
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

CENTRAL DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS  

CASE NO.: 

QUARTUS STITT, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

CITY OF DECATUR.; DECATUR 

POLICE DEPARTMENT; OFFICER 

DOES 1 through 10, in their individual 

and official capacity as police officers of 

the Decatur Police Department, 

inclusive; DOES 1 through 10, inclusive, 

Defendant(s). 

__________________________________/ 

COMPLAINT 

Plaintiff, QUARTUS STITT, files this Complaint against Defendants CITY OF 

DECATUR; DECATUR POLICE DEPARTMENT; OFFICER DOES 1 through 10, inclusive, in 

their individual and official capacity as police officers of the Decatur Police Department; and 

DOES 1 through 10, inclusive, their individual capacities and allege the following:    

THE PARTIES, JURISDICTION, AND VENUE 

At all times material to this action:   

1. Plaintiff, Quartus Stitt, (“Mr. Stitt” or “Plaintiff”), was a citizen of the State of

Illinois, and a resident of Macon County, Illinois. 

2. Defendant, City of Decatur, (the “City”), is and was a municipality located within

the territory of Macon County, Illinois. 

3. Defendant, Decatur Police Department, (the “Police Dept.”), is and was a municipal

corporation located within the territory of Macon County, Illinois.  ‘ 
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4. The full extent of the facts linking the fictitiously designated Defendants with the

cause(s) of actions herein is unknown to Plaintiff.  Further the true names and capacities, whether 

individual, corporate, associate, plural or partnership, or otherwise, of Defendants, OFFICER 

DOES 1 through 10, inclusive, in their individual and official capacity as police officers of the 

Decatur Police Department, and DOES 1 through 10, inclusive, are unknown to Plaintiff.  Plaintiff 

therefore sues Defendants by such fictitious names.  Plaintiff is informed and believes, and 

thereupon alleges, that each of the Defendants designated herein as an “OFFICER DOE” or “DOE” 

is negligently, wantonly, recklessly, tortuously, intentionally and/or unlawfully responsible in 

some manner for the events and happenings hereinafter referred to, and negligently, wantonly, 

recklessly, tortuously, intentionally and/or unlawfully, proximately caused injuries and damages 

to Plaintiff, as hereinafter alleged.  Plaintiff will ask leave of this Court to amend this Complaint 

to show said Defendants’ names and capacities once the same have been ascertained. 

5. The Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §

1331 and 42 U.S.C. § 1983.  Venue is proper because the events giving rise to this claim all 

occurred within Macon County, Illinois.  

THE FACTS GIVING RISE TO THE CLAIM 

Background Information 

6. Mr. Stitt is an African American/black man.

7. At all times material hereto, Mr. Stitt primarily earned his living by providing

landscaping services to customers/clients in the greater Macon County, Illinois area. 

8. The City is located in Macon County, Illinois.

9. The Police Dept. is located in Macon County, Illinois.
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10. The City and/or the Police Dept. employed Officer Does 1 through 10, inclusive

(“Officer Does”), as police officers. 

11. At all times material hereto, Officer Does were law enforcement officers that were

hired, employed, trained and/or supervised by the City and/or the Police Dept. 

Facts of this Incident 

12. On June 26, 2020, Mr. Stitt was working at a house where he been retained to

provide landscaping services in Macon County, Illinois (the “Residence”). 

13. Mr. Stitt brought his cousin (“Cousin”) to the Residence to assist him with the

landscaping work that day. 

14. On this day, June 26, 2020, Mr. Stitt drove his vehicle, a white Mitsubishi Lancer

with Florida license plates and tag number: 0943TE (the “Mitsubishi”), to the Residence for work. 

15. Around 4:50 pm, the Police Dept. received a call through, on information and

belief, 911, from a female non-party (the “Caller”), who was the victim of a crime that took place 

at 1360 East Hickory Street, Decatur, Illinois 62526, by an armed individual named, on 

information and belief, “Vassan Johnson” (the “Perpetrator”). 

16. The Caller specifically advised the Police Dept. that the Perpetrator was armed with

a firearm and attempting to leave the area located at 1360 East Hickory Street in a “white” “Mazda 

6” with a South Carolina license plate, and tag number, on information and belief, “SLD194.” 

17. The Caller advised the Police Dept. to send officers as soon as possible due to the

threat of the Perpetrator who was armed with a gun. 

18. Shortly thereafter, Mr. Stitt and the Mitsubishi were surrounded by Officer Does,

who drew their guns on Mr. Stitt and demanded that he exit the Mitsubishi. 
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19. Mr. Stitt was detained and handcuffed by Officer Does in front of the community

and neighborhood he was working in while neighbors looked on, as Officer Does searched the 

Mitsbushi.  

20. It should be noted that all of the Officer Does knew that the Perpetrator was in a

white “Mazda 6” with a South Carolina license plate and tag number: SLD194 as this information 

had been relayed to them through the Police Dept.’s radio dispatch, not a Mitsubish with a Florida 

license plate. 

21. It should be further noted that all of the Officer Does who arrived on the scene and

pointed guns at Mr. Stitt were white/Caucasian. 

22. Officer Does at all times material hereto were acting within the course and scope

of their employment with the City and the Police Dept, 

23. In light of the events in our country after the death of George Floyd, a spotlight was

placed on the community relations with many African Americans/Blacks in this county and police 

officers which were discovered to be strained, at best, and there was lots of mis-and distrust, and 

fear. 

24. Mr. Stitt harbored these same sentiments of mis/distrust and fear of police officers

and such sentiments became more pronounced in the wake of the George Floyd murder.  Mr. Stitt 

was also extremely perplexed as to why the Officer Does approached him with their guns drawn, 

but also as to why he was even being detained at all as he had done nothing but his job! 

25. Ultimately, Mr. Stitt asked one of the Officer Does why he had guns drawn on him

and why he was in handcuffs and Mr. Stitt was simply told that it was because he and his vehicle 

“matched the description” notwithstanding the fact that he was in a completely different type of 
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vehicle, the Mitsubishi, with a different state license plate and completely different tag number 

than that, which belonged to the Perpetrator. 

26. Most of the encounter that Mr. Stitt had with the Officer Does was captured via a

video recording (the “Recording”), and it is currently in Mr. Stitt’s possession. 

27. The Recording serves as irrefutable evidence to support Mr. Stitt’s claims in this

action. 

28. As a direct result of the actions of Officer Does, Mr. Stitt has sustained injuries of

a pecuniary, emotional, and physical nature, which shall be established and proven at trial. 

COUNT I 

DEPRIVATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS 

FOURTH AMENDMENT VIOLATION 

UNLAWFUL TERRY STOP – OFFICER DOES 

29. Mr. Stitt re-alleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-28 of this Complaint,

as if repeated verbatim herein. 

30. This action is brought by Mr. Stitt pursuant to Title 42, Section 1983, United States

Code, for the deprivation of his Civil Rights caused by Officer Does 1 through 10, inclusive, in 

their individual and official capacity as officers of the Decatur Police Department.    

31. Officer Does intentionally committed acts that violated Mr. Stitt’s Fourth

Amendment right not to be subjected to an unreasonable or prolonged investigatory stop. 

32. No reasonable police officers could have believed that Mr. Stitt was involved, or

was about to become involved, in criminal activity, nor could they have found or believed that Mr. 

Stitt’s white Mitsubishi with a Florida license plate “matched the description” of a white Mazda 

with a South Carolina license plate, nor could they have believed that Mr. Stitt’s name was similar 

in sound or effect to the Perpetrator’s name, ‘Vassan Johnson’ 
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33. Officer Does instigation and/or participation in these events caused or contributed

to a prolonged stop and detention of Mr. Stitt, which was not reasonable in scope. 

34. The law enforcement purpose served by the stop (or lack thereof), the diligence (or

lack thereof) with which the Officer Does pursued their investigation, and the length of the stop 

was not reasonable based on the totality of circumstances.    

35. No reasonable person would have felt free to leave in these circumstances and Mr.

Stitt could not leave. 

36. Officer Does conduct caused injury to Mr. Stitt, which was a reasonably foreseeable

consequence of their conduct. 

37. Officer Does were acting under color of state law as police officers when they

committed such acts, even though their acts were outside the limits of lawful authority. 

COUNT II 

DEPRIVATION OF CIVIL RIGHTS 

FOURTH AMENDMENT VIOLATION 

UNLAWFUL TERRY STOP – THE CITY AND THE POLICE DEPT. 

38. Mr. Stitt re-alleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-28 and 29-37 of this

Complaint, as if repeated verbatim herein. 

39. This action is brought by Mr. Stitt pursuant to Title 42, Section 1983, United States

Code, for the deprivation of his Civil Rights caused by the City and the Police Dept. 

40. The City and the Police Dept. at all times material hereto employed Officer Does.

41. Officer Does intentionally committed acts that violated Mr. Stitt’s Fourth

Amendment right not to be subjected to an unreasonable or prolonged investigatory stop. 

42. No reasonable police officer could have believed that Mr. Stitt was involved, or

was about to become involved, in criminal activity, nor could they have found or believed that Mr. 
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Stitt’s white Mitsubishi with a Florida license plate “matched the description” of a white Mazda 

with a South Carolina license plate, nor could they have believed that Mr. Stitt’s name was similar 

in sound or effect to the Perpetrator’s name, ‘Vassan Johnson’. 

43. Officer Does were acting under color of state law as police officers when they

committed such acts, even though their acts were outside the limits of lawful authority. 

44. As Officer Does employer(s), the City and the Police Dept. are responsible and

liable for the acts and/or omissions committed by Officer Does that occurred within the course and 

scope of their employment as law enforcement officers employed by the City and/or the Police 

Dept. 

45. Officer Does instigation and/or participation in the above events caused or

contributed to the prolonged stop and detention of Mr. Stitt, which was not reasonable in scope. 

46. The law enforcement purpose served by the stop (or lack thereof), the diligence (or

lack thereof) with which the Officer Does pursued their investigation, and the length of the stop 

was not reasonable based on the totality of circumstances.    

47. No reasonable person in Mr. Stitt’s position would have felt free to leave in these

circumstances and Mr. Stitt could not leave. 

48. The actions and conduct of Officer Does caused injury to Mr. Stitt, which was a

reasonably foreseeable consequence of their conduct, and given that the City and Police Dept. are 

responsible for the actions of the Officer Does, the City and the Police Dept. are liable to Mr. Stitt 

for his injuries and damages.     

COUNT III 

ASSAULT – OFFICER DOES 
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49. Mr. Stitt re-alleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-28, 29-37, and 38-48

of this Complaint, as if repeated verbatim herein. 

50. Officer Does assaulted Mr. Stitt when they drew their guns on Mr. Stitt and placed

him in reasonable apprehension of being shot or “battered.” 

51. The actions of Officer Does were taken in direct disregard for Mr. Stitt’s rights and

safety. 

52. Furthermore, the actions of Officer Does were done in bad faith and/or with a

malicious purpose and/or in a manner that exhibited wanton and willful disregard of human rights 

and safety. 

53. It is well settled that pointing a firearm at an individual is inherently dangerous as

the gun could go off even accidentally, therefore by pointing a gun at an individual there is always 

a foreseeable risk that injury will occur. 

54. As a direct and proximate result of the aforementioned acts and/or omissions of

Officer Does, Mr. Stitt suffered injuries and damages of a pecuniary, emotional, and physical 

nature, including but not limited to, lost wages, medical expenses, embarrassment, pain and 

suffering and emotional distress.  These losses are either permanent or continuing. 

COUNT IV 

ASSAULT – THE CITY AND THE POLICE DEPT. 

55. Mr. Stitt re-alleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-28, 29-37, 38-48, and

49-54 of this Complaint, as if repeated verbatim herein. 

56. The City and the Police Dept. at all times material hereto employed Officer Does.

57. Officer Does were acting under color of state law as police officers when they

committed such acts, even though their acts were outside the limits of lawful authority. 
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58. Officer Does assaulted Mr. Stitt when they drew their guns on Mr. Stitt and placed

him in reasonable apprehension of being shot or “battered.” 

59. The actions of Officer Does were taken in direct disregard for Mr. Stitt’s rights and

safety. 

60. Furthermore, the actions of Officer Does were done in bad faith and/or with a

malicious purpose and/or in a manner that exhibited wanton and willful disregard of human rights 

and safety. 

61. It is well settled that pointing a firearm at an individual is inherently dangerous as

the gun could go off even accidentally, therefore by pointing a gun at an individual there is always 

a foreseeable risk that injury will occur. 

62. Based upon the fact that the City and the Police Dept. are the employer(s) of Officer

Does, the City and the Police Dept. are responsible and liable for the acts and/or omissions of 

Officer Does. 

63. As a direct and proximate result of the aforementioned acts and/or omissions of

Officer Does, Mr. Stitt suffered injuries and damages of a pecuniary, emotional, and physical 

nature, including but not limited to, lost wages, medical expenses, embarrassment, pain and 

suffering and emotional distress.  These losses are either permanent or continuing. 

COUNT V 

NEGLIGENCE – OFFICER DOES 

64. Mr. Stitt re-alleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-28 of this Complaint,

as if repeated verbatim herein. 

65. This count is being plead in addition and/or in the alternative, to the other plead

counts in this action. 
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66. Officer Does owed Mr. Stitt a duty of care to ensure that they acted within reason

when detaining Mr. Stitt and subjecting him to a Fourth Amendment “stop and seizure”. 

67. Office Does knew, or reasonably should have known, that the Perpetrator was last

seen in a white Mazda 6 with a South Carolina license plate and was named ‘Vassan Johnson.’ 

68. Officer Does breached their duty to Mr. Stitt by stopping him while he was in a

white Mitsubishi with a Florida license plate. 

69. No reasonable police officers could have believed that the Mitsubishi being driven

by Mr. Stitt, nor Mr. Stitt was involved, or was about to become involved, in criminal activity. 

70. As a direct and proximate result of the aforementioned acts and/or omissions of

Officer Does, Mr. Stitt suffered injuries and was caused damages of a pecuniary, emotional, and 

physical nature, including but not limited to, lost wages, medical expenses, embarrassment, pain 

and suffering and emotional distress.  These losses are either permanent or continuing. 

71. Mr. Stitt’s injuries were a foreseeable consequence of the conduct of Officer Does,

who were acting under color of state law as police officers when they committed such acts. 

COUNT VI 

NEGLGIENCE – THE CITY AND THE POLICE DEPT. 

72. Mr. Stitt re-alleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1-28 and 64-71 of this

Complaint, as if repeated verbatim herein. 

73. This count is being plead in addition and/or in the alternative, to the other plead

counts in this action. 

74. The City and the Police Dept. at all times material hereto employed Officer Does.

75. Officer Does were acting under color of state law as police officers when they

committed such acts, even though their acts were outside the limits of lawful authority. 
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76. Officer Does owed Mr. Stitt a duty of care to ensure that they acted within reason

when detaining Mr. Stitt and subjecting him to a Fourth Amendment “stop and seizure”. 

77. Office Does knew, or reasonably should have known, that the Perpetrator was last

seen in a white Mazda 6 with a South Carolina license plate and was named ‘Vassan Johnson.’ 

78. Officer Does breached their duty to Mr. Stitt by stopping him while he was in a

white Mitsubishi with a Florida license plate. 

79. No reasonable police officers could have believed that the Mitsubishi being driven

by Mr. Stitt, nor Mr. Stitt was involved, or was about to become involved, in criminal activity. 

80. As a direct and proximate result of the aforementioned acts and/or omissions of

Officer Does, Mr. Stitt suffered injuries and was caused damages of a pecuniary, emotional, and 

physical nature, including but not limited to, lost wages, medical expenses, embarrassment, pain 

and suffering and emotional distress.  These losses are either permanent or continuing. 

81. Based upon the fact that the City and the Police Dept. are the employer(s) of Officer

Does, the City and the Police Dept. are responsible and liable for the acts and/or omissions of 

Officer Does. 

82. Mr. Stitt’s injuries were a foreseeable consequence of the conduct of Officer Does

who are employed by the City and the Police Dept. 

// 

// 

// 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Quartus Stitt, demands judgment for his economic and 

noneconomic damages, attorney’s fees, the costs of prosecuting this action, and any other relief 

this Court deems proper and just.    
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DATED this 27th day of June 2022. 

THE WILLIAMS LAW GROUP 

     /s Andrew Williams, Esq. 

BY: ANDREW WILLIAMS, ESQ. 

Florida Bar No.: 0111817 

20 Island Ave, Suite 801 

Miami, Florida 33139 

Telephone: (253) 970-1683 

Attorney for Plaintiff Quartus Stitt 

E-Service: Andrew@TheWilliamsLG.com  

Secondary: WilliamsLawFlorida@gmail.com 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Plaintiff, QUARTUS STITT, hereby demand a trial by jury for all issues so triable. 

DATED this 27th day of June 2022. 

THE WILLIAMS LAW GROUP 

     /s Andrew Williams, Esq. 

RESERVATION OF RIGHTS 

Plaintiff, QUARTUS STITT, reserves the right to further amend this Complaint, upon 

completion of his investigation and discovery, to assert any additional claims for relief against 

the Defendants or any other parties as may be warranted under the circumstances and as allowed 

by law. Plaintiff, QUARTUS STITT, further reserves the right to seek and have punitive 

damages assessed against the Defendants. 

DATED this 27th day of June 2022. 

THE WILLIAMS LAW GROUP 

     /s Andrew Williams, Esq. 
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VII.  Requested in Complaint.  Class Action.  Place an "X" in this box if you are filing a class action under Rule 23, F.R.Cv.P. 
Demand.  In this space enter the actual dollar amount being demanded or indicate other demand, such as a preliminary injunction. 
Jury Demand.  Check the appropriate box to indicate whether or not a jury is being demanded. 
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