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IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SEVENTH
CIRCUIT

THOMAS E. CAMARDA
Plaintiff-Appellant, Pro Se

Xy
E

ELIZABETH WHITEHORN, et al.
Defendants-Appellees

Case No. 24-3244

SUPPLEMENTAL NOTICE OF POST-FILING IWO RETALIATION & FOIA
NON-DISCLOSURE

TO THE HONORABLE CLERK AND PANEL OF THE UNITED STATES
COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT: ’

Plaintiff-Appellant Thomas E. Camarda hereby files this supplemental notice
pursuant to FRAP 27, Rule 60(b)(4), and 28 U.S.C. § 1651(z), in continued support
of federal enforcement and to notify the Court of active violations by the Illinois
Department of Healthcare and Family Services (HFS), which are directly
interfering with the lawful enforcement of this Court’s perfected summary judgment,
order (DKT118) and underlying federal protections.

I EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

On April 14, 2025, Plaintiff-Appellant received a formal FOIA response from the
Illinois Department of Healthcare and Famsily Services in reference to FOIA
Request #25-215, seeking post-filing documentation concerning Income
Withholding Orders (IWOs) unlawfully issued or amended after the entry of
summary judgment on April 2, 2025. . ; B

The response confirms two critical points:
1. Post-judgment IWQ enforcement occurred without citing fawful

authority — and without court approval or statutory justification.
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- 2. All sthier docuiientation & andrecords (mclfudmg who issued the amended
- oF der» and under what legal framework) were withhéld, redacted, or
demef} under ném app”bcabi e FOIA BXPmIJflOﬁu cmd procedural pretexts

This is not a eleit ical dlspufe el 1‘» ig m aterlal evidence of a retahatory post-
Judg‘ment garmshment desigtied to evade federal relief; continue economlc
warfare agams’r Plamtlff and obstruet rev1ew by thls Court

II LEGAL BASIS POST"‘JUD{HMBNT EN FORCEMENT IS UNLAWFUL
A Summdry Judgment Ts I‘nml and Federal

Thxs (‘ourt entered perfected Ru]e 56(*1) summary Judgment on Aprll 2, 2025,
. followsi ma proz:*e'{u Al (’efau” under FRAP 31(c) (DKT113). Ivo fm thel bnsf motion,
or request for reconzidersvion hag been filed by Appellees.

Under the-Supremaey ﬁlmis'e, no'state adininistrative agency may:
"o Initiate or amend financial enforcement contrary to the federal record *

o Ignore a pendlng appeal and perfected ]udgment

?.

. Retahate agamst a prevazhng party i o\Cthf‘ 11t1gat10n o

te 'Marbury Vi Madlson, 5U.8. 137 (1803)
o . Ex parte Young, 209 U S. 123 (1908)
o Hartmanv. Moore 547 U.S. 250 (2006)
« 42U.S.C.§1983, § 1988

e 18 U.S.C. §1512(b)

B. FOIA Confirms Post»Fxhng Retahatlon o
The FOTA 1 response ddted Aprll ‘{4 20204 (Exhlblt A) mcludes
« A redacted copy of the IWO | |
« No explanation of how or Why a neW garmshment was issued
« No responvsible“parties identified
-~ No statutory authorlty cited for enfor¢ement after Aprll 2 ]udgment o

Instead the agency 1nvoked
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45 C F R § 303 21 (u'relevant to enf rcement process questlons)'? .

B i

. 305 ILCS 5/11—9 and 89 Ill Admln Code 102 30 (pertalmng to -
conﬁdentlahty of rec1p1ent records, not due process nghts of the payor)

. 5 ILCS 140/ 3(g o avmd producmg any documentation

r

This is a blatant. mrcumventlon of constltutlonal and procedural dutles, o
issued by a department that has ah'eady been placed in default and sued -
federally.’ | o

1IL PA’I‘TERN OF RETALIATORY LEVY CONTINUES POST—JUDGMENT

s 30 armshment follows

. An unlawful ievy in Aprll 2024 ($7 900+) AR
o Lofun '
‘o Afailed Wlthdrawal attempt in Q.esgber-ﬁg% ($13 016)
. A second levy of $2,077 1n February 2025 after federal bnef submlssmn

« Andnow,a post—]udgment garmshment Wlth no dlsclosed bas1s or
authority i TR T seligwony 8 ROINEE arnilsdaid

t

The pattern is dear: :

Defendants are abusing the TWO. system a.s a tool of fl ’ xfcmleoercmn in

response to Plamtlff’ S successful federal actmn o
ThlS v1olates | 'v
“ ‘oA The First Amendment mght to petlhon ‘:. o
. FRE 408 pxotectlons du_rmg settlement peﬁods 'i.
'.“ Federal debt co'ﬂectmn restncﬁons under 15 U S.C. § 1692 (FDCPA) |

o Due Process protectlons under the 1* ifth and ¥ ourteenth Amendments

V. VIOLATIONS INVOKED BY 'IHIQ ACTION
. 18 U. S C § 1512(b) Retahatmn agamst a partv for h,gal proceedmgs '
e 42 U S C. § 1983 Deprlvauon of ugh‘ts under color of 1aW ) |

18 U § 242 C‘nmmal 1labll1ty ‘01 mohts de; puvanon ; f
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L i

s 5 ILCSl40/3(g)-FOIAabus€*to cdncealmaterlal publ'icv’recovrds

o UCC §9-601 &§ 9-625 ~Unauthorized ih‘téfferéni:é"ifvit‘h secured party
enforr*ement’ SRR e
. o ::’.15 U.s.c; § 1692(@) Mlsleadmg debt collectwn actlwty durmg federal
' chspute R

; - E ’ Mx. D ‘, . . it
. R S/u . . e ' A L BotRT ' . . E i B .
R ',"’

v, RELIEF REQUESTED - - i
Plaintlff-AppeHant respet:ﬁfully demandq the followmg

1. Immediate enforcement recognition of DKT1 18 asa perfected judgment
- barring all. Post-April 2 collec tion activity '

2. Referral of Kiran Mehta and HFS to: feuerdi authommes for obqtructlon
B retahation and mlsuse of IWO mechamsms

- 8. Strlkmg of any pendmg state-leve] ptobeedmgs (McHenry County Case
No.. ?4CM00097 6) as tamted by post-;udgmentj interfez ence

VI. ‘ATTAC:HMEN TS

Respectfully submitted,

Thomas E, Camarda
Plaintiff- -Appellant; Pro Se’ .
Seventh Circuit — Cage No 24- 3244 o
tcamarda@gmy, .com ‘
(224) 279 8856

e i s s
i FE L s R g

Dated: Apil 14,2025
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‘Eiizabeth M. Whitehorn, Birector Telephone:+1 2177821200, TTY:+1 800-52
April 14, 2025
Thomas Camarda
tcamarda@gamx.com
- RE: FOIA #25-215 Camarda
- Dear Thomas Camarda: S

*‘ 'tbank you for writing to the lllinois Departhieht of Healthcare and Family Services with your
request for information pursuant to the lllinois Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), 5 ILCS 140/
et seq. ‘ '
Our Office received your FOIA request onh March 31, 2025, for the following information:

I request access to the following public records:

Records Requested

g g
5 g had

ST e P GBS a 2t R
- All versions (original and amended) of the Income Withholding
Order (IWO) issued in the name of: ‘

]

- o Thomas Edward Camarda
o A'ssoci’ated. case numbers or docket numbers in state or administrative court

" o Any related enforcement oramendment notices sent to employers, financial

institutions, or third parties

2. All documentation outlining the legal authority, internal procedures, and approval workflows
used to amend, reissue, or enforce an IWO in my name after the filing of my federal lawsuit
Camarda v. Whitehorn et al., 7th Cir. No. 24-3244 on November 15, 2024.

3. Internal memoranda, policy manuals, email threads, or dirést"i\’les reléting to how HFSIDCSS
handles IWOs that are: - . ' .

o Contested in federal court

o Potentially retaliatory

o Amended after federal litigation is filed W

o ,UWB!’ mview.‘dﬁfﬁ:h;a}!&ﬁge for procedural fraud -

4. A copy of the 's‘tétﬁiory authority (si?até or federal) that HFSIUCSS claims to x:el‘y‘upon/wl'len
« jssuing or-amending an IWO in.a federaily ‘pgnq&ng‘ma.t‘ter where the Plaintiff-Appellant has

_ . assérted constitutional violations.\, | Tl




e information: notes regarding

W

Gasg 3
-+ partici
- date ¢
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%on:’sf,; anﬂaqqq;apt'iqu'rmattqn of any HFS/DCSS employees or agents who

mending any WO, in my. name after February 13, 2025

y %ﬁé@: ébsj

pat,gd;in;is‘s,gin‘?,;re;*s'suin ;-or

h redactions pursuant to.

ng item 5 of your request; pursuant to Kenyon

1 Dist. 1989), FOIA does not require a public body to

- answeriquestions:pose a‘requester, \Moréover, Segtion 3.3 of FOIA (5 ILCS140/3.3. .. -
(West 2010)) specifically: provides. that “[ijhis Act is na intended to'compel public:bodies: .

to interpret of advise requésters as to the meaning or significance of public records." In

addition, the lllinois Freedom of Information Act is not intended to create anobligation on

the part of the public-body to maintain-or. prepare a public record which was not already

maintained or prepared by the public body. 51LCS 140/1. As a result, the Department

' [

has rig récords respohsive to this portibr of your réquest.
B bR e DR T v RN -“':_'1,‘.;:.'5,,‘.‘.;} o . ;."""i‘, R

Section 7(1)(a)'of FOIA provides in pertinent part:

Section 7. E-item_pfiéh's o
(5): When a _requ:est' is mé?de to ih}sp.eﬁvctfc{r{ copy. a‘pu.lqi’i‘évreg()'r;d that cphtainé ‘informatio‘n' that is
exempt from disclosure under this. Sectior, but also contains'information that is not exempt from
disclosure, the public body ‘may elect to redact the information that is exempt. The public body
shall make the remaining information available for inspection and copying. Subjéct to this
requirement, the following _Shall be exempt from inspection and copying:

(a) lnfo;rm'at'iénj\sbédiﬁééli‘)}’br&hi'bited from dtsclosure by fe_dérél or State law or rules én'd. i

regulations implementing federal or State law. o ) o

rohibit States that operate Title IV-D (Child Support) programs from
hat can be used to identify.a specific individual, including but ot
‘ ] residential or mailing addresses, employment information,
and financial information, unless the disclosure is necessary to the administration of the Child
Support (IV-D) program. 45 C.F.R. § 303.21. R

The State satisfies this Federal requirement by prohibiting the Department from disclosing
public aid applicant and recipient information, including the contents of any records, files, papers
and communications except for purposes directly connected with the administration of the
program. 305 ILCS 5/11-9; 89 IL' Admin Code 102.30. This request is not necessary to the
administration of the child support program (e.g. establishing eligibility: determining support
 amounts; providing services) and therefore the Department has redacted the following
nation:-no Jard om| ations with fhé'CUéibﬂié‘!"Pai‘ent"(CP), the CP’s Recipient
Identification Number (RIN), and names, birthdates, and RINs of minor children that the CP has
custody of o o oo BITNAALes, and T R ,

Section 7(1)(o) of FOIA provides in pertinent part:
Sec. 7. Exemptions.

(1) When a'request is made to inspect or copy a public record that contains information
. thatis exempt from disclosure under this Section, but also contains information that

s not'exempt from disclosure, the public body may elect to redact the information
. 'thatis exempt. The public body shall make the remaining information available for
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“inspection and copying. Subject to this requirement, the following shall be exempt
’ frdm inspection and copying:

_ (o) Administrative or technical information associated with automated data
" processing operations, including, but not limited to, software, operating protocols,

* computer program abstracts, file layouts, source listings, object modules, load
odules, user guide ‘documentation pertaining to all logical and physical design of
pu stéms, employe: uals, and any other information that, if
he system or its data or the security of

disclosed, would jeopardize the security
“materials excep!

‘Employee identification numbers have been rédacted to protect the security of the Department’s

systems. These IDs are used to log into the Department’s mainframe systems. These IDs have
security around them based on what access the user does in the system.

It is of the utmost importance that HFS makes every effort to maintain the integrity of its data
security. HFS cannot risk disclosure of administrative and technical information concerning the

. location and sensitivity of protected date. In the present circumstances, HFS's legitimate
“security interests outweigh the public interest in access to this particular information.

The exemption in 7 (1)(0) does not merely protect actual source code or compiled software. It
also protects the individuals that use these systems. The General Assembly clearly showed its
intent to allow public entities to take every precaution to protect their data processing operations
by passing this exemption. HFS and all state agencies are obligated to take all reasonable

~ steps to protect its data, up ‘and includi}ng,qgn‘cealjng‘gni‘qu\ef lp)nu}mbers\that employees use

o Ih%remaind%r\ofs,murr.eques.t;is unduly burdensome pursuant to Se

* do not'sufficier

~ identify, procure and review a vast quan

“to access the system.

AR RT3

nauly buraensome.p C@i@ﬁ?(g)gf FOIA. Many of
Il documientation...” are extremely overbroad and in some cases
Sords you are seeking. Therefore, your requests are

s above seeking
ntly identify the ¢

Section 3(g) of FOIA states the following:-

Requests calling for all records falling within a category shall be complied with unless
compliance with the request would be unduly burdensome for the complying public body
and there is no way to narrow the request and the burden on the public body outweighs
the public interest in the information. Before invoking this exemption, the public body
- shall extend-to the person making the request an opportunity to confer with it in an

attempt to reduce the request to manageabie proportions..If any public body responds to
a categorical request by stating that compliance would unduly burden its operation and
the conditions described above are met, it shall do so in writing, specifying the reasons
why it would be unduly burdensome and the extent to which compliance will so burden
the operations of the public body. Such a response shall be treated as a denial of the

. request for. information.. (Emphasis added). 5 ILCS 140 3(g) (West 2014).

I LI ERIE T SO ,;;‘ Aried
tten, the Department would n

IR

. d to research, .

, tity of records. Without a narrowed request from you,
such an endeavor:would pose - an-undué burden ofthe operations of this Department. As the
llinois Attorney General's Public Access Counselor has noted (see 2017 PAC 47756, issued
June 20, 2017); Winois couits Have heid, “[a] request to inspect or copy must reasonably identify
a public record[.]" Chicago Tribune, Co. v. Dept. of Financial and Professional Regulation, 2014
IL App (4th) 130427, par. 33. A FOIA request ‘_“r‘e’aSg)nably::de‘s’cribe“s records if ‘the agencyis

in order to comply.with your request a nt

L g




ce 243004 Daciment: 159" Fildd: 04/21/2025.© Pages: 20" - -
9,6}%919%%1_ rzné%frl\e pkrggge ryn‘vevplat records are being requested.” Kowalczyk v. Dept. of Justice,
73 F.3d 386, 388 (D.C: Cir. 1996) (quoting Yeager v. Drug Enforcement Admin., 678 F.2d 315,

326 (D.C. Cir. 1982))."Under Section 3(g) of FOIA, a public body may decline to comply with a -

FOIA request if “compliante with the requiest wold be unduly burdensome for the complying
public 'body and thére#i‘s*h‘b"v\iayft‘q5ﬁarfow“ih‘e Frequest and the burden on the public body
outweighs the public intetest in thé information.”. Shehadéh v. ‘Madligan, 996 'N.E.2d 1243, 1247

In order to édequétély ‘éddress thq(‘:{c“)hﬁpeti‘ng d_erhyéh’d.s'qn tﬁhé’D'Veipéyrtment’s limited resources,
the Department is extending you an opportunity to narrow your request to more manageable
proportions. . . : : .

To ‘tihe“‘ :ethénf yo‘u'vie\{i/:this asa d(efh,iié'l;‘ of yc;ur ‘EO’,IAvr.equ,es_t, you h'éve the fight,to submit a
request for review'by the Public Access Counselor (the “PAC”) in the Office of the llinois
Attorney General to: ' S ‘

Public Access Counselor .~
Office of the Attorney General
* 500 South 2™ Street '
. Springfield, lllinois 62706 -
‘Fax:217-782-1396 =~ .- - - .
~E-mail: public.access@ilag.qov

If you choose to éubmit a 'rqujeSf'fof révié\)v:-to the PAC_, you must do so:withinv607d‘ays‘ after the
date of this letter. Your request for-review must be in writing, signed by you, and include a copy
of your FOIA request and this response: 5 ILCS 140/9.5(a). You also have thekr:ight to seek

i

~ judicial review of this rééb‘onSe.“SeeSILCS‘140/‘:‘1‘1(a),(b‘:)/".%j';‘&f}}f; .

Sincerely,

YT

sl

KiranMehta -~ = = -~ .. o
Freedom of Information Officer -~ - e
lllinois Department of Healthcare and Family Services
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' tcamarda@gmx.com
+- From: e tecamarda@gmx.com ..o
Sent: "Monday, April 14, 2025 3:26 PM. : e
To: “civilrights justice@usdoj.gov’; ‘hfs.mru@illinois.gov'; ‘his.desscaru@illinois.gov'; ‘publicaccess@atg.state.ilus'; ‘attorney. -general@ilag.gov';
'attomey_general@atg.state.l.us’; jib@illinols.gov' T R .
Cc: ) ‘CAO7_pro_se_fiIings@cé7.uscourts.gov‘ . :
AL _Subject: O R LRI ;*‘SUPPLEME!*ITAIT FEDERAL NOTIC_EOF,CQNFLICTED FOIA OFFICER AND RECURSION VIOLATION .. ..
_ Attachments: 25-216 Camarda 04-14-2025.pdf; 25-217 Camarda 04-142025pdf T

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SEVENTH
CIRCUIT e e e T

THOMAS E. CAMARDA
Plaintiff-Appellant, Pro Se

ELIZABETH WHITEHORN, et al.
Defendants-Appellees )

Case No. 24-3244

' SUPPLEMENTAL FEDERAL NOTICE OF CONFLICTED FOIA OFFICER
AND RECURSION VIOLATION e ol

TO THE HONORABLE CLERK AND PANEL OF THE UNITED STATES
COURT OF APPEALS FOR THESEVENTH .CI,RC/IYIIT: o

Plaintiff-Appellant Thomas E. Camarda hereby submits this supplemental notice
and preservation of objection pursuant to FRAP 27, Rule 60(b)(4), and 28 U.S.C. §
1651(a) regarding continued interference with this Court’s perfected judgment
(DKT113), and the use of conflicted and recused parties in matters relating to
enforcement transpareney and Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) compliancé. ,

' 1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY - RECURSION OF A CONFLICTED PARTY

The Freedom of Information Officer who issued the April 14, 2025 FOIA responses
__ Kiran Mehta — is a named agent in the ongoing federal litigation and was
previously recused by implication and direct legal notice due to her proximity
to the enforcement misconduct. D

Yet on Aprll 14, 2’02'5,‘ the Deﬁérﬁnéﬁ% ofHealthcare and Famﬂy Services (HFS)
assigned this conflicted individual to-act as final decisionmaker, reviewer, and
correspondent for: o - o
« FOIA #25-215 (cbncefrﬁng Incydme‘Wi’chholding Ofders issued posf- L
judgment) R AR Lo U
. ‘ Lo
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. FOIA#25216 (Title TV-D éertification, complidrice, and RICO-rélated fraud)
-+ FOIA#25-217 (federal covrdifiation on the Camarda v. Whitehorn iatter) -

'This is an unlawful recursion of "él'COh‘ﬂiéted:pérty,‘Vth,sg' actions now include
concealment, procedural obstruction, and continued retaliation in violation. of

federal notice, due process, and open records law:
II.BACi{féROUND;; KIRAN MEHTA’S (‘J.ONI'?“LI‘CTEDRQLE, .
| Listed in_'pr.ior.' legal notices sent to HFS and State FOIA offices

e Adirect ’partieipﬂﬁtoaxi'f;@s.pprmre& of IWG enforcement procedures
challenged in this case : :

. A probable recipient or author: of vil}terna‘_l. memos and directives now
- shielded from FOIA under her own\decisioh o S '
Despite this, HFS allowed her to:’ -
«+ Adjudicate her own legal (le‘xpggﬁre )
+* Dieny o¢ vedast réquests that could imiplicate her conduct
e Serve as both witness and gétekégper ilrkl,‘;a fédeyal\*eﬁf@rceméntmattéf
This is a textbook é‘onﬂiét of iptexfés;t,"and it fétally téint’é thé FOIA ‘r‘ecofd. o
III. FEDERAL ‘VIOLATION S 'AND'DUE PROCESS FAILURE
Mehté’s participation Vidla’fest R ‘
B U.S.C. § 552 (Fiféédom Oftlhfdrmatioﬁ’Act,:—".,Federa-l Guidanbé)
» 5 ILCS 140/3(d), (g), (h) — Requiring impartial FOIA review
» 42 U.S.C. § 1983 — Due process ‘ihtérference under color of law
- 18U.S.C.§ 1512(0) oy ;Obstfucfti'bhvbyfSprféSSibhrc')fjévyid‘ence
8 US.C. 816510 A1 Wrte Ackprotetion ofthis o ursdiction
Ilinois law 'eXplicitly forbids biaééd-ﬁ'érticibatibn in publié recordhandllngwhere
the party has a vested interest in the outcome, and Mehta’s ongoing exposure was

already documented prior to her April 14 authorship of denials and redactions.
‘ 2
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V. MATERIAL CONSEQUENCES

Because Mehta served as the app\mvih;g{ofﬁé.ial for all three responses, the ..
fonomngmustnowbepresumed g ofB X Gt e

. TRedactions or denials are probéd‘\ii‘al yﬂih’vaﬁa’* ETOTEREIE
. Conflicts of interest are unwaived

e Any _invocation of FOTA § 7(1)(2), § 7(1)(0), Or § 3(g) 1s tainted by self-
’ interest ' - o , - ‘

Responsivé records were likely withheld to éohCealmisconduct

This act not only violates FOIA ‘s'tandar‘ds —1t further d.emonstrates the |
administrative panic and disarray within the Department, whose agents now ‘
answer to federal litigation by recycliﬁg‘conﬂicted person ol in the name of damage

control.

V. PRECEDENT AND ANALOGS

In Light v. DOJ, 968 F. Supp- 2d 80~(D.D.C‘.";:2'02173)‘V,: thecourtfoundthat improper
withholding due t0 internal bias and failure to recuse x&nsle.md:thevFOIA review
tatally flawed. ' S . SRR

In vaughn V. Ror‘sen‘,"2i84 .24 820 D.C. }Cir.’ 1'978),“001irts dairii’iéd that «gufficient
specificity and neutrall y” are. requiredin all FOIA denials, especially where federal
suits are pending. L T RN,

This case exceeds those standards: Mehta not only lacked neutrality — sheis an
active enforcement‘participant under current federal scrutiny. :

V1. DEMAND FOR JUDICIAL NOTICE AND REMEDY

Plaintiff-Appellant respectfully demands:

1. Formalvdocket recognition that FOIA responses issued by Kiran Mehta
are p’ro‘c‘eduraﬂy invalid due to conflict of interest ' :

. Referral of Kiran Mehta and {FS FOIA handling to the [Mlinois Public

Access Counselor and the DOJs Office of Information Policy for obstruction
. and ethical yviolation : T S ‘ .

- "
KR R
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© FOIA#25.96 and 217 Résponigeg
COmmunicationg) - ‘

Thomas E, Camardy
Plaintiff-AppeHant, Pro Se

Seventh Circuit - Casga No. 24-3244

Respectfully s‘ubmitted,‘

teamarda@gmx ooy
(224) 279.8856

Filed: Aprll 14, 2025

" Filed: 04/21/2025

Pages: 20

1

(Title Iv.p funding and fedeyq;
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April 14, 2025

* Thomas Camarda
tcamarda@gmx.com

RE: FOIA #25-216 Camarda
Dear Thomas,Ca’marAda:' |
Thank you 'fdr writing tokthe lllinois Department of Healthcare and Family Services with you'r

request for information pursuant to the Illinois Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), 5 ILCS 140/
etseq. T :

Our Office received your FOIA request dn March 31, 2025, fqr' the following information:
| am requesting access to the following records, which are held by the lllinois Department of
Healthcare and Family Services (HFS) and/or its Division of Child Support Sefvices (DCSS):
Records Requested . o |
1. All Title IV-D federai .reimvbu‘rserﬁ‘éht claims submittéd to the U.S. Department of Health and
Human Services (HHS) and/or the Office of Child Support Enforcement (OCSE) from January 1,
2020 through March 28,2025, ingluding’bdt;not limited toy T e R
c,o; Form Q(}SE-‘396:.((fhild-;shbbglft Enfbrcerﬁent Progfam Fjriéﬁciai ARebort)' L

0 i'Fér.m,OCiSE‘-j 57 (Annual ,Dé:ft_'a Report) ) e |

o Supportmgdocumentatlon for ;bei‘f&‘)‘rﬁé‘r‘jt:é?ba;séﬁinbéntivéé' under 42 U.S.C. § 658a

2. All internal communications, emails, memos, or summaries concerning the ‘calculation,

review, or projection of Title IV-D performance metrics related to paternity establishment, -
- support order establishment, and coliections. R

3. Copies of any official certifications made by litinois officials (or subcontractors) to
HHS/OCSE in connection with Title IV-D eligibility; compliance, or performance incentive
qualification—especially those made during or after enforcement actions involving: -
Warrantless seizures Income Withholding Orders disputed in federal court Retaliatory

enforcement, such as the McHenry ,County_ case (24CM00Q9716:)A

ompliance reviews, or federal correspondence .
| Title IV4D, "

noy
¢

al audits, c

4. Documentation of any intern ‘ . | cori
ir igjorierrdnesus certifications uhder.

- related to fraud, performanc

G N ¥

' ineluding responses to-or. from HH$-0IG.

R H

v x4

5. Names and fitles.of officials:who signes, approved; or transmitted-any Title IV-0 reports of
"“federal financial certification documents during'the above:referenced period. ./ i "
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qt%?nes} %h?ozu%% 4 of your request are unduly burdensome under Section 3(g) of FOIA.

Regarding item 5 of your request, pursuant to Kenyon v. Garrels, 184 Ill. App. 3d 29, 32
(4th Dist. 1989), FOIA does not require a public body to answer questions posed by a
requester. Moreover, Section 3.3 of FOIA (5 ILCS 140/3.3 (West 2010)) specifically
provides that "[t]his Act is not intended to compel public bodies to interpret or advise
requesters as to the meaning or significance of public records." In addition, the lilinois
Freedom of Information Act is not intended to create an obligation on the part of the public
body to maintain or prepare a public record which was not already maintained or prepared
by the public body. 5ILCS 140/1. As a result, the Department has no records responsive
to this portion of your request. R

Many of your requests above seeking “all dbcumentétion...” are extremely overbroad and in
some cases do not sufficiently identify the records you are seeking. Therefore, your requests
are burdensome. ’ ’

Section 3(g) of FOIA states the following:

Requests calling for all records falling within a category shall be complied with unless

- .compliance with the request would be unduly burdensome for the complying public body
and there is no way to narrow the request and the burden on the public body outweighs
the public interest in the information. Before invoking this exemption, the public body
shall extend to the person making the request an opportunity to confer with it in an
attempt to reduce the request to manageable proportions. If any public body responds to
a categorical request by stating that compliance would unduly burden its operation and
the conditions described above are met, it shall do so in writing, specifying the reasons
why it would be unduly burdensome and the extent to which compliance will so burden
the operations of the public body. Such a response shall be treated as a denial of the
request for information. (Emphasis added). 5 ILCS 140 3(g) (West 2014).

In order to comply with your request as written, the Department would need to research,
identify, procure and review a vast quantity of records. Without a narrowed request from you,
such an endeavor would pose an undue burden on the operations of this Department. As the
INinois Attorney General's Public Access Counselor has noted (see 2017 PAC 47756, issued
June 20, 2017), lllinois courts have held, ‘[a] request to inspect or copy must reasonably identify
a public record[.]" Chicago Tribune Co. v. Dept. of Financial and Professional Regulation, 2014
IL App (4th) 130427, par. 33. A FOIA request “reasonably describes records if ‘the agency is
able to determine precisely what records are being requested.” Kowalczyk v. Dept. of Justice,
73 F.3d 386, 388 (D.C. Cir. 1996) (quoting Yeager v. Drug Enforcement Admin., 678 F.2d 315,
326 (D.C. Cir. 1982)). Under Section 3(g) of FOIA, a public body may decline to comply with a
FOIA request if “compliance with the request would be unduly burdensome for the complying

- public body and there is no way to-narrow the request and the burden on the public body
outweighs the public interest in the information.” Shehadeh v. Madigan, 996 N.E.2d 1243, 1247
(ll. App. 4th Dist. 2013).

In order to adequately address the competing demands on the Department's limited resources,
the Department is extending you an opportunity to narrow your request to more manageable
proportions. _

To the extent you view this as a denial of your FOIA request, you have the right to submit a
request for review by the Public Access Counselor (the “PAC”) in the Office of the lllinois
Attorney General to:

Public Access Counselor
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Office of the Attorney General

500 South 2™ Street
Springfield, Illinois 62706

Fax: 217-782-1396

E-mail: public.access@ilag.qov

If you choose to submit a request for review to the PAC, you must do so within 60 days after the
date of this letter. Your request for review must be in writing, signed by you, and include a copy
of your FOIA request and this response. 5 ILCS 140/9.5(a). You also have the right to seek
judicial review of this response. See 5 ILCS 140/11(a),(b).

Sincerely,
IS

Kiran Mehta
Freedom of Information Offlcer

B IIImO|s Department of Healthcare and Famny Servnces

S

i
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o 201 $outh Grand Avenue East, Springfield, Iinois 2163
eham, Director Telaphone:+] 2}?&?32%_2?&3{%;4&.8§}f}%;§2€: 812

April 14, 2025

Thomas Camarda
tcamarda@grox.com

RE: FOIA #25-217 Camarda
Dear Thomas Camarda:

Thank you for writing to the lllinois Department of Healthcare and Family Services with your
request for information pursuant to the Illinois Freedom of Information Act (FOIA), 5 ILCS 140/1
et seq.

Our Office received your FOIA request on March 31, 2025, for the following information:

| am requesting access to public records pertaining to intergovernmental communication
concerning Camarda v. Whitehorn et al., 7th Cir. Case No. 24-3244, including but not limited to
any discussions of:

Records Requested

1.  All emails, memos, letters, phone logs, or reports exchanged between the Illinois
Department of Healthcare and Family Services (HFS), the Division of Child Support
Services (DCSS), the lllinois Department of Revenue (IDOR), and the llinois Office of the

Attorney General with the following federal agencies, from September 1, 2024 to present:

« U.S.Department of Health and Human Services (HHS)
« Office of Inspector General (OIG), HHS '
e U.S. Department of Justice (DOJ)

e Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI)

« Internal Revenue Service (IRS)

s Social Security Administration (SSA)

« U.S. Postal Inspection Service

e U.S.Department of Treasury

« Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS)

2. All documents, briefs, summaries, or internal notes referencing or discussing:

e Camarda v. Whitehorn et al., Case No. 24-3244 (Tth Cir.)

o Title IV-D enforcement procedures under federal oversight

o Allegations of civil rights violations, retaliation, unlawful garnishment, or misuse of
federal certification o ‘ ” -

« Active or proposed referrals to federal authorities (including IRS, DOJ, or HHS-OIG)

e Legal concerns or risk assessments'regérding FOIA, bond liability, or unconstitutional
enforcement. ' .

il
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Cass: %ga‘ﬂérnal RQ&HE‘@%RE, %IES)% assessments, or alert bulletins distributed within your
agency as a resuit of communications with any of the above-listed federal departments.

4, Copieé of any federal résponses-o’n’ guidance received by your agency concerning Camarda
v. Whitehorn or Title IV-D compliance and oversight matters. :

Your request, as written, is unduly burdensome under Section 7(1)}(g) of FOIA. Many of your
requests above seeking “all documentation:..” are extremely overbroad and in some cases do
not sufﬁcienﬂy identify the records you are seeking. Therefore, your requests are burdensome.

Section 3(g) of FOIA states the following:

Requests calling for all records falling within a category shall be complied with unless
compliance with the request would be unduly burdensome for the complying public body

the operations of the public body. Such a response shall be treated as a deniaj of the
request for information. (Emphasis added). 5ILCS 140 3(9) (West 2014).

In order to comply with your request as written, the Department would need to research,
identify, procure and review a vast quantity of records. Without a narrowed request from you,
such an endeavor would Pose an undue burden on the operations of this Department. As the
lllinois Attorney General’s Public Access Counselor has noted (see 2017 PAC 47756, issued
June 20, 2017), lllinois courts have held, “[a] request to inspect or copy must reasonably identify
a public record[.]" Chicago Tribune Co. v. Dept. of Financial and Professional Regulation, 2014
IL App (4th) 130427, par. 33. A FOIA request “reasonably describes records if ‘the agency is
able to determine precisely what records are being requested.” Kowalczyk v. Dept. of Justice,
73 F.3d 386, 388 (D.C. Cir. 1996) (quoting Yeager v. Drug Enforcement Admin., 678 F.2d 315,
326 (D.C. Cir. 1982)). Under Section 3(9) of FOIA, a public body may decline to comply with a
FOIA request if “‘compliance with the request would be unduly burdensome for the complying
public body and there is no way to narrow the request and the burden on the public body
outweighs the public interest in the information.” Shehadeh v. Madigan, 996 N.E.2d 1243, 1247
(Il App. 4th Dist. 2013). ' _

n order to adequately address the competing demands on the Department’s limited resources,

|
the Department is extending you an opportunity to narrow your request to more manageable
proportions. : ‘

To the extent you view this as a denial of your FOIA request, you have the right to submit a
request for review by the Public Access Counselor (the “PAC”) in the Office of the Illinois
Attorney General to: '

Public Access Counselor
Office of the Attorney General
500 South 2" Street
Springfield, lllinois 62706

Fax: 217-782-1396

E-mail: public.access@ilag.qov
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If you choose to submit a request for review to the PAC, you must do so within 60 days after the
date of this letter. Your request for review must.be in writing, signed by you, and include a copy
of your FOIA request and this response. 5 ILCS 140/9.5(a). You also have the right to seek

judicial review of this response. See 5 |LQS 140/11 (a),(b).
Sincerely, ' R "
sl

Kiran Mehta
Freedom of Information Officer . A ,
lllinois Department of Healthcare and Family Services

(3/( {}}
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tcamarda@gmx.com

From: tcamarda@gmx.com

Sent: Monday, April 14, 2025 3:52 PM

To: ‘civilrights justice@usdoj.gov'; ‘his.mru@illinois.gov'; ‘hfs.desscaru@illinois.gov'; ‘publicaccess@atg.state.ilus’; ‘attorney_general@ilag.gov';
‘attorney_general@atg.state.iLus’; jib@illinois.gov' .

Ce: 'CAD7_pro_se_filings@ca7.uscourts.gov'

Subject: SUMMARY OF FOIA OBSTRUCTION PATTERN (THREE RESPONSES, THREE VIOLATIONS, ZERO COMPLIANCE)

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS’ FOR THE SEV.ENTH
CIRCUIT ‘

THOMAS E. CAMARDA
Plaintiff-Appellant, Pro Se

V.

ELIZABETH WHITEHORN, et al.
Defendants-Appellees ‘

Case No. 24-3244

SUMMARY OF FOIA OBSTRUCTION PATTERN (THREE RESPONSES,
THREE VIOLATIONS, ZERO COMPLIANCE)

TO THE HONORABLE CLERK AND PANEL OF THE UNITED STATES
COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT:

Plaintiff-Appellant submits this summary notice under FRAP 27, 28 U.S.C. §
1651(a), and Rule 60(b)(4) to preserve and present a coherent evidentiary
pattern of FOIA obstruction by the Illinois Department of Healthcare and
Family Services (HFS) — across three separate, legally submitted FOIA requests —
each handled by a conflicted, non-neutral party, and each violating the core
transparency obligations of the law. AR '

This;fiestablishes a pattern of obstruction, procedural retaliation, and bad-faith
nondisclosure amid active federal enforcement proceedings.

I. THREE RESPONSES - THREE OB‘STRU:CTIONS

Between April 12—14, 2025, the Department issued three formal FOIA
responses, all signed by Kiran Mehta, a recused and c‘o‘nﬂict’ed party, in response
to the following FOIA filings: R o |
FOIA #25-215 . . =

b Request: Full IWO documentation post-summary judgment.
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} Obstructlon Pr'ovidéid‘ pari;lal redacted recordonly, withheld émployer notices
and approval logs ‘

» Conflict: Mehta is involved in enforcement %ctiViﬁyvundér federal litigation; her
redactions conceal self—interest ' ' '

FOIA #25-216

> Request: Title IV-D réimbt}fsement records (Forms OCSE-396, 157), internal
certification logs, and audit materials . . SRR

» Obstruction: Categorical denial under § 3(g) “unduly burdensome” language, with

no search effort demonstrated

» Co‘nﬂictz Ddcumenté‘wouid expose misrepresentations to HHS, trigger federal
clawback, and implicate core RI - S

CO'issues -
FOIA #25-217

» Request: Intergovernmentai recoi'ds exchanged with DOJ , HHS, IRS, and federal
enforcement agencies regarding this case R ’ v ,

» Obstruction: Blanket "refus‘al,' citing volume and laék of speCificity despite clear
date range and party li‘rpiwt;atyipﬂr_}” . '

» Conflict: This request would reveal attempted concealment of federal risk
assessments and retaliatory planning

IL. SHARED VIOLATIONS ACROSS ALL THREE RESPONSES
Each of the above responses features the same procedural defects, including:

v Conflict of Interest — All signed by a party under federal scrutiny (Mehta)

v Patterned Denial — Relying on Vaglie Burdehsome exemptions, without fulfilling
the search duty under FOIA

v Concealment of Evidence — Each req[uest targeted evidence relevant to
Plaintiff’s damages, lien enforcement, or federal claims

v Failure to Confer in Good Faith — No true offer was :madé to narrow scope —
only pro forma rejection language ) o S '



