
 

 

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

EASTERN DIVISION 

JONATHAN BRESSER, JR.,     ) 
    Plaintiff,   ) 
v.        ) Case No. 1:24-CV-02034 
        ) 
THE CHICAGO BEARS FOOTBALL CLUB, INC., et al. ) Honorable Joan H. Lefkow 
        )     
        ) 

Defendants.   ) 

 

AMENDED MOTION TO STAY THE PROCEEDING AND/OR MOTION TO ENFORCE 
ATTORNEY’S LIEN 

 Now comes the Plaintiff, Trent Law Firm, P.C., respectively requests this Court stay all 

proceedings and/or enforce Trent Law Firm, P.C.’s attorney’s lien in this matter pending an 

imminent related action in Illinois state court. Plaintiff states as follows: 

BACKGROUND 

1. Jonathan Bresser (“Plaintiff” or “Bresser”) was employed as a paralegal at Trent 

Law Firm, P.C. (“Trent Law Firm”) from August 21, 2021, to September 27, 2024. During this 

period, Marc Trent (“Trent”), the managing partner of Trent Law Firm, provided Bresser with 

professional mentorship and personal support, including assistance during family legal matters. 

2. On September 27, 2024, Bresser informed Trent that he was resigning from Trent 

Law Firm, citing dissatisfaction with the amount of attorney’s fees Trent sought in connection with 

the settlement of the Bears case. Bresser’s communication was delivered in a manner that 

suggested an attempt to pressure or coerce Trent regarding the fee arrangement, raising concerns of 

extortive intent. 
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3. On October 19, 2024, he terminated Trent Law Firm’s legal representation in a 

lawsuit against the Chicago Bears Football Club, Inc. (“Bears case”), after settlement had been 

reached but immediately before the settlement funds were expected to be disbursed. (Exhibit A). 

4. As part of his responsibilities, Bresser was expected to send an Attorney’s Lien 

Notice (“Lien”) to protect Trent Law Firm’s fee interest in the Bears case settlement, a task he 

routinely handled for every contingency fee case. Despite understanding the importance of this 

duty, Bresser failed to send the Lien and falsely assured Trent that it had been completed, thereby 

jeopardizing the firm’s right to recover its fees, which led Trent Law Firm to rely on Bresser’s 

misrepresentation.  

5. On October 24, 2024, Trent Law Firm was conducting a forensic analysis of the 

firm’s computers to assess the damage caused by Bresser and discovered an email communication 

between Bresser and Daniel Nikolic (“Nikolic”), a disgruntled former employee of Trent Law 

Firm, on the computer used by Nikolic during the course of his employment with Trent Law Firm. 

The email substantiated that Nikolic and another former employee who is also a law student with 

Bresser were conspiring with Bresser to undermine Trent and Trent Law Firm. (Exhibit B). 

6. Further analysis substantiated that on October 20, 2024, at 4:48 PM, Bresser 

emailed a 'Motion to Adjudicate' to Nikolic, which included an affidavit that Nikolic subsequently 

signed and returned. This affidavit, prepared by Bresser, contains numerous misrepresentations 

concerning the nature of the settlement and the involvement of Trent Law Firm. (Exhibit C & 

Exhibit D respectively). 

7. Following and leading up to his resignation, Bresser engaged in actions that 

significantly disrupted the operations of Trent Law Firm, including the deletion of critical digital 

files and changes to office system passwords including all files and the retainer agreement in 
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Bresser’s case against the Bears, which impeded the firm’s access to key information. These 

actions culminated in the preparation and distribution of the affidavit to Nikolic, reflecting 

Bresser’s own narrative, and further suggest a coordinated effort to undermine Trent Law Firm’s 

fee interests. The affidavit misrepresented key facts about the settlement and the firm’s role, 

aligning with Bresser’s earlier email statements about the Lien. (Exhibit D). 

8. Due to Bresser’s actions and their impact on Trent Law Firm’s ability to secure its 

fee interest, the firm will file a lawsuit against Bresser, his wife, and other related parties due to 

their alleged involvement in the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois. The state court action 

includes claims for breach of fiduciary duty, fraudulent misrepresentation, conspiracy, and other 

wrongful acts committed by Bresser during his employment. The allegations in the state court 

action include Bresser’s preparation of the affidavit and the assertions made in his October 20, 

2024, email to Nikolic, where he falsely claimed that Trent Law Firm’s Lien was invalid. These 

actions are central to the determination of Bresser’s liability for fraudulent misrepresentation and 

breach of fiduciary duty, which bear directly on the outcome of this federal case. 

9. The outcome of the imminent state court action is expected to address critical issues 

that directly impact this federal case, including the validity of Trent Law Firm’s fee claims and the 

extent of Bresser’s alleged misconduct. 

FACTS 

 10. Jonathan Bresser (“Plaintiff” or “Bresser”) was employed by Trent Law Firm, P.C. 

(“Trent Law Firm”) as a paralegal from August 21, 2021, to September 27, 2024. Despite lacking 

prior legal experience, Bresser was hired based on a recommendation and received extensive 

professional training and mentorship from Marc Trent, the firm’s managing partner. 
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11. Throughout his employment, Bresser benefitted from various forms of support 

provided by Trent, including health insurance coverage for himself and his wife, access to a vehicle 

for an extended period of time when his own car was unavailable, and assistance during family 

legal matters involving his parents. 

12. Bresser resigned without notice on September 27, 2024. Following his resignation, 

on October 19, 2024, he terminated Trent Law Firm’s representation in the Bears case, despite the 

fact that a settlement had already been reached, but before the disbursement of settlement funds. 

(See Exhibit A) 

13. Bresser’s failure to send the Lien, combined with his deceptive actions and 

interference with the firm’s operations, suggests a calculated and premeditated effort to undermine 

Trent Law Firm’s fee interest in the settlement of the Bears case. Bresser’s actions are 

unprofessional, unethical, and unbecoming of someone that wants to become an attorney. 

14.  Bresser’s email on October 19, 2024, stated, in pertinent part, 'Given that this letter 

is dated today, subsequent to the termination of your representation, it is clear that Trent Law Firm 

has failed to provide Notice as required by statute and no lien exists.' This statement, combined 

with his failure to send the Lien, underscores a calculated effort to undermine the firm’s fee 

interest. His statement specifically as to the fact that 'no lien exists' due to Trent Law Firm’s 

purported failure to send timely notice underscores his pattern of deceit. (See Exhibit A). 

15. Bresser’s October 20, 2024, email to Nikolic which attached the 'Motion to 

Adjudicate' and an affidavit that contained patently false statements and many misrepresentations, 

illuminates a conspiracy between Bresser and Nikolic and further substantiates Bresser’s 

premeditated efforts to deny the firm’s right to recover its fees. (See Exhibit B, Exhibit C, and 

Exhibit D respectively) 
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16. Nikolic, shortly thereafter receiving Bresser’s email, signed the affidavit and sent it 

back to Bresser. The affidavit had the exact same writing style and tone as Bresser, indicative that 

he is the author of the affidavit and not Nikolic. (See Exhibit D). 

17. Shortly before his resignation, Bresser took actions that disrupted the operations of 

Trent Law Firm, including deleting digital files related to ongoing cases, altering office system 

passwords without providing the updated credentials, and misusing the firm’s PACER account to 

print over 1,000 pages of unrelated documents. These actions led to the deactivation of the firm’s 

PACER account, impairing its ability to access court records and manage active cases, including 

the Bears case. 

18. After the settlement conference, Bresser’s wife, who attended the conference, made 

remarks that further suggest premeditation. She stated to Bresser, “Now I know why I married 

you,” and asked, “When are we getting the check?” These statements indicate awareness of the 

plan to secure the settlement funds without compensating Trent. 

19. The deletion of digital files, alteration of passwords, and withholding of credentials 

caused significant delays in the firm’s other active cases. The restoration of access required 

additional expenses and time, further disrupting the firm’s operations. 

20. As a result of Bresser’s actions, Trent Law Firm incurred additional expenses and 

delays in restoring access to digital records and in managing other active cases. This disruption 

further hampered the firm’s ability to effectively pursue its claims in the Bears case. 

21. After Trent became aware that Bresser never sent out the Lien, he sent an email 

attached with Trent Law Firm’s Lien Letter to probe Bresser and give him notice. (Exhibit E). 

Bresser subsequently admitted that he did not send out the Lien and referenced and cited the case 

Poreba v. Chandler which Trent Law Firm handled and finalized shortly before Bresser’s case 
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against the Bears making him familiar with the law surrounding attorney’s liens and quantum 

meruit Bresser’s reference to and citing of the case further substantiates a broader scheme and 

premeditation. (See Exhibit A). 

22. Video footage shows Bresser leaving the office at 10:20 a.m. on the day he resigned, 

having stayed in the office for over two hours after a 16-minute conversation with Trent at 8:00 

a.m. During this time, Bresser engaged in sabotage and left the premises with documents belonging 

to Trent Law Firm in his possession. 

23. Bresser’s Motion to Adjudicate the Lien and the accompanying Memorandum are 

reflective of Trent’s work product that Bresser took from the office. Moreover, all employees, 

including Bresser, signed nondisclosure and confidentiality agreements. 

24. Upon information and belief, Bresser prepared the affidavits, as they reflect his own 

words, style, and narrative, suggesting that he directed the witnesses to make statements beneficial 

to him. 

25. Prior to initiating litigation, Trent Law Firm attempted to resolve the fee dispute 

with Bresser through informal discussions. Despite multiple attempts, Bresser refused to engage in 

meaningful negotiations, leaving the firm with no option but to seek judicial intervention to recover 

the fees owed. 

26. Bresser’s failure to send the Lien, combined with his deceptive actions including his 

misrepresentations, interference with and sabotage of the firm’s operations, suggests a calculated 

and premeditated effort to undermine Trent Law Firm’s fee interest in the settlement of the Bears 

case and to undermine Trent’s ability to recover its attorney’s fees from the settlement.  
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27. During discussions with colleagues, Bresser alluded to his financial difficulties and 

his anticipation of the settlement payout, suggesting a possible motive for terminating Trent Law 

Firm’s representation to retain a larger share of the settlement proceeds for himself. 

28. Trent Law Firm will file a lawsuit in the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois, 

asserting claims for breach of fiduciary duty, fraudulent misrepresentation, conspiracy, and 

intentional interference with the firm’s operations. This state court action directly addresses 

Bresser’s conduct and its impact on Trent Law Firm’s ability to recover its fees from the Bears case 

settlement. 

29. The outcome of the state court action is crucial to determining the validity of Trent 

Law Firm’s fee claims and the extent of Bresser’s alleged misconduct, which will directly affect 

the proceedings in this federal case. 

30.  This matter was before the Honorable Joan Lefkow on October 23, 2024. Orders 

were entered referring this matter to Magistrate Judge Heather McShane. Counsel for the Bears 

indicated on the record that they would wait to take further action on this matter pending the 

referral to Judge McShane.  

31. On October 25, 2024, Trent Law Firm filed a Motion to Intervene on this matter as a 

preservation of its rights along with this Motion. 

ARGUMENT 

  32. The resolution of the state court action is crucial because it will likely determine 

factual issues pertaining to attorney fees that directly affect the federal case.  

33. The stay would maintain the status quo, ensuring that no settlement funds are 

disbursed until the state court has resolved the underlying issues of Bresser’s conduct and the 
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validity of Trent Law Firm’s fee interest. The stay would prevent any irreversible harm to Trent 

Law Firm’s interests if the Court avoids taking actions that could potentially undermine the state 

court’s resolution of key factual matters related to Bresser’s responsibilities and actions and avoid a 

premature adjudication of the case.  

34. The stay ensures that this Court does not address issues that could later be impacted 

by state court findings, thus preserving fairness and consistency between the proceedings. 

35. If the state court finds that Bresser acted in bad faith or engaged in misconduct that 

affected the settlement, such findings could impact how the federal court views issues related to the 

disbursement or handling of settlement proceeds. 

36. Staying the proceedings ensures that any orders or decisions regarding the 

settlement in federal court are informed by the state court’s resolution, thus preserving fairness and 

consistency. 

37. The state court action involves detailed factual findings about Bresser’s conduct, 

including allegations of fraudulent misrepresentation, breach of fiduciary duty, conspiracy, and 

interference with Trent Law Firm’s operations. These findings are crucial to understanding 

Bresser’s motivations and actions, which could have implications for any remaining issues in the 

federal case, such as the nature of the settlement or the validity of actions taken by Bresser after 

terminating Trent Law Firm’s representation. 

38. A stay would allow these factual findings to be established in state court first, 

providing a clearer framework for any remaining federal issues, should they arise. As such, Trent 

Law Firm requests that this Court stay all proceedings in this matter pending resolution of the 

related state court action or, in the alternative, enforce the Lien. 
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PRAYER FOR RELIEF 

 

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff, Trent Law Firm, P.C., respectfully requests that this Honorable 

Court grant the following relief: 

a. Issue an order staying all proceedings in this matter pending the resolution of the 

related state court action initiated by Trent Law Firm, P.C. in the Circuit Court of Cook County, 

Illinois, against Jonathan Bresser.  

b. Issue an order preventing the disbursement or transfer of any settlement proceeds 

from the Bears case until the state court action is resolved, thereby preserving Trent Law Firm’s 

rights and ensuring that its attorney’s lien is fully adjudicated before any distribution occurs; 

c. Should this Court determine that a stay is not warranted, issue an order enforcing 

Trent Law Firm’s attorney’s lien pursuant to the Illinois Attorney’s Lien Act (770 ILCS 5/1) 

against the settlement proceeds of the Bears case, thereby protecting Trent Law Firm’s entitlement 

to its fees earned through legal services provided prior to the termination of representation; and 

d. Grant any other relief that this Court deems just, equitable, and proper under the 

circumstances to protect Trent Law Firm’s rights and interests in this matter. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

____________________________ 
Marc P. Trent (ARDC # 6324928) 
Attorney for Trent Law Firm, P.C. 

 
TRENT LAW FIRM, P.C. 
2 TransAm Plaza Drive, Suite 300 
Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181 
(630) 682-3100 
service@trentlawfirm.com 
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Certificate of Service 

I, Marc Trent, an attorney, hereby certify that on 10/25/2024, I caused the foregoing 
AMENDED MOTION TO STAY THE PROCEEDING AND/OR MOTION TO ENFORCE 
ATTORNEY’S LIEN to be electronically filed with the Clerk of the Court using the CM/ECF 
system, which will send notification of such filing to all counsel of record. 

Respectfully submitted, 

 

 

  ____________________________ 
Marc P. Trent (ARDC # 6324928) 
Attorney for Trent Law Firm, P.C. 

 
TRENT LAW FIRM, P.C. 
2 TransAm Plaza Drive, Suite 300 
Oakbrook Terrace, IL 60181 
(630) 682-3100 
service@trentlawfirm.com
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