pappas advising him that he could not 

continue to padlock Altair’s stall to prevent the horse’s removal. 

23. On May 28, 2011, Hurst, Dickerson (who purchased Altair from Hurst) and Jack 

Jones (“Jones”), a horse shipper, attempted to relocate Altair to an alternate stable. 

24. A Shamrock Farms employee contacted Pappas to inform him that Hurst, 

Dickerson and Jones were attempting to remove Altair from Shamrock Farms. 

25. Pappas directed the employee to prevent Hurst, Dickerson and Jones from 

removing Altair from Shamrock Farms. The employee complied with Pappas’s orders, blocking 

the drive so as to prevent Jones from driving his trailer, with Altair on board, off of the property. 

26. Pappas then contacted the Barrington Hills Police Department. Sergeant David M. 

Kann (“Kann”) responded to the call. 

27. Upon arriving at Shamrock Farms, Sergeant Kann spoke with Dickerson who stated 

that he had recently purchased Altair from Hurst, that he was concerned for Altair’s well-being 

and that he wished to relocate Altair to a different stable. 

28. Sergeant Kann contacted Donna Ewing (“Ewing”), a licensed investigator of 

animal abuse. Sergeant Kann requested that Ms. Ewing come to Shamrock Farms and examine 

Altair, a request that she complied with. 

29. Two additional veterinarians examined Altair that day: (1) Wessel, who had 

provided care to Altair since May 2010, was contacted by Grubner and (2) Kristin Baumgartner 

(“Baumgartner”), was contacted by Dickerson. 

30. Pappas, who was not present, subsequently alleged that Hurst and Dickerson made 

various defamatory statements to Kann, Ewing, Wessel and Baumgartner regarding the care and 

condition of Altair. In particular, Pappas alleged that Hurst told Sergeant Kann, Ewing, Wessel 

FI
LE

D
 D

AT
E:

 7
/2

/2
01

9 
11

:3
0 

AM
   

20
19

L0
07

26
5



- 6 - 
 

and Baumgartner that Pappas “mistreated, mismanaged, injured and caused Altair to be 

dehydrated, [and] lame. . . .” even though Pappas was not there to witness any of the events or hear 

any of the statements. 

31. Hurst and Dickerson denied that they made any Defamatory Statements regarding 

Pappas and contended that any statements they made to Kann, Wessel or Baumgartner merely 

expressed concern for Altair. 

32. On June 1, 2011, Hurst filed a motion for a temporary restraining order, injunctive 

relief and a verified claim against Pappas to remove Altair from Shamrock Farms.  The June 1, 

2011, action filed by Hurst and Nancy Hurst was filed in the 19th Judicial Circuit, thereby 

commencing Patrick Hurst and Nancy Hurst v. John J. Pappas, Sr., Shamrock Farms and Sarah 

Grubner, Case No. 11CH2557.  (“Lake County Action”). 

33. Pappas and Grubner responded by calling trainers in the area, a small community 

of people, and telling them not to take the Hursts as clients; telling them that Hurst’s daughter was 

not a good rider and that she was hard to work with; that Hurst did not pay his bills and that Hurst’s 

lawyer Ocrant, filed frivolous lawsuits. 

34. Hurst’s daughter was turned away by trainers who indicated that they received calls 

from Grubner warning them about the Hursts. 

35. On July 5, 2011, the Hursts were able to get accepted at Judgement Farms, over a 

one and a half-hour drive away, despite several calls from Grubner not to take the Hursts for the 

aforementioned reasons. 

36. Once at Judgement Farms, the trainers indicated that Ty was not capable of 

performing at the level required, if at all, as the horse refused to jump. 
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37. Given that point in Hurst’s daughter’s career she needed a horse to train on 

immediately to qualify for the national competition. On July 15, 2011, Hurst and the trainers flew 

to Atlanta and had to purchase an experienced “made” horse for over $230,000.   

38. The incremental cost to purchase the new horse and the excessive costs incurred 

with the non-performing Ty amounted to over $300,000. Ty was ultimately retired to a field not 

able to perform jumps. 

39. On January 12, 2012, shortly after the initial lawsuit was settled with Pappas buying 

Altair (Altair later died), Pappas and Grubner filed a lawsuit against Patrick Hurst, Nancy Hurst, 

Hinshaw & Culbertson, Yvonne Ocrant, a partner at Hinshaw & Culbertson and Richard 

Kolodziej, an associate at Hinshaw & Culbertson.  Pappas named Ocrant and Kolodziej, the 

attorneys who handled the Lake County Action, in their individual capacities. 

The Actions and Appeals 

40. The January 12, 2012, action in Cook County was filed by Pappas and Grubner 

commencing John J. Pappas, Sr., indivually and d/b/a Shamrock Farms and Sarah Scott Grubner 

v. Patrick Hurst, Nancy Hurst, Chris Dickerson, Yvonne Ocrant, Richard Kolodziej and Hinshaw 

& Culberston, LLP, Case No. 2012-L-000414 (“Cook County Action”). 

41. The Complaint in the Cook County Action, pursued by Pappas and his partner 

Healy, asserted claims for defamation per se, trespass, tortious interference, conspiracy and breach 

of fiduciary duty and made many of the same allegations of fact asserted by Pappas in the Lake 

County Action.  

42. On April 12, 2012, Defendants Yvonne Ocrant, Richard Kolodziej and Hinshaw & 

Culbertson, LLP (together, the “Attorneys”), attorneys who represented Hurst with respect to the 

Altair dispute, filed their Motion to Dismiss Plaintiffs’ Complaint Pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-
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619(A)(4) and 735 ILCS 5/2-615 (“Attorneys’ Motion to Dismiss”). The Attorneys’ Motion to 

Dismiss was based, in part, on the fact that a number of claims asserted by Pappas and Grubner 

were resolved in prior litigation and, therefore, barred by res judicata, among other things. 

43. On May 10, 2012, Hurst, Dickerson and Nancy Hurst filed their Motion to Dismiss 

(“Individuals’ Motion to Dismiss,”). The Individuals’ Motion to Dismiss asserted the same res 

judicata argument as the Attorneys’ Motion to Dismiss. 

44. On April 23, 2013, the Circuit Court granted the Attorneys’ Motion to Dismiss in 

its entirety and the Individuals’ Motion to Dismiss, in part, leaving pending only the defamation 

per se claim asserted against Hurst and Dickerson. 

45. Hurst and Dickerson asserted that the claims by Pappas and Healy were 

demonstrably false and that no such statements were ever made, but at the motion to dismiss stage, 

Hurst and Dickerson had little recourse in the face of the false statements being made against them 

by Pappas in the Complaint in the Cook County Action.  

46. Pappas and Grubner appealed the orders granting the Motions to Dismiss. The 

orders were affirmed. 

47. On March 3, 2015, Hurst and Dickerson filed their second Motion to Dismiss. In 

the second Motion to Dismiss, Hurst and Dickerson sought dismissal of Pappas’s and Grubner’s 

defamation per se claim asserting that Pappas and Healy had manufactured the statements. 

48. In opposition to the second Motion to Dismiss, Pappas, Healy, and Grubner offered 

the Affidavit of Jack Jones (“Jones Affidavit”), the Affidavit of Donna Ewing (“Ewing Affidavit”) 

and the Affidavit of Nicole Wessel (“Wessel Affidavit,” collectively, the “Affidavits”).  The 

Affidavits were drafted by Pappas, a licensed attorney. 
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49. In the Jones Affidavit, Jones stated that he overheard Dickerson and Hurst tell 

Wessel, Baumgartner and Ewing that Pappas and Grubner had caused Altair “to be dehydrated, 

mistreated and abused the horse, and the horse was lame”.  

50. In the Ewing Affidavit, Ewing stated that when she arrived at Shamrock Farms to 

examine Altair, she spoke with “two adult men” and that one “of the men stated that he had sold 

the horse to the other man; both men told me that the horse was dehydrated, abused, mistreated by 

John Pappas and Sarah Grubner and that the horse was lame.” 

51. In the Wessel Affidavit, Wessel stated that when she “arrived at shamrock Farms 

on May 28, 2011, “I was told by Patrick Hurst, a client of mine, and an adult man that accompanied 

him that Altair was dehydrated, mistreated, abused, lame and had been given illegal drugs.” 

52. The affidavits were put forth by Pappas and Healy as a tool to extend the litigation 

against Hurst and Dickerson and cause financial hardship through the incursion of potentially years 

of litigation if the matter proceeded further. 

53. The Circuit Court granted Hurst and Dickerson leave to depose Jones, Ewing and 

Wessel to test the veracity of the statements contained in the Affidavits.  The Circuit Court also 

encouraged Hurst and Dickerson to depose Kann to test the veracity of the statements that Pappas 

and Healy attributed to Kann, especially since they were not contained in his police report.  

Additionally, since Kann was central to all the conversations he could also test the veracity of what 

Hurst and Dickerson actually said to Ewing, Wessel and Baumgartner. 

54. When Hurst and Dickerson deposed Jones, Ewing and Wessel, it became apparent 

that material portions of the Affidavits were completely falsified.  Shockingly, Pappas and Healy 

prepared the affidavits without resort to whether they were true or not, simply to embroil Hurst 

and Dickerson in litigation that would cost them dearly.  
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55. At his deposition, Jones contradicted his affidavit, stating that he never heard Hurst 

or Dickerson tell Ewing, Wessel or Baumgartner that Pappas or Grubner caused Altair to be 

dehydrated, mistreated, lame or that Pappas or Grubner otherwise abused Altair.  

56. This was not a case of a witness recanting testimony or remembering events 

differently.  This was out and out fabrication by Pappas.   

57. At her deposition, Ewing contradicted her affidavit as well, stating that she was not 

told by Hurst or Dickerson that Altair was dehydrated, abused or mistreated by Pappas or Grubner 

or that Altair had been given illegal drugs.   

58. At her deposition, Wessel testified that she had never spoken to Dickerson and that 

the statements she did hear Hurst make were statements of concern that Altair was dehydrated, 

drugged and lame. Wessel further testified that Hurst never told her that Pappas or Grubner 

drugged, Altair or made Altair lame or dehydrated. 

59. Kann’s deposition was particularly problematic for Pappas and Healy as it 

highlighted the falsity of many of the claims they had made. 

60. Specifically, Kann stated that the word “mistreatment” in his police report was his, 

and that neither Dickerson nor Hurst used that word. Despite this, Healy continued to mislead the 

Circuit Court claiming that “Kann did hear ‘mistreatment’”.  At a May 26, 2017 hearing before 

the Circuit Court Healy stated “we’ve cited the deposition pages where Dickerson himself 

personally stated to Sergeant Kann about the mistreatment. That’s a criminal action.”  Neither 

Pappas nor Healy ever cited such pages as they do not exist. 

61. Further, Kann, an experienced sergeant, taking contemporaneous notes, testified 

that if he had heard abuse, mistreatment, neglect or illegal drugs he would have put those 

allegations in his report, which he did not. 
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62. Kann’s testimony also destroyed the credibility of the other affiants.  Specifically, 

while the affidavits of Wessel and Ewing referenced conversations with Kann regarding statements 

allegedly made by Hurst and Pappas, Kann testified those conversations did not take place. Wessel 

and Ewing were subsequently forced to admit the same at their depositions.   

63. Pappas and Healy clearly prepared pleadings and affidavits that were false, 

misleading the affiants and the Court, and doing so all with the intent of furthering the litigation 

against Hurst and Dickerson. 

64. On June 30, 2015, Hurst and Dickerson filed their Motion to Strike Affidavits and 

for Sanctions, seeking an order striking certain paragraphs of the Affidavits and awarding Hurst 

and Dickerson sanctions with respect to the false affidavits (“Motion to Strike”).  

65. On January 8, 2016, the Circuit Court denied the second Motion to Dismiss but 

granted the Motion to Strike as to the Jones Affidavit, striking the False Statements, and 

sanctioning Pappas and Grubner.  

66. On January 17, 2017, Hurst and Dickerson filed their Motion for Partial Summary 

Judgment and/or Motion to Dismiss seeking summary judgment on the remaining defamation per 

se claim. 

67. Hurst and Dickerson established that it was Pappas who called Officer Kann and 

told Kann what he claimed Hurst and Dickerson were saying about him.  Pappas advised Officer 

Kann that Hurst and Dickerson were accusing him of using illegal drugs on the animal, abusing 

the animal by causing it to be dehydrated, and a host of other falsehoods. 

68. Officer Kann called Ewing, one of the veterinarians, and told her what Pappas told 

him – not what Hurst or Dickerson actually said. 
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69. Grubner was in fact the person who called Wessel and told Wessel of accusations 

Hurst allegedly was making and asked Wessel to go to the barn. Wessel never heard any statements 

described by Grubner. 

70. Jones admitted at his deposition that he never overheard any conversation at all. 

Any statements contained in his affidavit regarding abuse or mistreatment came from Pappas. 

71. Baumgartner testified in her affidavit that she never spoke to Hurst and never 

overheard any statements from Hurst either. In her affidavit she also testified that Dickerson did 

not state to her that Pappas and Grubner caused the horse to be abused, mistreated neglected or 

lame. Since Pappas was not there and never spoke to Baumgartner, Pappas and Healy completely 

fabricated the defamatory statements Hurst and Dickerson were claimed to have made to her. 

72. The entire tale was one woven by Pappas and Healy with the specific intent of 

driving years of litigation and continuing attorneys’ fees – and both Pappas and Healy knew it. 

73. As the depositions began to uncover the truth, and show that Hurst and Dickerson 

did not accuse Pappas of criminal behavior, Pappas and Healy resorted to creating new, allegedly 

false, statements by Hurst and Dickerson, repeating refuted ones and making knowingly false 

claims to the Circuit Court to support criminal accusations. 

74. Specifically, Pappas and Healy began arguing before the Circuit Court that Hurst 

and Dickerson accused Pappas of “abuse and criminal behavior” (in order to support the sole 

remaining per se defamation count); that Hurst and Dickerson had accused Pappas of 

malnourishing Altair, even though no such allegation had previously been made; and relying on 

the Jones Affidavit, even though Jones had been sanctioned for offering a false affidavit, among 

other things. Becoming increasingly desperate, at the May 26, 2017 hearing Healy falsely claimed 

that Pappas and Grubner  “were called animal abusers and criminals” and further stated it was an 
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accusation of committing “a Class 4 felony”.  Mr. Pappas stated that, “Dickerson said that the 

horse had been sedated. Sedated means given an illegal drug.” Mr. Pappas knew full-well as an 

owner of horse stable that sedation does not equate to an illegal drug. 

75. Pappas and Healy also continued to assert that Sergeant Kann had witnessed Hurst 

and Dickerson accuse Pappas of “mistreatment” of the horse, even though they both knew that 

Sergeant Kann had testified that “mistreatment” was Kann’s word, not that of Hurst or Dickerson, 

and that if he had heard a complaint of criminal activity, it would have been noted in his police 

report, which it was not. 

76. On May 30, 2017, the Circuit Court provisionally granted the Motion for Summary 

Judgment with respect to the statements that Hurst and Dickerson allegedly made to Sergeant 

Kann.  

77. On June 30, 2017, the Circuit Court granted the Motion for Summary Judgment 

with respect to all remaining statements that Hurst and Dickerson allegedly made to Ewing, Wessel 

and Baumgartner, determining that (1) there was no proof in the record to support many of the 

defamation per se allegations and (2) that the remaining statements attributed to Hurst and 

Dickerson were either not defamatory, expressions of concern or protected by the innocent 

construction rule (“Summary Judgment Order”). 

78. In that the Summary Judgment Order resolved all remaining issues before the 

Circuit Court, the Circuit Court entered judgment in Hurst’s and Dickerson’s favor and against 

Pappas and Grubner. The Circuit Court then terminated the Cook County Action. 

79. Pappas and Grubner appealed the Summary Judgment Order, which was affirmed. 
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The Threats of a Sustained Course of Litigation 

80. Even superficially, it is clear what happened here was not a matter of zealous 

advocacy, or simply the failure of a lawyer to properly investigate claims. 

81. The backdrop for this extended and baseless litigation stemmed from Pappas’ threat 

to embroil Hurst and Dickerson in litigation and expenses if Hurst and Dickerson did not submit 

to Pappas’ threats surrounding the boarding and training of Altair. 

82. Pappas made threats to Hurst both before and after the commencement of the Cook 

County Action, that Pappas would mount a campaign of litigation against Hurst which would cost 

him much more dearly than submitting to Pappas’ demands surrounding Altair. 

83. In late April 2011, Hurst and Pappas discussed their dispute regarding Altair. 

During their April 2011 conversation, Pappas informed Hurst that he was a trained litigator, and 

that he would enjoy litigating against Hurst.  Hurst pointed out to Pappas that they had done 

nothing wrong and were merely exercising the prerogative of a horse owner to move a horse to a 

different stable. Pappas told Hurst that he did not care if the claims were meritless, that his time 

would be free and that Hurst would pay dearly to defend against him.  Pappas pledged that he 

would bury Hurst in litigation expenses and attorneys’ fees, and his only choice to avoid it was to 

agree to Pappas’ terms. 

84. Hurst said he did not believe a court would allow that and that he would not be 

blackmailed. 

85. In March 2012, Pappas saw Hurst at a horse show. At the horse show, Pappas told 

Hurst again, that he would bury Hurst in constant litigation regarding Altair.  When Hurst protested 

and pointed out that Pappas had no legitimate claims against him, Pappas laughed and told Hurst 
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he was naïve – that whether he had legitimate claims was irrelevant.  Pappas promised to 

financially ruin Hurst by suing Hurst, with claim after claim, whether legitimate or not. 

86. In October 2016, Pappas saw Hurst at the deposition of Sergeant Kann. At the 

deposition, for a third time Pappas informed Hurst that he would continue to sue Hurst since he 

had more claims he was going to bring against him and Dickerson. 

87. When Hurst protested and reminded Pappas that the Motions to Dismiss had been 

granted with the exception of the defamation per se claim, Pappas stated that the dismissal would 

not deter him and that he would continue to use litigation and appeals, as a weapon to come after 

Hurst and anyone he could as it was costing Hurst and Dickerson to defend against every motion 

and appeal, while serving as entertainment for Pappas.  Again, Pappas laughed at Hurst’s “belief 

in the justice system” to not allow vexatious litigation and called Hurst naïve. 

88. What makes Pappas’ conduct even more outlandish is that Pappas was not shy 

about making known his intention to pursue vexatious litigation against Hurst and Dickerson.  

89. In the beginning of 2015 Pappas had a conversation with Mark Boyle (”Boyle”) in 

which he bragged about what he was putting Hurst through. When Boyle asked him why he was 

pursing the matter against Hurst, as it seemed meritless and did not make sense, Pappas told Boyle 

that he wanted to punish Hurst with legal bills to the point that it really hurt. 

90. Boyle is a third party with no interest in the litigation, but will attest to the 

conversation with Pappas. 

91. Pappas and Healy went beyond taking license with facts and advocacy and pursued 

a course of pure, malicious litigation, using their unique positions as attorneys to take steps they 

knew would cost Hurst and Dickerson dearly, while costing Pappas and Healy virtually nothing. 
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92. In their iterations of the Complaint in the Cook County Action, Pappas and Healy 

claimed that Hurst and Dickerson accused Pappas, to at least five people, of causing Altair to 

become lame, that Pappas used illegal drugs on Altair, that Pappas caused Altair to become 

sore/injured, and that he abused, neglected, and mistreated Altair, such that they accused Pappas 

of a crime, a Class 4 Felony subjecting them to imprisonment. None of the witnesses who allegedly 

heard such things supported the allegations.  Regrettably, it took hundreds of thousands of dollars 

to get to the point of proving that. 

93. Below is a chart of the allegations Pappas and Healy falsely made, and what the 

witnesses actually testified they heard (if anything): 

 

 

Language in Complaint
HURST
Kann Lame Illegal drugs / Meds Dehydrated Injured Abused Neglected Mistreated
Wessel Lame Illegal drugs / Meds Dehydrated Abused Neglected Mistreated
Ewing Lame Dehydrated Sore Abused Neglected Mistreated
Baum Illegal drugs / Meds Dehydrated Abused Neglected Mistreated
Jones Lame Illegal drugs / Meds Dehydrated Abused Mistreated
DICKERSON
Kann Lame Illegal drugs / Meds Dehydrated Injured Abused Neglected Mistreated
Wessel Lame Illegal drugs / Meds Dehydrated Abused Neglected Mistreated
Ewing Lame Dehydrated Sore Abused Neglected Mistreated
Baum Illegal drugs / Meds Dehydrated Abused Neglected Mistreated
Jones Lame Illegal drugs / Meds Dehydrated Abused Mistreated
Language in Deposition
HURST
Kann
Wessel Lame Drugged Dehydrated
Ewing
Baum
Jones
DICKERSON
Kann Dehydrated Cracked Hoof
Wessel
Ewing
Baum Hydration Welfare
Jones
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94. Pappas knew full well that Altair was at times sedated and received medication for 

the cracked hoof.  A new owner asking for a drug screen for an animal being treated for a painful 

condition is a far cry from someone accusing a stable of using “illegal drugs” with a horse.  No 

witness who allegedly heard such a statement supported it. 

95. Pappas also knew that dehydration and lameness are common terms and conditions 

in the horse industry and that neither of them impute criminal behavior to a stable owner who does 

not actually care for an animal. 

96. The allegations of Pappas’ and Healy’s Complaint were blatantly false, and were 

offered with the sole intent of causing Hurst and Dickerson to defend against vexatious litigation, 

as Pappas had pledged to bring.    

COUNT I 
Malicious Prosecution of Civil Action 

97. Plaintiff repeats and realleges paragraphs 1 through 96 as if fully set forth herein. 

98. Pappas, with his partner Healy’s assistance commenced the Cook County Action, 

a civil judicial proceeding, against Hurst. 

99. The Cook County Action was terminated in favor of Hurst on June 30, 2017. 

100. Pappas lacked probable cause to commence the Cook County Action, as 

demonstrated by the orders on the Motions to Dismiss, the Summary Judgment Order and the false 

and misleading Affidavits. 

101. Pappas commenced the Cook County Action with malice, as demonstrated by 

Pappas’s repeated threats to bury Hurst in litigation and to drain Hurst financially. 

Medical Notes
Baum Received drugs and sedated Hydration
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102. Pappas and Healy injured Hurst through prosecution of the Cook County Action, 

including, without limitation, the legal fees and emotional harm Pappas suffered as a result of the 

vexatious litigation. 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs, Patrick Hurst and Chris Dickerson, respectfully requests that this 

Court: (1) enter judgment in favor of Plaintiffs and against Defendants in an amount in excess of 

$50,000; (2) award Plaintiffs all damages proven at trial; (3) award Plaintiffs their costs and 

attorneys’ fees; and (4) award Plaintiffs all additional relief that this Court deems necessary and 

proper. 

 

 

JURY DEMAND 

 Plaintiffs demand a trial by jury on all issues and claims so triable under the Constitution 

of the United States of America, the Constitution of the State of Illinois, and/or any applicable 

statute. 

Dated: July 1, 2019.    Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
      By: /s/ John J. Scharkey                    

John J. Scharkey 
Robert D. Sweeney 
Garrett H. Nye 
SWEENEY, SCHARKEY & BLANCHARD LLC 
111 West Washington Street 
Burnham Center, Suite 1160 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 
Tel. (312) 384-0500 
Firm No. 62488 
 
Counsel for Patrick M. Hurst and Chris 
Dickerson 
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