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Preliminary Statement and Scope

If the events described in the source occurred substantially as alleged, the conduct attributed to Eileen
warrants a focused investigation into whether she knowingly used private communications, family
influence, financial vulnerability, legal processes, and coordinated public activity to isolate, discredit,
control, or deprive the writer. This report presents the writer's allegations for fair assessment. It does
not declare disputed events proven, assign guilt, or substitute for authentication, witness interviews,
jurisdictional analysis, or a lawful charging decision.

The report is intentionally limited to Eileen's alleged conduct. Conduct attributed to the writer's sister,
brother-in-law, father, extended relatives, public figures, or online participants appears only where
necessary to explain what Eileen allegedly knew, communicated, assisted, concealed, or used. The
report does not assess the writer's own responsive statements. Any such communications should be
reviewed separately, in full sequence, with their dates, recipients, preceding communications,
subsequent clarifications, and any evidence of actual conduct.

The source is a compilation of contemporaneous or retrospective observations rather than a verified
evidentiary record. It contains direct recollections, reconstructed chronology, interpretations of online
material, and inferences about coordination. Those categories are kept separate below. Repetition in
the source has been synthesized rather than reproduced. The absence of repetition from this report
does not indicate that the underlying point was ignored.

Executive Overview

The central allegation is not one isolated family disagreement. The writer describes Eileen as a recurring
information conduit and decision-maker who allegedly acted at moments of unusual vulnerability:
immediately after the writer's mother's death, during an unstable housing transition in lllinois, during a
suicidal crisis in Vanuatu, during a 2015 visit to Korea, during a later request for financial assistance,
during disputes over inheritance, and during an online idea-development period.

The most serious allegations are that Eileen:

e received notice that the writer intended to die and allegedly responded in agreement or
encouragement rather than seeking help;
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e forwarded the writer's private emails to his sister for years despite an express request not to do
so, then allegedly acknowledged the forwarding in a mocking or triumphant manner;

e supplied a sexualized allegation to an lllinois uncle that allegedly contributed to the writer's
removal from a six-month housing arrangement within approximately one week after his
mother's death;

e participated in, assisted, or knowingly supported a false-death or inheritance process that
allegedly deprived the writer of estate property;

e sought or supported incarceration based on the Vanuatu puppy incident and later sought or
supported conservatorship or control of the writer's finances;

e publicly humiliated the writer through childhood nude imagery, education and relationship
comparisons, and derogatory descriptions;

e joined or encouraged competitive use of the writer's technical ideas while seeking to reduce his
credit and status; and

e continued assisting the writer's sister despite being told of serious alleged mistreatment,
thereby using the writer's disclosures against him rather than seeking neutral investigation.

Several of these allegations are based on direct recollection of Eileen's words or conduct. Others depend
on records that should exist, including emails, probate instruments, death declarations, housing
communications, court or conservatorship filings, police reports, platform logs, image files, and
presentation histories. The allegation of a coordinated scheme is an inference and should be tested
through those records rather than assumed.

Method and Evidentiary Classification

Direct Recollection

This category includes events the writer says he personally saw, heard, sent, or received. Principal
examples are the suicide communication and alleged response; Eileen's alleged 2015 admission that she
had forwarded emails; her alleged decision to contact the sister for financial assistance despite the
writer's objection; the handling of the writer's bag in Korea; derogatory remarks and comparisons; and
the alleged use or display of childhood nude photographs.

Direct recollection is evidence, but it is not self-authenticating. Investigators should test memory against
original communications, travel records, contemporaneous medical records, and witnesses who were
present.
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Documentary Allegation

This category concerns events that should generate independent records. It includes the lllinois housing
arrangement and communications with the uncle; the alleged inheritance transaction and false
representation that the writer was dead; any criminal complaint regarding puppies; any conservatorship
request; online posts and image uploads; and presentations or files said to incorporate the writer's
work.

These allegations can be materially strengthened or disproved by obtaining native files, headers, audit
logs, filing histories, signatures, financial ledgers, and recipient testimony.

Inference Requiring Corroboration

This category includes the propositions that Eileen acted as part of a coordinated family plan, intended
to prevent the writer from succeeding, helped frame the writer, participated in idea theft, or used legal
processes for competitive self-benefit. The source offers timing, repetition, and alleged contradictions as
circumstantial support, but intent and agreement require independent proof.

Relay-Based Interpretation

The source sometimes interprets films, thumbnails, songs, online recommendations, or other indirect
media as messages about Eileen. Those interpretations are not treated as proof of Eileen's conduct.
They are included only where they led the writer to identify a concrete, independently verifiable
allegation, such as a conservatorship filing, a photograph, an email, or a probate document. No legal
conclusion should rest on a relay interpretation alone.

Relationship History and Chronology

Family Position and Early Knowledge

Eileen is described as the writer's aunt and as a member of the extended family who knew the writer's
history of childhood violence, dependence on his mother, limited financial resources, disrupted
education, and later psychological distress. The writer alleges that this knowledge gave Eileen particular
awareness of his vulnerability and of the likely effect of isolation, housing loss, family rejection, and
public humiliation.

The source also alleges that Eileen knew of conflict involving the writer's father, sister, and brother-in-
law. This knowledge is relevant only to Eileen's alleged decisions: whether she sought neutral help,
whether she verified competing accounts, whether she forwarded confidential disclosures to an adverse
person, and whether she later supported actions affecting property or liberty.

2010: Mother's Death and lllinois Housing

After the writer's mother died in 2010, he says an uncle in lllinois agreed to let him stay for
approximately six months so that he could stabilize, return to school, and determine his next step. The
arrangement allegedly ended within about one week. The stated explanation was the uncle's financial
difficulty.
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The writer later concluded or learned that Eileen had told the uncle that the writer masturbated or
engaged in private sexual conduct. He denies engaging in that conduct in the uncle's home. He alleges
that Eileen introduced this information at the moment when he was newly bereaved, dependent, and
attempting to establish a path toward education in the United States. The claimed result was abrupt
displacement and renewed instability.

This allegation requires careful separation of fact from inference. The writer directly recalls the six-
month agreement, rapid removal, and stated financial explanation. Eileen's communication, its wording,
its timing, and whether it caused the uncle's decision require the uncle's communications, household
witnesses, or other records. If corroborated, the timing could support an inference that the
communication was intended or knowingly likely to interfere with housing and educational recovery.

2010-2011: Vanuatu and Suicidal Communications

Following the loss of the lllinois arrangement, the writer eventually went to Vanuatu. He alleges that he
sent Eileen an email communicating suicidal intent. According to the source, Eileen agreed that he
should die, told him to kill himself, or otherwise expressed approval. The writer repeatedly states that
she did not ask what had happened, seek his account, contact emergency assistance, or attempt a
welfare intervention.

The source further alleges that other relatives knew about the communication, but this report does not
attribute their conduct to Eileen without proof. The Eileen-specific questions are whether she received
the message, what she wrote or said in response, whether she forwarded it, whether she discussed it
with others, and whether her response was intended as coercion, indifference, reverse psychology, or
something else.

The writer recalls a later explanation that he was not economically useful or was a burden on society. He
characterizes this as an explanation for agreeing with his suicide. That alleged explanation is especially
important because it may bear on motive, intent, and Eileen's view of his worth. The exact wording and
date must be obtained before legal significance can be assessed.

2010-2015: Forwarding Private Messages

The writer alleges that, over approximately five years, Eileen forwarded every email he sent her to his
sister despite his express request that she not do so. He says he believed Eileen was a trusted recipient
and did not know that she was acting as an information conduit.

The alleged forwarding is not presented as inherently criminal. Its significance depends on how Eileen
obtained the messages, whether she was an intended recipient, whether there was an enforceable duty
of confidentiality, what she represented to the writer, the purpose of forwarding, and how the
recipients used the information. The writer's theory is that Eileen cultivated trust, obtained sensitive
disclosures about grief, fear, family conflict, and suicidal thinking, and then provided those disclosures to
a person he considered adverse.

The source says this informational asymmetry prevented the writer from understanding how family
members anticipated his statements, selected excerpts, or formed a joint narrative. If records show that
Eileen concealed the forwarding while soliciting further disclosures, that could be relevant
circumstantial evidence of deception or an agreed course of conduct.
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2015: Korea Visit and Alleged Admission

During a 2015 visit to Korea, the writer says Eileen admitted that she had been forwarding his messages
to his sister. He describes the tone as laughing, gloating, or mocking, and says she treated him as foolish
for trusting her. The writer reports that he did not create a confrontation at the time and initially
suppressed his anger.

The writer also says that he told Eileen and an elder aunt about serious conduct he attributed to his
sister and brother-in-law, including their behavior around his mother's illness and death. His complaint is
that Eileen did not respond by seeking neutral verification. Instead, she allegedly continued to support
or contact the sister.

The source identifies possible witnesses to parts of the Korea interaction, including the elder aunt and
Chloe's mother. Their testimony should address the words used, Eileen's tone, whether forwarding was
admitted, whether confidentiality had been requested, what allegations the writer disclosed, and what
Eileen did immediately afterward.

2015: Temporary Stay, Bag Search, and Derogatory Treatment

The writer says that, while seeking a temporary place to stay until he could locate another farm or
arrangement, Eileen reluctantly allowed him into her home. On the first day, she allegedly took his bag
and emptied its contents onto the floor without consent, in a manner he experienced as interrogation
and discrimination.

He further alleges that Eileen compared him unfavorably with older siblings or other relatives, asserted
that a younger sibling could not genetically surpass an older sibling in intelligence, emphasized his lack
of a degree or romantic partner, described him as the last or least successful male in the family, and
treated him as socially inferior. He also recalls that Eileen or someone in the same family circle used the
Korean term "hogu," meaning a person viewed as an easy target or pushover.

These allegations may not independently establish a crime. They are material because the writer says
they reveal the context and motive of later actions. They also bear on whether Eileen's conduct
reflected genuine fear and protective concern, or contempt, rivalry, and perceived entitlement to
control.

2015: Request for Financial Assistance and Renewed Contact With Sister

After the Korea visit, the writer sought financial assistance from Eileen or the extended family. He
alleges that Eileen announced that she would contact his sister for help even though he had specifically
objected and had explained why he did not want the sister involved.

The writer experienced this as a second betrayal. He says Eileen used his dependency to force renewed
involvement with a person he had identified as adverse. The source presents this event as the
immediate cause of a permanent-severance message and subsequent angry correspondence.
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For investigative purposes, the relevant evidence is the complete email chain, not selected excerpts. It
should establish the request made, the conditions the writer stated, Eileen's response, any contact with
the sister, the timing of severance, and all later clarifications. The report does not rely on the writer's
responsive anger as proof of Eileen's guilt; it identifies the preceding exchange because the source
alleges that Eileen later used isolated responses to justify additional actions.

Post-Severance: Alleged Inheritance and False-Death Activity

The source repeatedly alleges that, after the relationship was severed, Eileen participated with the
writer's sister in taking inheritance by declaring or representing that the writer was dead. At other
points, the writer uses qualifying language such as "presumably," "perhaps," or "if that happened." This
is therefore a serious but currently unverified allegation.

The allegation should be framed precisely: Eileen is accused of knowingly assisting, authorizing,
witnessing, communicating, or benefiting from a false representation concerning the writer's death or
entitlement to estate property. The source does not itself identify the estate, jurisdiction, court file,
instrument, date, amount, signature, or property transferred.

Those omissions are resolvable through records. Investigators should obtain the probate file, death-
related declarations, family registry entries, beneficiary designations, powers of attorney, waivers,
releases, bank instructions, communications with counsel, and distribution records. Eileen's role should
be assessed from her own acts, not from kinship or association alone.

Later Online Period: Public Humiliation and Competitive Conduct

The writer alleges that Eileen later participated in an online or mediated environment in which his ideas
and personal life were publicly discussed. He attributes to Eileen the release or use of nude childhood
photographs, derogatory comparisons with younger relatives, laughter and mockery, attempts to
portray him as unintelligent or unsuccessful, and efforts to undermine his credibility.

The childhood-image allegation requires the original file, upload history, audience, caption, and context.
A nonsexual family photograph and a sexualized or humiliating distribution are legally different. The
writer's allegation is that the image was used deliberately to degrade him in a competitive public setting.

The writer also says Eileen and relatives followed his sea-platform and labor-exchange concepts,
prepared presentations using his foundations, and attempted to reduce or remove his credit. Eileen's
individual role is not consistently specified. Any finding should therefore depend on file provenance,
access logs, version histories, confidentiality restrictions, and evidence that Eileen copied, directed,
transmitted, presented, or knowingly benefited from protected material.

Puppy Incident and Alleged Effort to Cause Incarceration

The writer acknowledges a Vanuatu incident involving puppies and describes it as wrongdoing
committed during severe psychological distress. He alleges that Eileen later publicized the incident and
tried to have him imprisoned, including during a period when he was gaining recognition for ideas.
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Reporting suspected animal cruelty to lawful authorities is not itself wrongful. The investigative issue is
whether Eileen truthfully reported an event in good faith or instead knowingly distorted facts, omitted
material context, fabricated evidence, coordinated false accounts, or used the event for an unrelated
objective. The exact statements, recipients, jurisdiction, timing, and resulting proceeding must be
obtained.

The source also links Eileen's discussion of the Vanuatu incident to a later family death. That causal
interpretation is speculative and is not advanced as an allegation of homicide or other crime in this
report.

Alleged Conservatorship or Financial Control

The writer repeatedly states that Eileen sought conservatorship or control over his finances after he
began to succeed. He also repeatedly qualifies the allegation, saying he is not certain or believes this
occurred through the online environment.

A good-faith petition for guardianship or conservatorship is not a crime. The potentially actionable issue
would be whether Eileen knowingly made false material statements, concealed adverse interests,
fabricated incapacity evidence, sought control for personal benefit, or participated in an unauthorized
financial arrangement. Court dockets, petitions, capacity assessments, notices, powers of attorney, and
communications with counsel would establish whether any actual proceeding existed.

Specific Alleged Conduct and Incriminating Factors

1. Response to Known Suicidal Intent

The writer alleges actual notice: he says he directly told Eileen that he intended to die. He alleges an
affirmative response approving or encouraging death, not merely silence. He further alleges that Eileen
knew he was newly bereaved, displaced, isolated, and psychologically unstable.

The incriminating factors, if verified, would include knowledge of acute vulnerability; affirmative
language rather than a failure to act; absence of a welfare intervention; alleged consultation with other
relatives; and a later explanation based on economic usefulness. The decisive evidence is the native
message and any surrounding communications.

2. Concealed Forwarding of Confidential Emails

The writer alleges a repeated practice over years, an express instruction not to forward, Eileen's
concealment of the practice, and a later admission. The alleged purpose was not ordinary family support
but information transfer to an adverse recipient.

The incriminating factors would include duration; repeated access to sensitive material; concealment;
use of trust to obtain further information; selection of recipients; and later reliance on the messages in
property, legal, or reputational disputes. Mere forwarding by an intended recipient is not automatically
a federal interception offense, but it may become evidence of another scheme or a state civil wrong
depending on the facts.
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3. Housing Interference After Bereavement

The writer alleges that Eileen introduced a sexualized claim to the lllinois uncle immediately after the
writer's mother's death and that the communication contributed to the collapse of a promised six-
month stay. The asserted consequence was displacement and loss of a path toward schooling.

The incriminating factors would include timing, falsity, foreseeable housing consequences, lack of
necessity, and any proof that Eileen intended to prevent the writer's stabilization. The causal chain
remains unverified and should not be assumed from sequence alone.

4. Repeated Betrayal After Disclosure of Alleged Abuse

The writer alleges that Eileen learned why he feared and distrusted his sister, yet continued to forward
information and later contacted the sister for assistance against his wishes. He says she did not seek
neutral investigation or ask substantive questions.

The incriminating theory is that Eileen used disclosures of vulnerability to strengthen another person's
position. Relevant proof includes what she was told, whether she believed it, what verification she
attempted, what she forwarded, and what foreseeable harm followed.

5. False-Death, Estate, or Inheritance Participation

The writer alleges deprivation of property through a false representation that he was dead. This is the
allegation most readily capable of objective verification. If Eileen knowingly signed, transmitted,
procured, or used a false document to obtain estate property, the conduct could implicate theft,
forgery, deception, identity-related offenses, wire fraud, or aiding and abetting, depending on
jurisdiction and the communications used.

Kinship, knowledge after the fact, or receipt of family information is insufficient by itself. The required
inquiry is act-specific: what Eileen did, what she knew when she did it, what property was affected, and
whether she intended to defraud or deprive.

6. Public Use of Childhood Nude Imagery

The writer alleges that Eileen released or displayed nude childhood photographs to humiliate him.
Investigators should determine whether the image existed, who possessed it, whether Eileen distributed
it, whether it showed identifying or intimate areas, whether it was sexualized by caption or context, and
who viewed it.

The alleged use is relevant to privacy, reputational harm, emotional distress, and a possible course of
harassment. Criminal child-image provisions should not be invoked merely because a childhood
photograph contains nudity; the actual image and statutory definitions must be reviewed.

7. Derogatory Comparison, Mockery, and Social Devaluation

The writer attributes repeated statements to Eileen about his education, relationships, intelligence, birth
order, economic usefulness, and status within the family. He alleges that these statements were public,
sustained, and designed to make him appear unworthy of opportunity.
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Insults alone generally do not establish criminal liability. Their relevance is cumulative: they may show
motive, knowledge of distress, lack of protective intent, and the context in which more tangible acts
were undertaken.

8. Use of Legal or Protective Processes as Control

The writer alleges two forms of process-based control: an effort to imprison him based on the puppy
incident and an effort to obtain conservatorship over his finances. Lawful reporting and good-faith
protective petitions are legitimate. The potential wrongdoing would lie in knowingly false evidence,
material omissions, improper financial motive, coordinated deception, or use of process for a collateral
purpose.

The source repeatedly contrasts Eileen's alleged mockery and competitive behavior with a later claim of
fear or protection. That contradiction is an investigative lead, not proof. The filings and communications
should be examined for contemporaneous evidence of motive.

9. Idea Attribution and Competitive Interference

The writer alleges that Eileen joined relatives in following his sea-platform and labor-exchange work,
presenting variations, and attempting to reduce his credit. He says she mocked him while treating his
ideas as a family opportunity.

Ideas alone are not protected by U.S. copyright. A viable legal theory would require protected
expression, a confidential relationship, a trade secret maintained through reasonable secrecy, a
contractual duty, or provable passing off or fraud. The investigation should therefore focus on access,
confidentiality, copied text or diagrams, version histories, economic use, and Eileen's specific
participation.

10. False Sexual or Incest-Related Insinuations

The source suggests that Eileen may have supported or made incest-related insinuations, but the writer
repeatedly expresses uncertainty about the source of those claims. He denies any incestuous conduct
and identifies only an awkward 2015 moment and an old private search or joke that he says had no
sexual intent toward Eileen.

No finding should attribute a statement to Eileen without the exact publication, speaker, audience, and
date. If Eileen knowingly published a false factual accusation of sexual misconduct, civil defamation and
related claims could be evaluated, subject to privilege, limitations, and jurisdiction.

Claimed Harm

The writer attributes several forms of harm to Eileen's alleged conduct:

e acute psychological distress during bereavement and suicidal crisis;
e loss of stable housing and an educational opportunity in lllinois;

e loss of trust and family support;
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e exposure of private communications to an adverse recipient;

e reputational humiliation through personal images and degrading comparisons;

e possible deprivation of inheritance or estate rights;

e risk of imprisonment or financial control through allegedly distorted proceedings;
e loss of credit or opportunity connected to technical ideas; and

e prolonged fear that private information would be selected and used without a chance to
respond.

The source mentions emergency treatment, vertigo, elevated blood pressure, psychological collapse,
and continuing despair after the 2015 conflict. Medical causation cannot be inferred from the source
alone. Contemporaneous clinical records may corroborate timing and severity, while expert review
would be required for causation.

Motive and Intent Analysis

The writer proposes three overlapping motives: family loyalty to the sister, contempt for the writer's
economic and educational position, and competitive interest in the writer's ideas or potential rewards.
He also alleges self-preservation after earlier conduct became subject to scrutiny.

The strongest circumstantial indicators offered by the source are timing and contradiction. Eileen
allegedly acted before the writer's later angry correspondence; she allegedly mocked and humiliated
him while later invoking fear; she allegedly sought control rather than separation; and her tone allegedly
changed when the writer began receiving recognition.

These indicators should be tested against alternatives. Family concern, misunderstanding, cultural
expectations, a genuine belief that the sister could help, or a good-faith report of perceived risk may
explain some acts. They would not explain forged documents, knowingly false statements, concealed
financial interests, or fabricated evidence if those are proven.

Intent should be inferred from authenticated contemporaneous acts: exact language, repeated choices,
concealment, benefits received, inconsistent explanations, and departures from lawful alternatives.
Character descriptions in the source should not substitute for this analysis.

Anticipated Defenses and Required Testing

Family Communication Was Intended to Help

Eileen may say that forwarding messages and contacting the sister were ordinary family efforts to obtain
assistance. Investigators should determine whether the writer expressly prohibited forwarding, whether
Eileen promised confidentiality, whether she told him of the disclosures, whether the sister was a safe
and appropriate recipient, and whether Eileen continued after learning of the writer's objection.
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The Suicide Response Was Reverse Psychology or Misunderstood

The exact message controls. A vague, sarcastic, mistranslated, or de-escalatory statement differs
materially from knowing coercion or encouragement. The response must be reviewed in the original
language, with surrounding messages and any subsequent welfare action.

Eileen Acted From Fear or Protective Concern

This defense should be tested against contemporaneous behavior. Relevant questions include whether
she contacted police, health services, or a court; whether she sought no-contact separation; whether
she instead mocked, publicized, competed, pursued finances, or repeatedly initiated contact; and
whether any danger was immediate.

The lllinois Housing Decision Was the Uncle's Independent Choice

This is plausible unless communications show otherwise. The inquiry should distinguish who made the
decision, what Eileen said, whether it was true, whether she intended the result, and whether financial
difficulty was genuine.

Estate Activity Was Lawful or Eileen Was Uninvolved

This defense is document-dependent. Probate records should show whether the writer was listed,
notified, waived rights, was declared dead, or was excluded on another lawful basis. Eileen's signature,
communications, benefit, and knowledge must be identified individually.

Reports About Puppies or Capacity Were Good-Faith

Good-faith reporting is lawful. The question is whether Eileen knowingly falsified or materially distorted
evidence, concealed exculpatory context when under a duty to disclose it, or sought a personal financial
advantage. The existence of a real incident does not authorize fabrication, but it may justify accurate
reporting.

Ideas Were Independently Developed or Publicly Available

Independent development is a complete answer to many idea claims. File metadata, drafts, access
rights, dates, source citations, and copied expression are essential. Publicly disclosed concepts ordinarily
lack trade-secret secrecy, and copyright does not protect the underlying idea.

Limitation Periods or Foreign Jurisdiction Bar a U.S. Case

Many alleged events date to 2010 or 2015 and occurred in Canada, lllinois, Korea, Vanuatu, or online
across borders. Limitations, venue, choice of law, extradition, and extraterritorial reach are substantial
threshold issues. A recent overt act or continuing course does not automatically revive a completed old
offense. Prosecutors must analyze each act and applicable extension separately.
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U.S. Legal Screening

This section identifies possible legal frameworks for investigation. It does not conclude that their
elements are met.

lllinois Inducement to Commit Suicide - 720 ILCS 5/12-34.5

Illinois law requires more than cruel words. One route requires knowing coercion, substantial control
through specified means, and an actual suicide or attempt directly resulting from the coercion. The
other requires intentionally providing the physical means or participating in a physical act, with
knowledge of the person's intent. The source alleges approval or encouragement but does not clearly
allege a directly resulting suicide attempt or provision of physical means. The original communications
remain important, but the source alone does not establish every statutory element.

lllinois Stalking and Cyberstalking - 720 ILCS 5/12-7.3 and 12-7.5

Illinois provisions address a knowing course of conduct directed at a person that would cause a
reasonable person fear or significant emotional distress. Cyberstalking applies to electronic
communications and includes additional forms involving threats, solicitation, or spyware. If Eileen
repeatedly communicated, monitored, publicized private material, or used third parties to harass the
writer, investigators should map each act, date, medium, intent, and resulting distress. Isolated insults
or ordinary family communication are insufficient by themselves.

Federal Stalking - 18 U.S.C. 2261A

The federal statute may apply when a person uses interstate or foreign commerce facilities, including
electronic services, with the required intent and engages in a course of conduct causing, attempting to
cause, or reasonably expected to cause substantial emotional distress or specified fear. The cross-border
nature of alleged email and online activity makes this a possible screening statute, but proof of Eileen's
intent and a qualifying course of conduct is essential.

lllinois Theft, Deceptive Practices, and Forgery - 720 ILCS 5/16-1, 17-1, and 17-3

If Eileen knowingly obtained estate property by unauthorized control, deception, or threat and intended
permanent deprivation, lllinois theft principles may be relevant if Illinois has jurisdiction. A knowingly
false document capable of affecting property rights may implicate forgery when made, delivered, or
possessed with intent to defraud. Deceptive-practices provisions may apply to specified fraudulent
document conduct. The probate jurisdiction's own law is likely primary, and no Illinois theory should be
asserted without a territorial connection.

Federal Wire Fraud - 18 U.S.C. 1343

Wire fraud requires a scheme to obtain money or property by materially false pretenses and use of
interstate or foreign wire communications to execute it. If a false-death or inheritance scheme used
email, online filings, bank transfers, or international communications, the statute may warrant review.
Family deception without a property objective, or an inaccurate statement unconnected to the transfer,
is not enough.
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Federal Identity and Document Fraud - 18 U.S.C. 1028 and 1028A

Section 1028 can reach unauthorized production, transfer, possession, or use of identification
documents or another person's means of identification in connection with qualifying unlawful activity
and interstate or foreign commerce. Section 1028A applies only when unauthorized identification use
occurs during and in relation to an enumerated felony. A false claim that a living person was dead does
not automatically satisfy these statutes; investigators must identify the document, identifier used,
unlawful purpose, and commerce nexus.

Federal Computer Fraud - 18 U.S.C. 1030

This statute may be relevant only if Eileen accessed an account, device, or protected computer without
authorization or exceeded authorized access to obtain information or further a fraud. Receiving emails
as the intended addressee and forwarding them does not, by itself, prove unauthorized computer
access.

Federal Wiretap Act - 18 U.S.C. 2511 and Civil Remedy Under 2520

The Wiretap Act prohibits specified interception and knowing disclosure or use of communications
obtained through unlawful interception. The source says Eileen was a direct recipient of emails. If so,
forwarding those received messages is not automatically an unlawful interception. This theory becomes
relevant only if evidence shows interception, unauthorized acquisition in transit, spyware, account
compromise, or knowing use of unlawfully intercepted contents.

Aiding and Abetting and Conspiracy - 18 U.S.C. 2 and 371

Federal aiding-and-abetting liability requires intentional assistance in a federal offense. Section 371
requires an agreement to commit a federal offense or defraud the United States and an overt act.
Association, family loyalty, awareness, or silence does not alone establish either doctrine. The alleged
inheritance, computer, or wire scheme would need a clearly identified federal object and evidence of
Eileen's knowing participation.

Trade Secrets and Idea Attribution - 18 U.S.C. 1832 and 18 U.S.C. 1839

Federal trade-secret law requires information that derives value from not being generally known and
that the owner took reasonable measures to keep secret. Section 1832 also requires knowing
conversion for another's economic benefit and intended or known injury to the owner. If the writer
publicly disclosed the ideas, trade-secret protection may fail. Copyright may protect original text,
drawings, or presentations, but not ideas, systems, or methods themselves.

Civil Theories

Depending on the forum, authenticated facts may support state civil claims involving defamation, false
light, public disclosure of private facts, intrusion, intentional infliction of emotional distress, tortious
interference, malicious prosecution, abuse of process, breach of confidence, conversion, unjust
enrichment, or probate remedies. Each has jurisdiction-specific elements, defenses, privileges, and
limitation periods. Exact publications, proceedings, property interests, and damages are required.
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Limitation Periods

The ordinary federal limitation for noncapital offenses is five years unless another statute provides
otherwise. lllinois generally allows three years for felonies and eighteen months for misdemeanors,
subject to important exceptions and extensions; Illinois forgery may be prosecuted at any time under
the current statute, while specified high-value theft and identity offenses have longer periods. The law in
effect when each act occurred, discovery rules, concealment, continuing offenses, foreign evidence
tolling, and later overt acts require prosecutor review. Old conduct may remain relevant as evidence
even when it cannot itself be charged.

Evidence Preservation and Investigative Requests

Original Communications

Obtain full native copies of all emails between the writer and Eileen from 2010 through the present,
including headers, message IDs, server routing, attachments, deleted-mail recovery, forwarding
metadata, and account-access logs. Obtain the same messages from recipient accounts to detect
omissions or alterations.

Locate the suicide communication, Eileen's exact response, any messages discussing the response with
relatives, and any later explanation based on economic usefulness. Preserve the original Korean and
English text and obtain a certified translation that distinguishes literal wording, idiom, sarcasm, and
tone.

lllinois Housing Records

Identify the uncle, address, dates of arrival and departure, the six-month agreement, household
witnesses, and communications with Eileen. Determine whether the uncle cited finances, sexual
conduct, privacy, safety, or another reason. Obtain travel, school-planning, and cryonics-related records
that establish timing.

2015 Korea Witnesses and Records

Interview the elder aunt, Chloe's mother, household members, and anyone present when Eileen
allegedly admitted forwarding emails, emptied the writer's bag, made intelligence or status
comparisons, contacted the sister, or discussed the writer's financial need.

Obtain travel records, accommodation details, phone logs, messaging-app history, and the complete
post-visit email sequence. Preserve all versions rather than screenshots alone.

Probate, Estate, and Identity Records

Identify every estate, jurisdiction, decedent, asset, and proceeding in which the writer had a potential
interest. Obtain petitions, heirship affidavits, family registry records, notices, waivers, death certificates
or declarations, powers of attorney, beneficiary forms, bank instructions, distribution schedules, and
counsel correspondence.
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For each document, determine who prepared it, who supplied the information, who signed or witnessed
it, what Eileen knew, what Eileen received, and whether the writer was notified. Conduct forensic
signature and metadata review where authenticity is disputed.

Criminal, Animal-Welfare, and Capacity Proceedings

Search all relevant jurisdictions for police reports, complaints, animal-welfare referrals, arrest requests,
guardianship or conservatorship petitions, capacity assessments, financial-control instruments, and
related communications. Determine whether Eileen made statements under oath, submitted evidence,
omitted contrary facts, or sought appointment or financial benefit.

Images and Online Publications

Locate the original childhood photograph, every copy allegedly uploaded or displayed, captions,
thumbnails, audience lists, platform URLs, account ownership, timestamps, IP logs, and deletion history.
Determine whether Eileen possessed or transmitted the file and whether the use was private, familial,
public, commercial, sexualized, or humiliating.

Preserve posts or messages containing education, relationship, intelligence, economic-worth, incest, or
other disputed claims. Identify the actual speaker before attribution.

Technical Ideas and Presentations

Collect the writer's dated drafts concerning the sea platform, segmented pillars, wooden ships,
watermeal food systems, and labor exchange. Collect the accused presentations and their version
histories. Compare protected wording, diagrams, sequence, and technical expression rather than only
general concepts.

Determine what Eileen accessed, what confidentiality restrictions existed, whether she directed or
funded any work, and whether she received economic benefit or attribution. Preserve public-disclosure
dates because they bear directly on trade-secret status.

Medical and Damages Evidence

With appropriate consent, obtain records of emergency treatment, vertigo, blood-pressure symptoms,
mental-health care, suicidal ideation, and functional impairment near the alleged events. These records
may corroborate distress and timing but should not be used to infer who caused a condition without
expert support.

Cumulative Assessment

The source's strongest Eileen-specific case lies in the combination of alleged access, timing, and tangible
leverage. Eileen was allegedly entrusted with sensitive information; she allegedly forwarded it in secret;
she allegedly admitted doing so; she allegedly reintroduced the sister into a financial request after being
told not to; and she allegedly supported later property or legal actions. If those acts are documented,
they could show more than insensitive family judgment.

Structured allegation report | June 28, 2026 Page 15



COURT OF JUSTICE | SUBJECT REPORT: EILEEN

The suicide allegation is morally grave but legally element-sensitive. The exact response and any
resulting attempt are indispensable. The inheritance allegation is potentially the most objectively
provable and legally significant, but the present source lacks the foundational documents. The
conservatorship, idea-theft, and conspiracy allegations are expressly uncertain and must not be elevated
beyond the records.

The writer's proposed cumulative theory is that Eileen repeatedly chose private control over neutral
process. Instead of transparent communication, she allegedly forwarded messages secretly; instead of a
welfare response, she allegedly approved death; instead of respecting a financial boundary, she
contacted the sister; instead of separation, she allegedly sought incarceration or financial control; and
instead of independent competition, she allegedly joined efforts to use the writer's work while
degrading him.

That theory becomes stronger if investigators find a consistent documentary trail, shared explanations,
benefits received, selective excerpts, coordinated timing, or false filings. It becomes weaker if the
original messages show misunderstanding, if the uncle acted independently, if no false-death record
exists, if Eileen made only accurate good-faith reports, if no conservatorship proceeding existed, or if the
technical work was independently developed from public material.

Fair assessment therefore requires neither automatic acceptance nor dismissal. The allegations are
specific enough to guide subpoenas, interviews, and document requests. They are not specific enough,
without those results, to support a final finding of criminal liability.

Requested Investigative Disposition

The writer requests that authorities:

1. open a subject-specific evidence review limited to Eileen's own acts;
2. preserve and authenticate the complete email and messaging record;

3. identify the precise suicide communication and assess it under the law in effect at the relevant
place and time;

4. investigate the Illinois housing communication and its causal role;
5. obtain all probate, inheritance, and false-death records before evaluating fraud or theft;

6. confirm whether Eileen made any criminal, animal-welfare, guardianship, or conservatorship
filing;

7. preserve image uploads, online publications, and account logs;
8. conduct a provenance comparison of the technical presentations;
9. interview witnesses separately to reduce contamination and coordinated recollection;

10. distinguish proven acts from assumptions based on online relays; and
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11. determine chargeability, civil remedies, jurisdiction, and limitation periods without preferential

treatment for or against any participant.

The requested outcome is a lawful investigation and proportionate disposition based on authenticated
evidence. The report does not request a predetermined conviction or sentence.

Source-Unit Index

The following component files within combinedEileen.txt contain the principal Eileen-specific allegations
synthesized in this report:

0235566.txt: suicidal communication, alleged agreement, and family information flow.

3jio2jo3i2.txt: forwarding of messages, 2015 severance, alleged retaliation, puppy complaint,
and asserted pattern.

588646.txt: alleged incarceration effort, public comparison, and change in tone after perceived
success.

cfygvujio789.txt: childhood nudity, competitive mockery, and derogatory comparisons.

e4512431234.txt: 2015 alleged admission, renewed contact with sister, lllinois housing account,
inheritance allegation, and competitive motive.

gaew3234.txt and gawe531234.txt: alleged justification for suicide response and chronology of
later family allegations.

gawer312313.txt: childhood-image allegation and group idea activity.
gwad.txt: alleged estate theft and subject-specific charge request.

herw542324.txt and hftry45566.txt: chronology, private-message conduit allegation, and
proposed coordinated decision-making.

hre5423424.txt: Korea stay, bag search, derogatory treatment, severance, complete-context
request, puppy complaint, and conservatorship allegation.

hrtset4523.txt and hse45242342.txt: Illinois removal, email forwarding, incarceration,
inheritance, and financial-control allegations.

hwe431232341.txt, hwe434214231.txt, and hwe4524342.txt: public humiliation, alleged legal-
process use, childhood vulnerability, and competitive self-benefit.

je4w534234334.txt: distinction between separation and destruction; inheritance, suicide, and
control allegations.

jtr452434.txt and ugiy7887.txt: qualified conservatorship allegation and asserted competitive
motive.
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we434123.txt and yfgujio789.txt: later summary of incarceration, inheritance, idea-use, framing,
and continuing support allegations.

Legal Authorities
1. 720ILCS 5/12-34.5, Inducement to Commit Suicide: official source
2. 720ILCS 5/12-7.3, Stalking: official source
3. 7201LCS 5/12-7.5, Cyberstalking: official source
4. 18 U.S.C. 2261A, Stalking: official source
5. 7201LCS 5/16-1, Theft: official source
6. 720ILCS 5/17-1, Deceptive Practices: official source
7. 7201LCS 5/17-3, Forgery: official source
8. 18 U.S.C. 1343, Wire Fraud: official source
9. 18 U.S.C. 1028, Identification Document and Information Fraud: official source
10. 18 U.S.C. 1028A, Aggravated Identity Theft: official source
11. 18 U.S.C. 1030, Computer Fraud and Related Activity: official source
12. 18 U.S.C. 2511, Interception and Disclosure of Communications: official source
13. 18 U.S.C. 2520, Civil Recovery for Unlawful Interception or Disclosure: official source
14. 18 U.S.C. 2, Principals: official source
15. 18 U.S.C. 371, Conspiracy: official source
16. 18 U.S.C. 1832 and 1839, Theft and Definition of Trade Secrets: official source 1 and official source 2
17. U.S. Copyright Office, What Copyright Protects: official source
18. 18 U.S.C. 3282, General Five-Year Federal Limitation: official source
19. 720 ILCS 5/3-5 and 3-6, lllinois Limitation Periods and Extensions: official source 1 and official source 2
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https://www.ilga.gov/documents/legislation/ilcs/documents/072000050K3-6.htm
https://www.ilga.gov/documents/legislation/ilcs/documents/072000050K3-5.htm
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?edition=prelim&f=treesort&jumpTo=true&num=0&req=(title%3A18+section%3A3282+edition%3Aprelim)
https://www.copyright.gov/help/faq/faq-protect.html
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?edition=2012&num=0&req=granuleid%3AUSC-2012-title18-section1839
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?req=(title%3A18+section%3A1832+edition%3Aprelim)
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?req=(title%3A18+section%3A371+edition%3Aprelim)
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?edition=prelim&f=treesort&jumpTo=true&num=0&req=(title%3A18+section%3A2+edition%3Aprelim)
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?req=(title%3A18+section%3A2520+edition%3Aprelim)
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?edition=prelim&f=treesort&jumpTo=true&num=0&req=(title%3A18+section%3A2511+edition%3Aprelim)
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?req=(title%3A18+section%3A1030+edition%3Aprelim)
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?edition=2023&num=0&req=granuleid%3AUSC-2023-title18-section1028A
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?edition=prelim&req=granuleid%3AUSC-prelim-title18-section1028
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?edition=prelim&num=5798&req=18
https://www.ilga.gov/documents/legislation/ilcs/documents/072000050K17-3.htm
https://www.ilga.gov/documents/legislation/ilcs/documents/072000050K17-1.htm
https://www.ilga.gov/documents/legislation/ilcs/documents/072000050K16-1.htm
https://uscode.house.gov/view.xhtml?edition=prelim&f=treesort&jumpTo=true&num=0&req=(title%3A18+section%3A2261A+edition%3Aprelim)
https://www.ilga.gov/documents/legislation/ilcs/documents/072000050K12-7.5.htm
https://www.ilga.gov/documents/legislation/ilcs/documents/072000050K12-7.3.htm
https://www.ilga.gov/documents/legislation/ilcs/documents/072000050K12-34.5.htm
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Closing Statement

The source depicts Eileen not merely as a relative who made insensitive choices, but as an alleged
recurring intermediary whose access to private information and family influence may have been used at
critical points affecting the writer's safety, housing, property, liberty, reputation, and work. The
documentary record should determine whether that cumulative account reflects criminal or civil
wrongdoing, a series of lawful but harmful family decisions, or a mixture of verified acts and mistaken
inferences.

The writer asks that Eileen's conduct be assessed on its own evidence. No act should be attributed to
her merely because another relative acted, and no act should be excused merely because it occurred
within a family. The appropriate next step is preservation, authentication, witness separation, and
element-by-element legal review.
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