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APPENDIXA
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE SEVENTH CIRCUIT

Everett McKinley Dirksen 
United States Courthouse

Room 2722 - 219 S. Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Office of the Clerk 
Phone: (312) 435-5850 

www.ca7.uscourts.gov

FINAL JUDGMENT
October 24, 2025

Before
CANDACE JACKSON-AKIWUMI, Circuit Judge 
JOSHUA P. KOLAR, Circuit Judge 
NANCY L. MALDONADO, Circuit Judge

District Court No: l:24-cv-04500
Northern District of Illinois, Eastern Division 

[District Judge Jeremy C. Daniel

No. 24-3102

ANTHONY ROLAND, 
Plaintiff - Appellant

V.

NBC SUBSIDIARY (WMAQ-TV) LLC, 
Defendant - Appellee

Originating Case Information: ,

The judgment of the District Court is AFFIRMED, with costs, in accordance with the decision of 
this court entered on this date.

form name: c7JFinalJti<igment (form ID: 132)

Clerk of Court
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NONPRECEDENTIAL DISPOSITION
To be cited only in accordance with Fed. R. App. P. 3. APPE l\l DIX B

llmteh (Unurt of Appeals 
For the Seventh Circuit 
Chicago, Illinois 60604

Submitted October 21,2025* 
Decided October 24,2025

Before

CANDACE JACKSON-AKIWUMI, Circuit Judge

CERTIFIED COPY

of th^JJnited 
Court dtf^ppealsfiM^® 
Seventh CirculirA-''

AT^e Copy
Te

JOSHUA P. KOLAR, Circuit Judge

NANCY L. MALDONADO, Circuit Judge

No. 24-3102

ANTHONY ROLAND, 
Plaintiff-Appellant, 

v.

NBC SUBSIDIARY (WMAQ-TV) LLC, 
Defendant-Appellee.

Appeal from the United States District 
Court for the Northern District of 
Illinois, Eastern Division.

No. 24-CV-4500

Jeremy C. Daniel, 
Judge.

ORDER

Anthony Roland filed a complaint against NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC for 
conducting "unauthorized zoom" calls through his television, then broadcasting 
recordings of him, commenting on his appearance, and imitating his hand gestures back

’ We have agreed to decide the case without oral argument because the briefs and 
record adequately present the facts and legal arguments, and oral argument would not 
significantly aid the court. FED. R. APP. P. 34(a)(2)(C).
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at him. The district court dismissed the suit as frivolous, reflecting paranoid and 
delusional fears.

On appeal, Roland asserts that the court disregarded certain evidence that he 
attached to his amended complaint—(1) a digital recording of him waving and 
gesturing at the television while watching the Today Show and (2) affidavits from 
several witnesses attesting that they saw a "Zoom experience" violate Roland's right to 
privacy. But these materials add nothing to his implausible allegations that WMAQ-TV 
committed the Illinois tort of "intrusion on seclusion," W. Bend Mut. Ins. Co. v. Krishna 
Schaumburg Tan, Inc., 183 N.E.3d 47, 58 (Ill. 2021), or violated 19 U.S.C. § 1592, the civil 
penalty provision under the Tariff Act of 1930 for fraud, gross negligence, or negligence 
in importing merchandise. And to the extent Roland believes that the district court 
deprived him of due process by dismissing the case without a hearing, no evidentiary 
hearing is required when the factual allegations—as here—are incredible. Gladney v. 
Pendleton Corr. Facility, 302 F.3d 773, 774 (7th Cir. 2002). The district court rightly 
dismissed this case as frivolous. See, e.g., Lee v. Clinton, 209 F.3d 1025 (7th Cir. 2000).

We close with a word about sanctions. Since 2018, Roland has filed five frivolous 
cases in the Northern District of Illinois asserting unauthorized surveillance via 
television. He has appealed four of them, and all were dismissed. We now warn Roland 
that further repetitive and frivolous filings may result in sanctions, including fines that, 
if unpaid, may result in a bar on filing papers in civil lawsuits in any court within this 
circuit. See Support Sys. Int'l, Inc. v. Mack, 45 F.3d 185,186 (7th Cir. 1995).

AFFIRMED
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APPENDIX C

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION

ANTHONY ROLAND, 
Plaintiff

v.

NBC SUBSIDIARY (WMAQ-TV) LLC, 
Defendant

No. 24 CV 4500

Judge Jeremy C. Daniel

ORDER

The defendant’s Motion to Dismiss [23] is granted. Civil case terminated.

STATEMENT

The plaintiff, Anthony Roland, pro se, sues the defendant NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ- 
TV) LLC (“NBC”) for “intrusion on seclusion” (Count I) and negligence under 19 
U.S.C. § 1592 (Count II). (R. 21 ((First Amended Complaint (“FAC”)) HU 23-49.) NBC 
moves to dismiss for failing to state a claim. (R. 23.)

To survive a motion to dismiss, a complaint only needs to contain factual allegations 
that, when accepted as true, are sufficient to “state a claim that is plausible on its 
face.” Ashcroft v. Iqbal, 556 U.S. 662, 678 (2009) (citing Bell Atlantic Corp. v. 
Twombly, 550 U.S. 544, 554—57 (2007)). Because the plaintiff initiated this action pro 
se, his complaint is construed liberally. Perez v. Fenoglio, 792 F.3d 768, 776 (7th Cir. 
2015). The court may read the complaint “broadly” and make necessary assumptions 
where the facts do not “definitely identify” the plaintiff’s challenges. Obriecht v. 
Raemisch, 517 F.3d 489, 492 n.2 (7th Cir. 2008). The court, however, “need not accept 
as true statements of law or unsupported conclusory factual allegations.” Bilek v. Fed. 
Ins. Co., 8 F.4th 581, 586 (7th Cir. 2021). Moreover, the Court may dismiss fantastic 
or delusional allegations. Lee v. Clinton, 209 F.3d 1025,1026 (7th Cir. 2000); see also 
Dix v. Unknown TSA Agent No. 1, 588 F. App’x 499, 499 (7th Cir. 2015) 
(nonprecedential).

The plaintiff asserts that NBC is conducting “unauthorized zoom” calls through his 
television, then broadcasting footage of the plaintiff, commenting on his activities, 
and repeating his hand gestures back at him. (FAC UH 8-11, 25-28.) The plaintiff 
asserts that strangers have acknowledged his appearance on television. (Id. H 14). He 
also reports being stalked and attacked by strangers who were tired of seeing him on 
NBC. (Id. UH 33-36.)
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The Court begins with Count II, the plaintiff’s negligence claim under 19 U.S.C. § 
1592. (Id. t 40.) This statute concerns “penalties for fraud, gross negligence, and 
negligence” regarding imports and custom duties. 19 U.S.C. § 1592. The plaintiff does 
not allege any facts concerning imports or customs, and therefore Count II is 
dismissed.

Turning to Count I, the plaintiffs claim for “intrusion on seclusion,” is a recognized 
cause of action in Illinois. Lawlor v. N. Am. Corp, of Illinois, 983 N.E.2d 414, 425 
(Ill. 2012). However, even a liberal reading of the complaint reveals that the 
allegations are not plausible, but rather “reflects paranoid and delusional fears and 
is frivolous.” Dix, 588 F. App’x. at 499 (affirming dismissal of a complaint alleging “a 
vast, nationwide conspiracy to rig the security equipment used at airports”). Count I 
is therefore dismissed. Lee, 209 F.3d at 1026.

Accordingly, the defendant’s Motion to Dismiss is granted. This is the fourth time Mr. 
Roland has presented his claims of unauthorized surveillance via television to a 
federal court, and the fourth time they have been rejected. See Roland v. U.S. 
Department of Justice, No. 22 CV1066, R. 76 (N.D. Ill. Mar. 15, 2023); Roland v. Pai, 
No. 19 CV 3128, R. 10 (N.D. Ill. June 11, 2019); Roland v. Fed. Gov’t, No. 18 CV 5363, 
R. 11 (N.D. Ill. Aug. 28, 2018). Leave to amend is unjustified in these circumstances. 
Roman v. Davis, 371 U.S. 178,182 (1962) (granting leave to amend is properly denied 
where amendment would be futile).

Date: November 7, 2024
JEREMY C. DANIEL 
United States District Judge
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT APPENDIX D
FOR THE

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

ANTHONY ROLAND,

Plaintiffs),
Case No. 24 CV 4500

v. Judge Jeremy C. Daniel

NBC SUBSIDIARY (WMAQ-TV) LLC,

Defendants).

JUDGMENT IN A CIVIL CASE

Judgment is hereby entered (check appropriate box):

Q in favor of plaintiffs)
and against defendants)
in the amount of $ ,

which □includes pre-judgmentinterest.
□ does not include pre-judgment interest.

Post-judgment interest accrues on that amount at the rate provided by law from the date of this judgment.

Plaintiffs) shall recover costs from defendant(s).

□ in favor of defendants) 
and against plaintiffs)

Defendants) shall recover costs from plaintiffs).

other: Judgment entered in favor of defendant and against plaintiff.

This action was (check one)'.

□ tried by a jury with Judge presiding, and the jury has rendered a verdict.
□ tried by Judge without a jury and the above decision was reached, 

decided by Judge Jeremy C. Daniel on a motion to dismiss.

Date: 11/7/2024 Thomas G. Bruton, Clerk of Court

Vettina Franklin, Deputy Clerk
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APPENDIX E

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

ANTHONY ROLAND

PlamtifC

Vs.

NBC SUBSIDIARY 
(WMAQ-TV) LLC.,

Defendants.

Case No. l:24-cv-04500

AUG 29
- THOMASGBRUTON ” 
CLERK. U.S. DISTRICT COURT

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

Plaintiff Anthony Roland Pro se brings this lawsuit against Defendant NBC Subsidiary 

(WMAQ-TV) LLC, under 19 U.S.C.§ 1592 sad Restatement of the Second of Torts Section 652: 

Intrusion on Seclusion. I would respectfully explain the following.

Tn or around 2019 whistleblowers, associates, and family members started informing me 

that my expectation of privacy was/is being violated by NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV), as if I 

am a host on their show through my home Television. A similar example would be during die 

COVID epidemic when game show guest would appear on the game shows using their TV or 

computer or when courts take Hearings via Zoom video.1

I started recording my interaction with the TV commentator using my cellphone for video 

evidence to show the court or the defendant during a future deposition. I used several methods of 

notifying die defendant before taking legal action. I made phone calls to die network station none 

of the calls were returned, I wrote countless letters to their parent company and their registered

1 Zoom is a video conferencing platform that can be used through a computer desktop or mobile 
app, and allows users to connect online for video conference meeting, webinars, and live chat.
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agent C T Corporation. I even made complaints to both outside government agencies FCC 

{Federal Communications Commission) and FTC {Federal Trade Commission) to resolve this 

unauthorized Zoom experience but never received any response.

This peculiar invasion of my privacy loosely calling it a Zoom hack has caused both 

physical and cognizable harm. I have been assaulted by strangers because they say that they’re 

tired of my appearance on their NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) screen. I often have to take 

different routes to work and home because I am being stalked and threatened. Whenever given 

an opportunity I take written testimony of this cause of action some witnesses mention that they 

will even testify in court on my behalf.

Plaintiff Pm se Roland has now turned to this Honorable Court for injunctive relief and 

to find out foe cause of this peculiar invasion of my expectation of privacy done with die 

Fairness of Federal Rules of Civil Procedure due process of Discovery.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

1. This Complaint seeks remedies pursuant to 19 U.S.C. § 1592 and alleging violations under 

Restatement of die Second of Torts Section 652.

2. Jurisdiction is conferred upon this Honorable Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §§1331,1343, and 

1367.

3. Venue is proper before this Honorable Court pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1391(b).

21 Page
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PARTIES

4. Plaintiff Anthony Roland is the Pro Se in this case also an American Citizen and a native of 

Chicago.

5. Defendant NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC is an owned subsidiary of NBCUniversal 

Media, LLC located at 454 North Columbus Drive, Chicago IL. 60611.

6. NBCUniversal Media, LLC is a wholly owned and indirect subsidiary of Comcast 

Corporation.

FACTS 
Invasion of Privacy by Subsidiary NBC (WMAQ-TV) LLC.

7. Notification I the Plaintiff do not have a background in Computer Engineering or know any 

Technical Jargon to explain the unauthorized Zoom I’ve experienced with (WMAQ-TV). I 

just used my phone to record my interactions and collect written testimonies, Furthermore, as 

a Pro se, I may show a disability with legal terminology.

8. hi 20181 noticed watching WMAQ-TV (channel 5) that the TV host commentator would 

make direct comments about what I was eating or wearing, at first I thought it was just a 

coincidence until it became repetitious.

9. On or about October 20181 was at home watching channel 5 and while 1 was imitating a 

Golf swing the TV commentator lucidly said “Look Look he’s taking another swing ofthe 

Golf club” I sat down confused, and then he said “now he’s sitting down” after that day I 

started using my cellphone to record tire unauthorized Zoom experience.

10. From 2018 to 20191 started to get creative, I began alternating my strategy on capturing 

video evidence by using hand gestures and drawing pictures to get the corroboration from tire 

TV host

3|Page
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11.1 would put a peace sign at the commentator then the TV host would respond with their peace 

sign all while recording with my cell phone

12.1 drew a hatchback car colored it blue and held it to show the TV host then on a commercial 

break there was an advertisement of die exact blue hatchback Toyota I drew and again 

recorded using my phone.

13.1 used those two alternative strategies hand gestures and picture drawings capturing over 12 

video evidence.

14. From 2018 - 2019 on my way to work or running errands, I would ask people if I was 

appearing on their Channel 5 television and occasionally they’d answer yes or they would 

assume I was involved, as if I was a part of die show.

15.1 started typing my declaration explaining I was a victim of privacy violation done by 

(WMAQ-TV) Television station then asked Witnesses (strangers, associates, and family 

members) to sign my documents

16. From 2018 - 20191 began studying Civil Litigation.

Pro se Related Previous Fourth Amendment Lawsuit

17. From 2018 — 2022 I’ve written about three related lawsuits against the fiovemment on my 

Fourth Amendment rights but because of being an amateur in litigation I never survived to 

Discovery.

18. On or around August 07,2018,1 filed my first lawsuit (Roland v. Federal Government 

Ho. 18~c~5363) die complaint didn’t survive Discovery because I never issued a summons 

so the case was dismissed on Sua Sponte on August 28,2018.

41 Pa ge
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19. On or around May 09,2019, my second Pm se Lawsuit {Roland r. Pai et, al No. 19‘cv 

03128) again for the same reasons as before the complaint did not survive Discovery and 

dismissed Sua Sponte on June 11,2019.

20. The year 2021 was my worst year I lost my phone at work which had all of the video 

evidence I worked so hard and strategized for. That same year I also mishandled and 

misplaced my witness Affidavits.

21. Towards die end of20211 rush to acquire fresh evidence while studying to enhance my 

litigation skills.

22. On or around March 01,2022,1 filed my third lawsuit this time with both evidence and 

summons but my case {Roland v. U.S. Department of Justice No. 22-cv-0106& did 

not survive Discovery because I was denied due Process, I wasn’t allowed a Meet and 

Confer.

COUNTONE

Restatement of the Second of Tort Section 652: Intrusion on Seclusion

23. The Plaintiff realleges as through fully set forth at length, and included herein by reference, 

all of die allegation and statements contained in paragraphs 7 through 22 of the Facts, above 

and including.

24. Plaintiff Roland has Article IH standing of this Intrusion on Seclusion claim because it 

evolves both Physical and Mental harm See Trans Union LLC. vs. Ramirez, 594 US. 

413(2021).

25. The Defendant NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC., without authorisation intentionally 

invaded Roland's expectation of privacy through a Zoom-like experience where I can be

5|Page
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exposed to toe viewer and Host {See quoting Robbins vs. Lower Meiion School 

District No. 2:1 l-cv-07495-JP the suit alleged that in what was dubbed toe “Webcam Gate’ 

scandal toe schools secretly spied on the students while they were in toe privacy of their 

homes).

26. Plaintiffs violation of Intrusion on Seclusion by Defendant has been carried out via Zoom­

like experience. Roland has noticed toe privacy violations since on or around January 01, 

2018- Present

27. On August 22,2024, Plaintiff Roland uploaded a dated video clip in the same context as the 

past/current videos to this Honorable Court.

28. The video evidence shows toe plaintiff watching The Today show on WMAQ-TV and 

waving to the TV commentators and receiving a wave back similar to via Zoom (fresh 

evidence is available upon the court's request). Exhibit A.

29. Plaintiff presumption video evidence can be proven by Laving a Foundation.

30. The recording device was capable of recording toe video; A competent person operated toe 

device; The recording can be authenticated by a subpoena; There have been no modifications 

to the recordings by both Plaintiff and Defendant’s Technical experts; The speakers in the 

video can testify; and toe conversation was made voluntary, in good faith.

31. Along with video evidence Plaintiff has resent collected an Affidavit and witness sign 

testaments Exhibit B - C.

32. The Intrusion on Seclusion has caused Plaintiff physical harm and mental anguish.

33. Since 2018 Plaintiff Roland has been involved in 8 physical altercations linked to toe 

Defendant

6 | P a g e
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34. While running errands or doing leisure activities Plaintiff would run into enraged strangers 

and they would start attacking I would ask why? They’d yelled* “TIRED OF YOU APPERING 

ON MY CHANNEL 5.”

35.1 often have to change my routes from home to work and back because of stalkers again 

linked to the Defendant.

36. On Several occasions I would see some of the same entity going back and forth from my 

house to work and out of curiosity, I asked why are you stalking me? They’d respond “I see 

you on my Television.”

37. The Combination of physical altercation and stalking has caused both mental anguish and 

suffering.

38. As a direct and proximate result of Invasion of Privacy: Intrusion on Seclusion by Defendant, 

Plaintiff Anthony Roland has suffered and continues to suffer from, including but not limited 

to being forced to live in isolation, suffering both mental and physical harm, public 

humiliation, anxiety, and loss of appetite. Pro se Roland is entitled to damages, including 

presumed economic damages, as a consequence of NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) Tic 

above allegations.

39. Wherefore, Plaintiff Anthony Roland prays for Injunctive Relief against Invasion of Privacy 

and punitive damages to be $40,000.00 (Forty Thousand Dollars) for the first time Defendant 

violated my expectation of privacy and $20,000.00 (Twenty Thousand Dollars) thereafter and 

such other relief as this court deems just

71P a g e
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COUNT TWO

19 UJS.C. § 1592: Negligence against NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC.

40. Plaintiff realleges as through fully set forth at length and incorporates herein by reference, all 

the allegations and statements contained in paragraphs 7 through 22 of the Facts, paragraphs 

23 through 39 of Count One above and including.

41. The Defendant ignored their Legal Duty of Care by not taking reasonable actions before and 

after Plaintiffs several repetitive alternative methods of notifications.

42. First, the plaintiff made several calls to tire Defendant Offices to stop the actions, but none of 

their administrative returned Roland's calls. Second, Plaintiff sent e-mails with attached video 

evidence for an explanation or a remedy of the cause. Third, Plaintiff -frequently wrote 

detailed letters eventually followed by Cease and Desist to both NBC Subsidiary company 

and the parent company Comcast Corporation and all actions were neglected Exhibit D.

43. Finally, after being neglected Roland turned to two Government agencies to end the Intrusion 

on seclusion allegations, both are FCC (Federal Communications Commission) and FTC 

(Federal Trade Commission) again still no response Exhibit F.

44. Defendant had Foreseeable knowledge that the exposure from the Zoom-like circumstance 

would cause Plaintiff to have a barrage of physical attacks, mental anguish, and substantial 

risk.

45. If Plaintiff Roland had never been exposed to die Zoom-like circmn stanra by the defendant, 

no physical altercation, mental anguish, and Substantial risk would/will happen.

46. Both physical altercation and mental attack that occurred by the entity from the exposure 

resulted in extreme back aches, a sprained ankle, several bruises, and severe headaches. All 

entities pointed to the Defendant's platform for the Cause-In-Fact

S| Page

APP 14



Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document#: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 9 of 24 PagelD#:69

47. If however, the Defendant’s Tech. Expert investigation shows that the Zoom activity is done 

by a hacker by some sort of malware the Plaintiff can still file a Negligence claim against 

WMAQ-TVby Subrogation, See M.S. vs. Amazom.com, Inc., No. 3:23-cv-0046 

(SJD.W.Va. Nov. 30,2023)?

48. As a direct and proximate result of Defendant Negligence, Plaintiff Roland has suffered and 

continues to suffer from, including but not limited to being forced to live in isolation, 

suffered both mental and physical harm, public humiliation, anxiety, and loss of appetite.

49. Because of the Defendant's negligence to establish a reasonable action, Plaintiff is entitled to 

punitive damages appropriate to the fullest extent permitted by law.

PRAYER FOR RELIEF

Wherefore, The Pro Se Anthony Roland, respectfully demands judgment against the Defendant 

for:

I. Permanent injunctive relief from a violation of privacy;

n. General damages for all past and future physical pain, and mental anguish suffered by the 

Plaintiff;

HI. Punitive damages to the fullest extent permitted by law;

IV. Order the Defendant to award whistleblower of any similar is*™.-

V. Order the Defendant a mandatory 100-hour class on Human Rights, each staff member

must complete the course with a 20-page essay on Privacy Rights

VI. Such other further specific and general relief as may become apparent from disco very.

J?18- Inc., No. 3:23^cv-0046A Federal Court m West Virginia recently ruled
bgence claim could proceed against Amazon related to a spy camera. The negl igence claim is 

specifically interesting for Subrogation professionals as it potentially provide an addi&mahXiue for 
recovery against Amazon in addition to a product liability claim.
9|Page

APP 15

Amazom.com


Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document #: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 10 of 24 PagelD #:70

THE PLAINTIFF DEMANDS A BENCH TRIAL

Pro se Plaintiff Requests Adjudication by an Article III Judge.

Respectfully submitted,

s/ 

By: Pro se Anthony Roland 
5642 S. Wells St 

Chicago, IL 60621 
Anthonvroland385@gmail.coni

Dated: 8/30/2024

101 Page
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The Plaintiff certifies that on this day a true and correct copy of the foregoing 

PLAINTIFF FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT was served on August 30,2024, to the 

Defendant NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC by certified mail at the address provided to the 

U.S. District Court for Northern District of Illinois.

Anthony Roland

111 Page
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 

EASTERN DIVISION

ANTHONY ROLAND
Plarntifi^

VS.

NBC SUBSIDIARY (WMAQ-TV) LLC,

Defendant

Case No. 124-CV-04500

Judge: Hon. Jeremy C. Daniel

EXHIBITS
TO THE PLAINTIFF AMENDED COMPLAINT

APP 18
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EXHIBITS

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Exhibit A—Digital Evidence ............................................................

Exhibit B —Affidavit. ..................................................

Exhibit C — Witness Signatures. ........................................................................ 3 ex

Exhibit D — Comcast Corporation 
Certified mail  .    ©X

Exhibit Register Agent  na„

Exhibit ¥-Government agencies  10 ex
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Thomas G. Bruton 
Clerk

United States District Court 
Northern District of Iffinois 
219 South Dearborn Street 

Chicago, iffinois 60604

EXHIBIT A

312*435*6670

Case Number l:24-cv-04500

Judge: Jeremy C. Daniel

DIGITAL EXHIBIT INFORMATION FORM - PI TRI.TP

Filing Party: Anthony Roland

Exhibit is linked to entry: N/A

Date: 8/22/2024

Case Title: Roland v. NBC Subsidiary 
(WMAQ-TV)LLC

to the Fee SehednU ©fod-oscourts-gov. Yon wig be provided with an invoice and charged neenninw 
downed via emadto^

Rev. 1/8Z202I

Thomas G. Bruton, Clerk

By:/s/BI
Deputy Clerk
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Case: 24-3102 Document: 17 Filed: 05/12/2025 Pages: 51
EXHIBIT B

AFFIDAVIT

Date: 08Z21/2Q24

Lam a vritnessto.the violatian of ANTHONY ROLAND invasion of privacy done on behalf of

QP^^P^aftyofp^jutyil.hgreby dedaieandain.'...diat&gaboTO-mantiflnedsliiti|iiiiiiii ii^tn 
best ofmvknowledge, tarn and correct- T-----

of ESafe. Clmrtytrfftqfr

State of pHinoisJ 
County of [Cook]

Signed and sworn to for affirmed) before mean .
Date

------------------ ’

(stgj^meafmjtatypffiEB) —7

Notary Public, State oflllinois
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Witness Signature

APR 22

. Dated; August 23.2024

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
ANTHONY ROLAND

NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) T I C

Re: Witness Signature

I witness Anthony Roland transparent violation of privacy by the platform of NBC Subsidiary 
(WMAQ-TV) through an example of a Zoom experience; I hereby declare and affirm that the 
statement is to the best of my knowledge, true and correct.

By ____ ____
Die printed name of the person who type die statement

Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document #: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page lb ot Z4 nageiD ir.
Case: 24-3102 Document: 17 Filed: 05/12/2025 PaS^XHIBIT C



Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document#: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 17 of 24 PagelD#:77 
Case: 24-3102 Document: 17 Filed: 05/12/2025 Pages: 51

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

ANTHONY ROLAND

Vs.

NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC

Re: Witness Signature

I witness Anthony Roland transparent violation of privacy by the platform of NBC Subsidiary 
(WMAQ-TV) through an example of a Zoom experience. I hereby declare and affirm that the 
statement is to the best of my knowledge, true and correct.

Dated: August 23.2024

By rWhcrt** , ------ .------
The printed name of the person who type the statement.

APP 23



Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document#: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 18 of 24 PagelD#:78 
Case: 24-3102 Document: 17 Filed: 05/12/2025 Pages: 51

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

ANTHONY ROLAND

Vs.

NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC

Re: Witness Signature

I witness Anthony Roland transparent violation of privacy by the platform of NBC Subsidiary 
(WMAQ-TV) through an example of a Zoom experience. I hereby declare and affirm that the 
statement is to .the best of my knowledge, true and correct.

; Dated: August 23,2024

By /Minoftq KjoIoaV ______ 
The printed name of the persbn who'type'the statement.

Witness'

APP24



Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document #: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 19 of 24 PagelD #:79
Case: 24-3102 Document: 17 Filed: 05/12/2025 Pages: 51

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS
ANTHONY ROLAND

Vs.

NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC

Re: "Witness Signature

I witness Anthony Roland transparent violation of privacy by the platform of NBC Subsidiary 
(WMAQ-TV) through an example of a Zoom experience. I hereby declare and affirm that the 
statement is to the best of my knowledge, true and correct

Dated: August 23,2024

By /JL, £1/
The printed name of the perSen who type the statement
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Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document #: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 20 of 24 PagelD #:80
Case: 24-3102 Document: 17 Filed: 05/12/2025 Pages: 51

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS

ANTHONY ROLAND
■ Vs- ' ‘

NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC

Re: Witness Signature

Roland transparent violation of privacy by the platform of NBC Subsidiary 
(WMAQ-TV) through an example of a Zoom experience;! hereby declare arid affirmthat the 
statement is to the best of my knowledge, true and correct

■> Dated: August 23,2024
Witness Signature

The printed name of tbeperSdn whotype the statement.
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Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document #: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 21 of 24 PagelD #:81
Case: 24-3102 Document: 17 Filed: 05/12/2025 Pa9EX*IIBIT D

WO 1H02 5372 ‘ilB’l 1515 HB

Rist-GJassMaU; 
Pos^e&Fees Paid 
USPS 
PsnftNo.G-10

!!' ’’ 

m i:
unn

■ Complete items 1,2, and 3.
■ Print your name and address on the reverse 

so ttet we can return the card to you.
s Attach tins card to the back of the mailpiece, 

or on the front if space permits.
1. ArficteAdttessedta
6sni(x»s/

■yFULW LE.lMi’TfW

9590 94025372 91891515 48 nCBffiBdlfeaRediMadDBBrBy TJRehwftaafrtfcr 
n ri.iii mrwj*in—- MEtEfESuSB

Type
Mr9 Restricted

3. □ . 
O.

— lac^^i^BaJgaHlDtSrey j

7015 2*170 DOOn 0785___ |
PS Form 3811, July 2015 PSN7530-02-000^053 Domestic Return Receipt j
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124 ou Document#: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 22of 24PagelD#:82 
WctaEsW^r ■ Document. I / I lied. UbM^/2026--- Pa9e^tHIBIT E

Ms&22,2MA

Notice of Injected Service of Process-Lug# S46484151

AgentSatved: CTCtop<H8tion
WSerwdi NR>(WMAQ-TV)
JurisdjctoiServed: iflmma
Ifife of Acton: BkAntonyTRaIand#Txl^0»MAQ-TV) 
CascNow

□ ^AgMfcAcco®togt9oreTO<ndsandtetteTean*<rfteSrereta<y<tf^te^arenottteM8Kiered

8 PoomngttsDoNotQmecqyldemify^JfaEnfferiRffiTpwr'IhenanmofftEpartythatypnaretiyiogto 
save q^eastote^mqiletea^crfl^ are ctor annsintovyouhaveids^fiedtopar^ftatynusehyiog 
to^fc^r«Hi5B^isfi^^to^®entfesarasGfjrocefsfirfaindtedte<tfttmMn&<rfatffiaiaBd 
ofto party toL jraifflcattempringlo save. rfaidfty

PleaseemmlSOPhiquiiies@5roIteij3dxiWCT;com  if you believe that yon have received this letter in error or if you 
needfintiierassistance.

Veiytralyyaurs, 
CT Corporation System

(ReturnedTo)

Antony Rotod 
S642S.WaisSt,
Chicago, IL 60621
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Federal Cosnanmieation Ctnmnisaha

45 L Street NE

Jan. 01,2022 > Present '|~~|mubwt

ML

StMEttgWOOREamBnHff CFMCHBiMfltlf <MICB1EEOFBEMH.WHEH FORMSnEBfiSSCFnECUmL JFOIHHi THRU CUUMANLSDSIE THE NAME OF

MME

rVHmfc

12b. FHEQNAL NAIRIT
NONE NONE

JntyOL,2G24312-292-8142

APP 29

5642S.WdlsSL 
Clne^Qt, IL. tiDSZl

s o*eino.tios- 
0008

T^TIHAL (Rstaetospedfr  may cause tbrfsftsa

T.TBEfAMORRMJ 
N7A

Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document #: 21 Filed: 08/29/24 Page 23. of 24
Gaaoi 24 8102 Boe

' CLAIM FOR DAMAGE, 
INJURY, OR DEATH

umanf--17 FilAd-Ofi/12/2025 Pages
'f IN&lkUCIIONS: Pteaseraatfcare&Hy&e&jstrucfians



Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document #: 21 Filed: 1)8/29/24 Page 24 of 24 PayelD 4.84 
Case: 24-3102 Document: 17 Filed: 05/12/2025 Pages: 51

First-Class Mail 
Postage & Fees Paid 
USPS 
Permit No. G-10

ISIO *^05 Tlfafi 1551 5D13 AM
United States 
Postal Service

• Sendee Ptease print your name, address, and ZiP*^ tn this cox- 

2ak»</
ge'tz s. IvX &t

XL ^3^2-/

£3 Agent■ Complete items 1,2, and 3.

C. Date of DefiveryB. Received by {Printed Name)

□ No

SENDER: COMPLETE / HIS SECTION

S Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece, 
or on the front if space pet nuts.

-j. Artiste Addressed tec

COMPLETE THIS SECTION ON DELIVERY

bTG j
GanSum«X 2eSp<»ASe-

£oo ?em^t£wiu*. Avfcj 4^

MMIHIIIMIHIIIIIIII 
gggO 9402 7168 1251 5013 84

7001 2510 0002 3701 3815
PS Form 3811. July 2020 PSN 753ME4X»-9Q53

3. Service Type
□ AdiASignaturo
□ AdfSsgnature Restricted De&rety 
Baffled Ma3®
O Certified Ma3 Restricted DeSvay
□ CoOcrtonOeSvory -
□ CoEe^on DeEvery Restricted DeBrery

Mel
Jria3 Restricted DeSvery

O Priority Msa Express®
O Registered Mai™
O Registered Ms® Restricted 

DKtvety
□ S^tstureConfirmafion’’*
□ Sorerium Cmfirmafem 

Restricted DtSvery

* i

Domestic Return Receipt
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Case: l:24-cv-04500 Document#: 26 Filed: 09/16/24 Page 1 of 1 PagelD #:96

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE Northern District of Illinois - CM/ECF NextGen 1.7.1.1

Eastern Division

Anthony Roland
Plaintiff, 

v.

NBC Subsidiary (WMAQ-TV) LLC
Defendant.

Case No.: 1:24-cv-04500
Honorable Jeremy C. Daniel

NOTIFICATION OF DOCKET ENTRY

This docket entry was made by the Clerk on Monday, September 16,2024:

, . . MINUTE entry before the Honorable Jeremy C. Daniel: Motion to dismiss 
plaintiffs amended complaint [23] is entered and briefed as follows: response is due on or 
before 10/7/2024; any reply is due by 10/15/2024. Status hearing set for 10/30/2024 is 
reset to 11/26/2024 at 9:30 a.m. The motion hearing is stricken. Mailed notice, (vcf,)

ATTENTION: This notice is being sent pursuant to Rule 77(d) of the Federal Rules of 
Civil Procedure or Rule 49(c) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure. It was 
generated by CM/ECF, the automated docketing system used to maintain the civil and 
criminal dockets of this District. If a minute order or other document is enclosed, please 
refer to. it for additional information.

For scheduled events, motion practices, recent opinions and other information, visit our 
web site at www.ilnd.uscourts.gov.
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