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No. 2-23-0072 


IN THE APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS 
SECOND JUDICIAL DISTRICT 


PAUL R. DULBERG, ) Appeal from the Circuit Court of the 
) 22nd Judicial Circuit, McHenry County, 
) Illinois 


Plaintiff-Appellant ) Relief Sought: Appellant’s Brief  Due Date Extended 
) 35 Days to December 8, 2023; Appellant be allowed    
) to retain an auditor to review both the McHenry   
)Circuit Clerks systems and the Appellate Clerks 
)Systems for County  Circuit Clerks systems for 
)changed or missing  documents; Supplement the 
)Record on Appeal to include the known missing Report 
)of Proceedings;  
) Supplement the Record on Appeal to include the    
) subpoenaed recording of the Deposition of Defendant  
) Hans Mast and to include the original transcript of  
) the changed transcript of September 16, 2022 
)  
) 
) 
)  


HANS MAST and the LAW OFFICES OF   ) 
}     


THOMAS J. POPOVICH, P.C.     } 
) 


Defendants-Appellees ) 
) Honorable Joel D. Berg, Judge Presiding 
) Date of Notice of Appeal March 3, 2023 
) Date of Judgment February 1, 2023, 2017 LA 000377 
) Date of Post judgment Motion Order: None 
) Circuit Court 2017LA000377 


EMERGENCY MOTION 


  AND FOURTH MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO FILE APPELLANT”S BRIEF 


(CIVIL) 


EMERGENCY MOTION TO CONDUCT AN AUDIT OF THE RECORD ON APPEAL TO 
DISCOVER CHANGED OR MISSING DOCUMENTS; SUPPLEMENT  THE RECORD ON 
APPEAL AND, IF GRANTED, FOR 35 DAYS EXTENSION OF TIME  AFTER THE TRIAL 
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COURT CLERK HAS  SUPPLEMENTED AND/OR CORRECTED THE RECORD ON 
APPEAL TO FILE APPELLANT’S BRIEF 
 
 
 


I. APPELLANT'S FOURTH MOTION FOR AN EXTENSION   
OF TIME TO FILE APPELLANT'S BRIEF 


 
1) On November 2, 2023, Plaintiffs Attorney communicated with 


Appellees' Attorney indicating the nature of this Motion, to 


which Appellees' Attorney indicating his objection to the 


Motion. (Ill. S. Ct. 361(a) and Local Rule Article 1 General 


Rules 102(b).  


2) Appellant's Attorneys e-mailed a copy of this Motion to 


Appellees' Attorneys before filing it. 


3) The number of days previously requested is 211, the number of 


days previously granted is 155, and the total number of days is 


155. (Local rule 104 (a)(l)) 


4) The total number of days requested, and the total number of days granted to  
 
other parties are (0) none. (Local Rule 104(a)(2)) 


 
5) The number of days that will have elapsed from the date of filing 


of the Notice of Appeal to the date that the case will be ready for 


disposition is three hundred twenty-nine days. (Local Rule 


104(a)(3), Local Rule 106(b) and Local Rule 108(a) & (b)) 


6) Appellant filed his Notice of Appeal on March 3, 2023. 
 


7) The Record on Appeal was filed on April 24, 2023 and made 


available for download on April 25, 2023 at 8:48 AM. (Please 
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see Appellant Exhibit F attached) 


 
7a. Common Law Volume 1 has a creation date of April 24, 2023 


at 9:31 AM. Common Law Volume 2 has a creation date of April 


24, 2023 at 9:28 AM. The Reports of proceedings has a creation 


date of April 25, 2023 at 806 AM. (Please see Exhibit G attached) 


7b. Common Law Record Volume 1, Common Law Record 


Volume 2 and Reports of proceedings all have a submission date 


of April 24, 2023 from 10:00 Am to 10:03 AM. (Please see 


Appellant Exhibit H attached) 


8) Appellant's Brief due date was first extended sixty days by this 


Honorable Court to July 31, 2023. 


9) Appellant's Brief due date was thereafter extended a second 


time by this Honorable Court to September 29, 2023. 


10) Appellant’s Brief due date was extended a third time by 


this Honorable Court to November 3, 2023. 


11) Twenty-One days is insufficient to prepare and file Appellant's Brief for the 
 
 following reasons: 


 
(a) The record on appeal consists of three volumes totaling 2,660 pages; 


 
 Appellant requested the entire record be prepared, 


but Appellant's attorney has discovered missing 


Report of Proceedings, mismatched sections, 
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documents with only one of the Defendants' names 


where it should be all, Memorandums of Law where 


the body of the motions should be, violations of the 


Supreme Court of Illinois Standards and 


Requirements for Electronic Filing the Record on 


Appeal (Revised- Effective March 1, 2022) 


regarding §1. Definitions (i) Hyperlink... and so on. 


(Investigation Continues.) 


(b) Appellant's attorney has made extensive efforts to have 


Appellant's Brief ready for filing by the November 3, 2023 


considering his extremely heavy court schedule, with two 


active Appellate cases, two active Decedent’s Estates, a First 


Judicial Law Division with  nineteen named Defendants … 


and being a sole proprietor without full time staff and the 


following facts that relate to this matter. 


 


II. APPELLANT’s BASIS FOR AN EMERGENCY MOTION  


1)  Appellant has recently discovered that the Trial Court Judge for 


this case, 2017LA000377 from inception on November 28, 


2017 to December 21, 2022 was a friend of Defendant The Law 


Offices of Thomas J Popovich, P.C.’s owner Thomas J. 


Popovich and said Judge had recused himself from at least one 
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case where Thomas J. Popovich was a named Defendant. 


(Please see Appellant’s Exhibit A attached) 


2)  That the Trial Court Judge for this case, 2017LA000377 from 


inception on November 28, 2017 to December 21, 2022 was 


also the Judge at all times in 2012 LA 000178 where Appellant 


herein was represented by the Law Offices of Thomas A. 


Popovich P.C. and Thomas J. Popovich individually. (Please 


see Appellant’s Exhibits B page 3 L22 to page 4 L5, C page 


4L8-10) where the afore- mentioned Judge acknowledged this 


fact at least two separate times on the record. 


3) That the Trial Court Judge refused a subpoenaed certified 


electronic thumb drive complete recording by the certified 


Shorthand Reporter of the deposition of Defendant Hans Mast 


which reflects the violations of Supreme Court rules and local 


rules during a hearing to strike the Deposition of Defendant 


Hans Mast. (Please see appellant’s Exhibit D page 477 L21-24 


to page 481 line 9) 


4) Appellant has discovered missing Transcripts and a materially  


changed transcript to support Appellant’s request for a 


professional audit trail be produced by an independent service 


and to supplement the questionable Record on Appeal.  The 


Auditor’s Report was finalized and submitted late in the day 
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yesterday, November 2, 2023 (and was the reason for the delay 


in filing and serving of this Emergency Motion).(Please see 


Appellant Exhibit E which is a sample test of changed and 


missing transcripts by an independent service.) 


 


 
 
 
 


Wherefore, Plaintiff-Appellant prays that this Honorable Court recognize Plaintiff- 


Appellant’s Attorney good faith and extensive efforts to comply with the extended 


briefing schedules, the problems caused by the Record on Appeal based on its 


page size and the errors by the Clerk of the 22nd Judicial Circuit in preparation of the 
 


Record on Appeal, grant Appellant a 35-day extension of time to file Appellant’s Brief, allow 


Appellant to amend his Docketing Statement to include related cases, order the Clerk of the 22nd 


Judicial District to amend the Record on Appeal to include all missing documents and 


hyperlinks,  allow Appellant to Request the Record on Appeal for all related cases, file and for 


any and all additional relief this Honorable Court deems equitable and just. 


 
 
 
 


Dated: November  3, 2023 Respectfully submitted, 


  
By: /s/ Alphonse A. Talarico ARDC 
6184530 


 707 Skokie Boulevard suite 600 
Northbrook, Illinois 60062 
(312) 808-1410 
contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 
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VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 1-109 
Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 
the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true and correct, 
except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters the 
undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 


 
 


 /s/ Alphonse A. Talarico 
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PROOF OF DELIVERY 
 
 


I am sending this Motion for Extension of Time to File Appellant’s Brief, Proposed Order and 


Notice of Filing to George K. Flynn and Michelle M. Blum , Karbal Cohen Economou Silk 


Dunne, LLC., 200 S Wacker Drive, Suite 2550, Chicago, Illinois 60606, Tel: 


(312) 431-3700, Fax: (312) 431-3670, gflyn@karballaw.com, mblum@karballaw.com by an 
 


approved electronic filing service provider (EFSP) on November 3, 2023 at 4:59 p.m. 
 


I certify that everything in the Proof of Delivery is true and correct. I understand that a false 


statement herein is perjury and has penalties provided by law under 735 ILCS 5/1-109. 


 
 


Dated: November 3, 2023 


 
/s/ Alphonse A. Talarico ARDC 


6184530 
707 Skokie Boulevard suite 600 
Northbrook, Illinois 60062 
(312) 808-1410 
contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG  
REVOCABLE TRUST


Plainti�s,
vs.


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., et al.
Defendants,


)
)
)
)
) CASE NO. 2022L010905
)
)


DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF


ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS


The court may use a two fold process similar to the one used in contempt proceedings: (i) determine whether the conduct violated 


Rule 137; and, if so, (ii) grant leave to 昀椀le a petition for attorney fees itemizing the time spent obtaining this ruling. (Law Of昀椀ces of 
Brendan R. Appel, LLC v. Georgia’s Restaurant & Pancake House, Inc., 2021 IL App (1st) 192523, ¶ 59).1


1.  Dulberg was not allowed to 昀椀le a response to the Motion for Sanctions in the two fold process being used, so this response provides our 


response to both of the two fold processes.


A. TIMELINE OF EVENTS THAT LED TO ADR SYSTEM OF AMERICA, LLC’S


PETITION FOR SANCTIONS UNDER RULE 137:


2.  From September 27, 2022 onward Kost and Dulberg began drafting a civil complaint against the Baudins and Joseph Olsen that we later 


instructed Talarico to review and 昀椀le on or before December 8, 2022. 


3.  There is an email chain with each successive draft of the civil complaint against the Baudins and Joseph Olsen prepared by Kost from 


September 27, 2022 to November 12, 2022. (Exhibit AA)


4.  On October 28, 2022 Dulberg 昀椀rst received a copy of the fraudulent ADR agreement from Chapman. (Exhibit AB)


5.  The complaint draft of November 12, 2022 is included as (Exhibit AC).


6.  On December 1, 2022 Dulberg sent the entire contents of the November 12, 2022 complaint draft as an email to Talarico. (Exhibit AD)


7.  On December 6, 2022 Talarico sent his 昀椀rst edit of the Baudin Olsen complaint to Dulberg. Note that it is an exact copy of Dulberg’s December 


1, 2022 email described in paragraph 6. (Exhibit AE)


8.  On December 7, 2022 Talarico sent his second edit of the Baudin Olsen complaint to Dulberg.  (Exhibit AF)


9.  On December 8, 2022 at 9:14AM Talarico sent his third edit (a 3 count complaint) to Dulberg. (Exhibit AG)


1 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-10
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10.  On December 8, 2022 at 12:56PM Talarico sent his fourth (and 昀椀nal) edit to Dulberg. Count 4 and 5 of the complaint, ‘Breach of Contract’ 


against ADR Systems and Allstate, was added only after 9:14AM and appears for the 昀椀rst time at 12:56PM. (Exhibit AH)


11.  During Talarico’s four edits, Talarico deleted about 80% of the ‘relevant facts’ we sent to him on December 1, 2022, added only one sentence to 


the ‘relevant facts’ body of the complaint he was given to 昀椀le, and added 2 new defendants (Allstate and ADR Systems) between 9:14AM and 


12:56PM on December 8, 2022.


12.  Among the ‘relevant facts’ provided to Talarico on December 1, 2022 that Talarico deleted are: All history of Dulberg’s original chainsaw 


injury, all information about receiving a fraudulent agreement with Dulberg’s signature fraudulently attached to the agreement from Mr. 


Chapman on October 28, 2022, all information about underlying case depositions having no valid certi昀椀cation pages and forged court reporters 


signatures attached, text messages between the Baudins and Dulberg proving Dulberg did not give consent to Binding Mediation on July 


20, 2016 or at any other time, underlying case 12LA178 defendant Gagnon admitting negligence for Dulberg’s injury as of March 2013, date 


Dulberg declared bankruptcy, all references to bankruptcy trustee Heeg, destruction of key evidence ‘’Walgreens RX receipts with timestamps’ 


in unlerlying case 12LA178, all mention of Dulberg being the sole residual bene昀椀ciary of bankryuptcy estate since all criditors were paid in full, 


and more.


13.  On December 8, 2022 Talarico 昀椀led a single count  lawsuit against ADR Systems of America and Allstate which claimed a ‘breach of contract’ 


against both ADR Systems and Allstate using the complaint Talarico received from Dulberg on December 1, 2022 but edited on December 6, 7 


and 8 in the methods described in paragraphs 7 to 12.


14.  Dulberg signed the complaint without seeing it because Talarico telephoned Dulberg and claimed he was having internet outage issues for the 


past several days and wanted Dulberg’s signature on the last 2 pages as soon as possible before 昀椀nishing the complaint just in case Talarico’s 


internet went down again. Talarico assured Dulberg the 昀椀nal complaint would be legally suf昀椀cient. Dulberg followed Talarico’s instruction, 


hurried home, downloaded the document on or after 12:56PM (Exhibit AH), printed the last 2 pages and signed the last page where indicated. 


Dulberg then scanned in the signed page, attached it to an email and sent it back to Talarico at 1:04PM to 昀椀nish. (Exhibit AI) Dulberg was in 


possession of the 昀椀nal complaint less than 10 minutes before sending the signed pages to Talarico.


15.  Kost never saw or signed the complaint before it was 昀椀led.


16.  Concerning the claim against Allstate for ‘breach of contract’, Talarico was in possession of evidence that at least 9 out of 10 depositions in 


underlying case 12LA178 had no valid certi昀椀cation page and at least 5 of the depositions had forgeries of court reporters signatures on the 


certi昀椀cation pages. Allstate attorneys were participants in all 10 depositions. How could Allstate not have known about the certi昀椀cation pages? 


How could Talarico not have known about the certi昀椀cation pages? (Exhibit AJ1) (Exhibit AJ2) (Exhibit AJ3) (Exhibit AJ4) (Exhibit AJ5) 
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(Exhibit AJ6) (Exhibit AJ7) (Exhibit AJ8) (Exhibit AJ9) (Exhibit AJ10) (Exhibit AJ11) (Exhibit AJ12) (Exhibit AJ13) (Exhibit AJ15) 


(Exhibit AJ16)


17.  On February 24, 2023 ADR Systems 昀椀led “DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S SECTION 2-615 MOTION TO DISMISS” 


(Exhibit AK) 


18.  On April 17, 2023 Dulberg discovered a death in his home, Dulberg’s then current live-in caretaker, Michael McArtor died early that morning. 


Talarico called Dulberg at approximately 8:00AM and was made aware that Dulberg cannot work with Talarico because the county sheriff and 


corner were in Dulberg’s home conducting an investigation. On the same morning Kost’s father entered the hospital with an emergency life-


threatening condition (100% intestinal blockage).


19.  On April 23, 2023 Talarico unilaterally chose to 昀椀le an answer to ADR Systems Motion to Dismiss rather than ask the court for a time 


extension due to a death in Dulberg’s home.  Dulberg  requested that Talarico ask for an extension of time to 昀椀le, Talarico claimed he needed 


to show the court a death certi昀椀cate to ask for more time and at that point Dulberg did not yet have a death certi昀椀cate.1 Dulberg and Kost never 


read the anwer to ADR Systems of America Motion to Dismiss. Kost was in the hospital caring for father 24/7 and Dulberg was busy making 


arrangments with the McArtor family and lost all the day to day help he relied upon.


20.  On May 9, 2023 ADR Systems 昀椀led “DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S REPLY IN SUPPORT OF ITS SECTION 2-615 


MOTION TO DISMISS”. (Exhibit AL)


21.  On May 23, 2023 Talarico sent Dulberg a retainer contract for Alan Kravets as expert witness in case 22L010905 (Exhibit BA).  Alan Kravets 


was already retained in February, 2022 as an expert witness and legal consultant in related case 17LA377 (Exhibit BE). Talarico claimed to 


Dulberg by telephone that Talarico was already consulting with Kravets on preparations for 22L010905 as early as September, 2022.


22.  On May 25, 2023 ADR Systems was dismissed from the case while Dulberg and Kost were dealing with personal tragedies. Talarico had made 


a strange ‘breach of contract’ argument during the hearing which had nothing to do with the complaint draft we gave to Talarico to 昀椀le. 


(Exhibit AM)


23.  On June 1, 2023 (less than 1 week after Kost 昀椀rst heard Talarico’s ‘breach of contract’ argument) Talarico was clearly informed that his ‘breach 


of contract’ argument is logically and legally wrong by his clients. Talarico was clearly informed that his clients did not agree with his theory 


concerning the claim ‘breach of contract’. Talarico never informed the court (to the present time) that Talarico was informed by his clients in 


writing that Talarico’s ‘breach of contract’ argument against ADR Systems of America and Allstate is logically and legally wrong and does not 


represent our opinion.  (Exhibit AN)


1 It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
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24.  On June 24, 2023 Talarico was provided with an ADR Systems Amended Complaint draft written by Kost and Dulberg which Talarico will 


never 昀椀le with the court. Dulberg and Kost never used any ‘breach of contract’ argument in the Amended Complaint because the claim illogical 


and deceptive. Talarico never informed the court (to the present time) that Talarico was given an Amended Complaint written by Kost and 


Dulberg less than a month after Judge Otto gave Talarico permission to 昀椀le an Amended Complaint. Email is (Exhibit AO) and the draft 


amended complaint is (Exhibit AP).


25.  On August 29. 2023 Talarico verbally offered Judge Otto an in camera review of sealed federal court records on Dulberg’s disability including 


both the complete physical and mental disability records collected by the State of Illinois’ own investigators. The sealed disability records 


were provided directly to Dulberg by the U.S. Department of Justice on a secured Department of Justice thumbdrive and came with a letter 


of authenticity and a passcode to unlock the secured thumbdrive. Talarico offered the sealed records as evidence of a legal disability for the 


purpose of tolling the statute of limitations. Judge Otto ignored Talerico’s offer and redirected the subject to only Dulberg’s physical injury 


since there was no previous mention of mental health records in the case history while simultaneously questioning Talarico’s own professional 


personal injury experience. Talarico conveniently ‘forgot’ to have a court reporter present despite a condition set by his client that all court 


proceedings must have a court reporter present. (Exhibit AQ)


26.  On September 21, 2023 Talarico stated to presiding Judge “You let everyone go” when asked by the Judge if there were any more defendants 


remaining in 22L010905. Talarico admitted to Dulberg that he misspoke in a phone conversation immediately after the hearing, but Talarico 


never corrected the court record. (Exhibit AR)


27.  On September 26, 2023 Talarico accepted a $10,000 retainer for fraud on the court cases and civil rights violations in federal court because 


Talarico informed Dulberg that Talarico could not make the claim of fraud on the court in Illinois courts but only in federal court.1


“Today I have mailed you a check in the amount of $10,000.00 as a retainer for the multiple upcoming cases we are to 昀椀le. 
The cases are based on but not limited to the following subjects: 
Fraud on the court 


Civil rights violations 


Reopening the bankruptcy 


Etc…” (Exhibit AT)


28.  On October 10, 2023 Talarico expressed uncertainty of 22L010905 court status and appeal status. Talarico wrote (explaining again) that he 


misspoke on September 21, 2023 to Judge Otto but Talarico never (to the present time) acted to correct the court record. (Exhibit AS)


29.  The information Talarico needed to know is clearly stated in “A GUIDE TO ILLINOIS CIVIL APPELLATE PROCEDURE” by Appellate 


Lawyers Association.2


1 It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
2 It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
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30.  On October 11, 2023 ADR Systems 昀椀led “DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S REQUEST FOR STATUS”.  ADR Systems 


states in the document that “ADR requests that the Court conduct a status conference for the purpose of determining whether Plaintiffs intend 


to 昀椀le an Amended Complaint as to ADR (noting that it remains ADR’s position that no set of facts exist by which Plaintiffs could state a viable 


claim against ADR). If Plaintiffs intend to 昀椀le an Amended Complaint, ADR asks the Court to schedule a brief period of time for them to do 


so.” (Exhibit AU)


31.  On  and before October 31, 2023 Talarico told Dulberg not to attend the hearing scheduled for October 31, 2023 in 22L010905 before Judge 


Otto. Dulberg did not attend the hearing and Talarico told Dulberg that Talarico did not attend the hearing (but we do not know whether 


Talarico attended the hearing; perhaps Talarico attended and did not inform his clients). No transcript of the hearing exists. The reasons Talarico 


gave Dulberg to not attend the hearing are stated in (Exhibit AV).


32.  On the telephone just before the hearing Talarico made Dulberg believe that ADR erred by 昀椀ling in the Circuit Court because the jurisdiction 


had already transferred to the Appellate Court and if ADR wanted to 昀椀le a Motion for Status that they would have to address it at the Appellate 


Court level or wait until the Appellate Court sent the case back down to the Circuit Court. Talarico further led Dulberg to believe that if 


Dulberg were to 昀椀le an answer to the Motion for Status or attend the Circuit Court hearing to explain that the appeal was 昀椀led then Dulberg 


would be forfeiting his appeal and the jurisdiction would automatically revert back to the Circuit Court and that the time limit for 昀椀ling any 


appeal would have expired.1  


33.  On November 17, 2023 ADR Systems 昀椀led “ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S PETITION FOR SANCTIONS UNDER RULE 137”. 


(Exhibit AW)


34.   On January 11, 2024 Talarico appeared before Judge Otto to schedule the sanctions hearing and dates briefs are due. They did not discuss 


Talarico’s absence from the October 31, 2023 hearing. Talarico never gave the court a reason why he did not attend October 31, 2023 hearing to 


Judge Otto. Judge Otto never asked for any explanation. (We believe Talarico was possibly at the October 31, 2023 hearing without telling us.) 


We were very surprised when the issue was not mentioned in the short hearing. (Exhibit AX)


35.  On January 14, 2023 Talarico abruptly resigned as Dulberg’s and Kost’s counsel. (Exhibit AY)


36.  Talarico refused to give Dulberg or Kost any case 昀椀les after resigning as counsel in violation of the fee agreement contract to provide case 昀椀les 


upon request. (Exhibit AZ)


37.  From March, 2024 to February, 2025 Kost created about 100 videos explaining all aspects of what happened to Dulberg in  Illinois cases 


12LA178, BK 14-83578, 17LA377 and 22L010905 and what Dulberg’s retained law 昀椀rms did to him. Kost placed the videos and all supporting 


1 It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
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evidence on a public website (www.fraudonthecourt.net).  Dulberg watched the videos (www.fraudonthecourt.net/video) and informed Kost 


of any known mistakes for correcting. Kost and Dulberg did this to (1) defend themselves, (2) warn the public they are in danger of similar 


schemes, and (c) notify Judicial authorities in Illinois of these schemes to try to protect themselves and the general public. 


38.  On July 15, 2022 Dulberg 昀椀led “COMBINED MOTIONS AND REQUESTS”. asking for leave to 昀椀le multiple motions. On July 16, 2024 Kost 


explained to Judge Swanagan that Dulberg was set up and is the victim of a fraud and that there is evidence of collaboration between opposing 


counsels to target Dulberg. (Exhibit BB)


39.  On December 17, 2024 Kost again explained to Judge Swanagan that Dulberg and Kost were set up and this is a fraud against Dulberg and a 


fraud on the court. There is evidence of collaboration between opposing counsels to target Dulberg. Judge Swanagan denied all motions 


requested by Dulberg and ordered granting of sanctions against Dulberg and Talarico. (Exhibit BC)


B. REASONS WHY SANCTIONS SHOULD NOT BE APPLIED TO DULBERG


40.  On October 28, 2022 Mr Chapman himself on behalf of ADR Systems personally caused, passed and transmitted to Dulberg through Talarico 


via email a fraudulent Binding Mediation Agreement. This fraudulent Binding Mediation Agreement has Dulberg’s signature fraudulently 


placed on it. (See Exhibit 11 of Dulberg’s complaint in the instant/current case) (Exhibit BD)


41.  The Bankruptcy Court did not approve entry into this fraudulent Binding Mediation Agreement (Exhibit BF) and did not approve Dulberg to 


personally enter into any agreement whatsoever. (Exhibit BG)


42.  The Bankruptcy Court only approved Trustee Olsen to enter into a very different Binding Mediation Agreement. (Exhibit BH)


43.  Both the fraudulent Binding Mediation Agreement and the Bankruptcy Court authorized Binding Mediation Agreement were created by ADR 


Systems. 


44.  ADR Systems is both the creator of the fraudulent document and the transmitter of the fraudulent document as if it were the authentic document 


approved by the bankruptcy court. 


45.  As described in paragraphs 7 to 14, Talarico  deleted multitudes of relevant facts from the body of the complaint he was given to review and 昀椀le, 


added only 1 sentence to the body of the complaint he was given to 昀椀le and added 2 new defendants (Allstate and ADR Systems of America).


46.  As described in paragraphs 7 to 14, on December 8, 2022 Talarico 昀椀led single count of ‘breach of contract’ complaints against ADR Systems of 


America and Allstate following this frivolous lawsuit template.  Dulberg signed the complaint without seeing it. Kost never saw or signed  the 


complaint before it was 昀椀led.


In determining whether the signer violated Rule 137’s duty of inquiry, the court applies an objective standard of what was reasonable 
under circumstances existing at the time of the alleged violation. Schinkel v. Bd. 26-13 of Fire and Police Comm’n of Algonquin, 
262 Ill. App. 3d 310 (2d Dist. 1994) (to determine a violation of the requirement of reasonable inquiry into facts). Purpose must 
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be determined objectively from circumstantial evidence and statements revealing the signer’s purpose. Kunstler, 914 F.2d at 519; 
Sussman v. Bank of Israel, 56 F.3d 450, 458 (2d Cir. 1995).1


The alleged violation took place on December 8, 2022 and paragraphs 7 to 14 describe how Talarico intentionally created the violation to set up 


his permanently disabled client.


C. CUI BONO?


47.  Talarico committed willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg systematically. Why? For whose bene昀椀t?


In Illinois, res judicata bars a later suit if: “(1) there was a 昀椀nal judgment on the merits rendered by a court of competent jurisdiction, 
(2) there is an identity of cause of action, and (3) there is an identity of parties or their privies.” Id. (citing Nowak v. St. Rita High 
Sch., 757 N.E.2d 471, 477 (Ill. 2001)). The two suits need not be based on the same legal theory; it is enough if they arise out of the 
same set of operative facts. Muhammad v. Oliver, 547 F.3d 874, 876-877 (7th Cir. 2008). If res judicata applies, it bars re-litigation 
of the original claims, as well as claims that could have been raised in the 昀椀rst suit. Chicago Title Land Trust Co. v. Potash Corp. of 
Saskatchewan Sales Ltd., 664 F.3d 1075, 1079-81(7th Cir. 2011).


48.  Talarico intentionally set up a Res Juditaca bar on any claim Dulberg has against ADR Systems forever in the future by setting up an 


intentionally fraudulent ‘breach of contract’ claim as a simple frivolous lawsuit set up to be summarily dismissed quickly and then Talarico 


intentionally destroyed any 昀椀ling of any amended complaint and intentionally destroyed any possible appeal.


49.  The deliberate addition of ‘breach of contract’ claims is willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg.2 


D. A PATTERN OF SIMILAR BEHAVIOR TOWARD OTHER DEFENDANTS


50.  Talarico also intentionally set up a Res Judicata bar on any claim Dulberg has against Allstate forever in the future by setting up an intentionally 


fraudulent ‘breach of contract’ claim as a simple frivolous lawsuit set up to be summarily dismissed quickly and then Talarico intentionally 


destroyed any 昀椀ling of any amended complaint and intentionally destroyed any possible appeal.


51.  In relation to defendants Baudins and Olsen, Talarico intentionally removed: Date of Dulberg’s bankruptcy 昀椀ling, any mention of bankruptcy 


trustee Heeg, any mention of the fact that Defendant Gagnon admitted negligence for Dulberg’s injury as of March, 2013, text messages proving 


that Dulberg never gave consent to Binding mediation on July 20, 2016 like the Baudins claim (or at any other time), Dulberg’s status as sole 


residual bene昀椀ciary of the bankruptcy estate once all creditors were paid in full (and they were), evidence of burial of key evidence by Dulberg’s 


own attorney in 12LA178, evidence that at least 9 ourt of 10 depositions have no valid certi昀椀cation page and at least 5 have court reporters 


signatures forged on certi昀椀cation pages, any mention of original chainsaw injury, any mention that Polovich and Mast, then Balke tried to 


get Dulberg to settle with remaining defendant for $50,000 without any input or oversight from the bankruptcy trustee, any mention that The 


Baudins and Allstate alone created the binding medation conditions and the ‘upper cap’ without any oversignt of the bankruptcy trustee Heeg.


1 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), pages 26-12, 26-13
2 It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
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52.  The deliberate removal of important information is willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg.1 


E. A PATTERN OF SIMILAR BEHAVIOR IN OTHER CASES


53. The court generally should admit evidence of similar conduct in other cases to prove the signer acted for an improper purpose. Clark 
v. Gannett Co., Inc., 2018 IL App (1st) 172041, ¶ 71.2


 Mr. Talarico helped discover Judicial Fraud that took place in the underlying case 12LA178 and a related case 17LA377. Mr. Talarico knowingly 


hid these facts from the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit, the First Judicial Circuit in this instant cause of action 2022L010905 and from both 


Appellate Courts and the Illinois Supreme Court by intentionally ruining the Appellate Court Brief and the Supreme Court Petition. Associate 


Judge Thomas A. Meyer and Associate Judge Joel D. Berg both have Judicial Con昀氀icts of Interest with Thomas J. Popovich and the Law Of昀椀ces 


of Thomas J. Popovich P.C.. In Fact, the whole of the Judiciary in the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit had Judicial Con昀氀icts of Interest with 


Thomas J. Popovich and the Law Of昀椀ces of Thomas J. Popovich P.C. and have willingly self recused before, during and after 12LA178 and 


17LA377. The then Chief Judge of the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit had 昀椀led M.R. 898‘s sending other cases involving Thomas J. Popovich 


out of the circuit (at the same time Dulberg’s cases involving Thomas J. Popovich were ignored and heard by Judges with clear Judicial Con昀氀icts 


of Interest in the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit). The evidence strongly suggests the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit will not self recuse when it 


bene昀椀ts Thomas J. Popovich and there is little chance of the Judicial Con昀氀ict being discovered by the opposing party. For example, even though 


Judge Meyer stated he was friends with Popovich in 2012 and recused himself from case 12LA326, Judge Meyer later presided over 15CV265 


with Popovich as a defendant (found not guilty) and Judge Meyer presided over both 12LA178 and the resulting legal malpractice case 17LA377 


with the Popovich law 昀椀rm as defendant (found not guilty). (Exhibit BI-1) (Exhibit BI-2) (Exhibit BI-3) (Exhibit BI-4) (Exhibit BI-5) 


(Exhibit BI-6) (Exhibit BI-7)


54.  In February of  2022 Talarico claimed to retain an expert witness named Alan Kravets in related case 17LA377. Talarico also claimed to retain 


Alan Kravets for 22L010905. (Exhibit BA) In Talarico’s February 08, 2024 answer to the petition for sanctions, Talarico never mentioned 


expert witness Alan Kravets. Did Kravets play a role in determining legal suf昀椀ciency of Talarico’s 昀椀nal edit between 9:14AM and 12:56AM on 


December 8, 2022?  Did Alan Kravets advise Talarico to place counts 4 and 5 in the 昀椀nal edit of the complaint? Was Alan Kravets consulted by 


Talario when Talarico told Dulberg not to attend the October 31, 2023 status hearing (described in paragraph 31 and 32)? If not, what was Alan 


Kravets retained for? If yes, then the legal advice of expert witness Alan Kravets goes to the heart of the question of who is responsible for the 


penalty of sanctions. Dulberg does have a cashed checks that paid for the legal opinions of Alan Kravets for both 17LA377 and 2022L010905. 


Dulberg has never recieved any reports concerning Alan Kravets legal opinion. To this day Dulberg is attempting to contact Alan Kravets 


1 It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
2 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-9
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unsuccessfully.


55.   Mr Talarico’s current counsel Tom Long (personally) and the 昀椀rm Konicek & Dillon represented Thomas J. Popovich in the Twenty Second 


Judicial Circuit. 15LA78 and 12LA326 (First Circuit Case No. 2012L000196), cases where  Associate Judges Thomas A. Meyer and Joel 


D. Berg recused themselves due to Judicial Con昀氀icts of Interest with Popovich in some cases but not in other cases. Members of the 昀椀rm 


Konicek & Dillon are potential witnesses to Judicial Fraud that bene昀椀ts Popovich. In addition, Mr Dulberg had multiday con昀椀dential telephone 


consultations with Konicek & Dillon about representation in 17LA377. Dulberg was denied representation by Konicek & Dillon due to their 


con昀氀ict of interests with Popovich. (Exhibit BI-1) (Exhibit BI-2) (Exhibit BI-3) (Exhibit BI-4) (Exhibit BI-5) (Exhibit BI-6) (Exhibit BI-7)


56. In deciding whether to impose a sanction, the court should consider the following non-exclusive factors: (i) the degree of bad faith; 
(ii) whether an award of fees could deter others from acting under similar circumstances; and (iii) the relative merits of the parties’ 
positions. Penn v. Gerig, 334 Ill. App. 3d 345, 354 (4th Dist. 2002). Other factors include: (iv) prejudice to the opposing party; (v) 
whether a lesser sanction will cure the prejudice and allow for a  ecision on the merits; and (vi) whether a lesser sanction will protect 


the integrity of the court system. Santiago, 2012 IL 111792,  ¶¶ 15-21.1


(i) There was no bad faith by Dulberg, and (ii) awarding fees will encourage more attorneys to commit fraud against their client and fraud on 


the court.


57. Petition Requirements. The Rule 137 petition must identify: (i) the statements that were false or made for an improper purpose; and 
(ii) the expenses including attorney fees that resulted from these statements. Ill. S. Ct. R. 137; Patton v. Lee, 406 Ill. App. 3d 195, 
200 (2d Dist. 2010) (applying a comparable provision of the Domestic Violence Act and discussing decisions under § 2-611).2


 Dulberg made no false statements. The petition does not identify false statements.  The only false statements insinuated are those that Talarico 


intentionally placed in the 昀椀nal draft between 9:14AM and 12:56PM on December 8, 2022 (described in paragraphs 7 to 14).


58.  Talarico 昀椀led a reply to ADR Systems Summary Judgment without any review from his clients and while his clients were experiencieng death 


in the household and life threatening injuries in the household.


59. Once it appears that a party’s prior factual allegation is in error, the error “must be brought forthrightly to the attention of court and 
opposing counsel, at the least in the next available court 昀椀ling.” Anderson, 177 Ill. App. 3d at 627; accord Am. Access Cas. Co. v. 
Alcauter, 2017 IL App (1st) 160775, ¶ 42.3 


As of June 1, 2023 Talarico was informed by his clients that his breach of contract claim is not valid and does not represent any claim by us (as 


described in paragraph 23). As of June 24, 2023 Talarico was provided with an Amended Complaint against ADR Systems. There was no 


mention of any breach of contract argument (described in paragraph 23).


60. Effect of Correction or Failure to Correct. If false pleadings are promptly supplemented by other pleadings that correct the error, the 
court may refuse to sanction the signing party. See Tech. Innovation Ctr., Inc., 315 Ill. App. 3d at 245-46 (upholding a refusal to 


1 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), pages 26-13, 26-14
2 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-9
3 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-6
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award sanctions when a subsequently-昀椀led af昀椀davit had contained the correct information). If, however, an attorney does not correct 
an error that has been brought to the attorney’s attention, the court may conclude that a Rule 137 sanction is required. Anderson, 177 
Ill. App. 3d at 627.1


 Even though Talarico placed counts 4 and 5 ‘breach of contract’ claims against ADR Systems and Allstate after 9:14AM on December 8, 2022 


and tricked Dulberg into signing the fourth edit of the complaint without reading the document, Dulberg and Kost acted to correct the error 


within 1 week of hearing Talarico make the intentionally deceptive argument on May 25, 2023. Talarico was also provided with an Amended 


Complaint in which the error was corrected on June 24, 2022.


61. Multiple Reasons. If a signer had multiple reasons for 昀椀ling a paper, the court should apply a sine qua non standard - i.e., ask 
whether the claim would have been pursued “but for” the improper purpose. Maxxam, Inc., 523 F.3d at 583; Stanford v. Corbin, 
2011 WL 893111, at *7 (E.D. Mich. 2011). Rule 137 appears to be interpreted similarly. See Katsoyannis, 2016 IL App (1st) 150036, 
¶ 51 (trial court properly did not sanction plaintiff because “plaintiffs’ subjective motivation in bringing the lawsuit was [not] to 
harass defendants [nor] to strong arm them into relinquishing a portion of their property” and “the underlying disputes were not 
commenced for harassment purposes only”).2


 Dulberg had multiple reasons to 昀椀le the complaint of December 8, 2022. As described in paragraphs 2 to 15, the complaint was written by Kost 


and Dulberg naming the Baudins and Olsen. Talarico placed counts 4 and 5, ‘breach of contract’ in the complaint between 9:14AM and 


12:56PM on December 8, 2022 and had Dulberg sign the last pages within 10 minutes of Dulberg receiving the complaint at 12:56PM. On 


August 29, 2023 Talarico himself submitted sealed court records to the court on Dulberg’s legal disability due to physical and mental injuries. 


So why did Talarico have only Dulberg sign the complaint on December 8, 2022 without having the other plaintiff Thomas Kost (trustee of Paul 


R. Dulberg Revocable Trust) look at or sign the complaint? 


62. Rule 137 sanctions are penal in nature. Burnett, 2021 IL App (1st) 210135, ¶ 42. “While these sanctions may have a compensatory 
feature, they are analogous to punitive damages, which are designed to punish wrongdoers and deter others from the same conduct.” 
Id. (reversing a sanctions order that used the incorrect standard of “compensation and reimbursement”).3


 Dulberg is not a wrongdoer.  Talarico committed willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct against Dulberg.  Talarico is a 


wrongdoer. Dulberg is a target.


63. Expenses Tied to False Statement. In order to award only the expenses incurred “because of” the improperly 昀椀led paper, the court 
generally should insist that the party seeking the sanction separate these expenses from other expenses incurred in the suit. Patton, 
406 Ill. App. 3d at 200-01 (applying a comparable provision of the Domestic Violence Act and discussing decisions under § 2-611). 
If, however, the false statements are “the cornerstone of an entirely baseless lawsuit,” an isolated focus on each reimbursable 
component is not required. Id. at 200.4


In this case Talarico is responsible for the edits that produced the false statements acting as “the cornerstone of an entirely baseless” and 


1 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-6
2 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-8
3 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-10
4 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-14
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deliberately deceptive claim of ‘breach of contract’. Dulberg had nothing to do with the 昀椀nal edits on December 8, 2022. Rather, they were 


a deliberate trick played on Dulberg by Talarico to bene昀椀t opposing parties. The deliberate scheme is (a) to set up a res judicata bar on all 


future claims by 昀椀ling a single count complaint claiming something absurd like ‘breach of contract’ and (b) 昀椀le it as a simple frivolous lawsuit 


intentionally. 


F. FURTHER REASONS WHY SANCTIONS SHOULD NOT BE APPLIED TO 


DULBERG FOR BILLING AFTER JUNE, 2023


64.  On October 31, 2023 and before Talarico told Dulberg not to attend the October 31, 2023 hearing in 22L010905 before Judge Otto. The reasons 


Talarico gave Dulberg are described in paragraphs 31 and 32.1  No transcript of the hearing exists.


65.  On January 11, 2024 Talarico appeared before Judge Otto to schedule sanctions hearing and dates briefs are due. Talarico never gave a reason 


why he did not attend October 31, 2023 hearing to Judge Otto. Talarico never mentioned his legal theory given to Dulberg on and just before 


October 31, 2024 (and described in paragraphs 31 and 32) concerning the Ciruit Court in 22L010905’s loss of jurisdiction to the Apellate Court. 


Talarico equated ADR Systems of America’s 昀椀ling and subsequent hearing for status in the Circuit Court as a kangaroo court due to the 昀椀ling 


of the appeal and a jursidictional change to the Appellate Court.1


66.  On January 14, 2024 Talarico abruptly resigned.


67.  On February 8, 2024 Talarico 昀椀led a document on our behalf which does not represent our views and is hostile to our interests. The document 


never mentions Talarico’s legal theory given to Dulberg (and described in paragraph 18) about the court being a kangaroo court.  Talarico 


intentionally switched legal theories from the court being a kangaroo court to his argument given on February 8, 2024.


68.  On July 16, 2024 Mr Chapman said the following: 


“Judge Otto allowed Mr. -- made it without prejudice so that the other motions could be heard, some were on summary judgment, 
and that then Mr. Talarico could decide what to do. That was the reason why he did it.” 


This is not true. Judge Otto allowed Mr Talarico a chance to amend the original complaint. By June 24, 2023 Mr Talarico was provided with an 


amended complaint written by his clients. (See paragraph 23).


 “If you read the transcript of that hearing, I did not get any sense that Judge Otto perceived a kernel of truth or a kernel of something 
to which could be added on to” Again, Judge Otto explicitly allowed Mr Talarico a chance to amend the original complaint. 


Again, Judge Otto allowed Mr Talarico a chance to amend the original complaint.


 “was the complaint, as a matter of fact, did it have a reasonable basis in fact and law to be 昀椀led? The answer is unequivocally it did 


not. Based on that answer, you should grant our request for an award of sanctions.”


1 It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
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The complaint Dulberg and Kost wrote (see paragraphs 2 to 6) and provided to Talarico had a reasonable basis in fact and law to be 昀椀led. The 


fourth and 昀椀nal edit of the complaint at 12:56PM on December 8, 2022 described in paragraphs 7 to 13 had no reasonable basis in fact and law 


to be 昀椀led. Talarico intentionally inserted counts 4 and 5 only in the fourth and 昀椀nal edit to set up his permanently disabled client. 


G. FRAUD ON THE COURT CLAIMS IN ILLINOIS COURTS


69.  ‘Fraud on the Court’ is a claim that has been addressed in Illinois courts.1


70.  When ‘Fraud on the Court’ is addressed in Illinois courts no de昀椀nition of ‘Fraud on the Court’ unique to Illinois is cited. Rather, the de昀椀nition 


used in Federal courts appears to be assumed. We will also cite Federal court de昀椀nitions here:


The Second Circuit Court of Appeals has narrowly de昀椀ned fraud on the court which warrants the setting aside of a judgment as 
“that species of fraud which does or attempts to de昀椀le the court itself ... so that the judicial machinery can not [sic] perform in the 
usual manner its impartial task of adjudging cases that are presented for adjudication.” Martina Theatre Corp. v. Schine Chain 
Theatres, Inc., 278 F.2d 798, 801 (2d Cir.1960) (quoting 7 Moore, Federal Practice, ¶ 60.33 at 512 (2d ed.)). See Kupferman v. 
Consolidated Research & Mfg. Co., 459 F.2d 1072, 1078-1079 (2d Cir.1972); Kenner v. Commissioner of Internal Revenue, 387 F.2d 
689, 691 (7th Cir.1968); Lockwood v. Bowles, 46 F.R.D. 625, 631 (D.D.C.1969).2


“Fraud on the court” is de昀椀ned in terms of its effect on the judicial process, not in terms of the content of a particular 
misrepresentation or concealment. Fraud on the court must involve more than injury to a single litigant; it is limited to fraud that 
“seriously” affects the integrity of the normal process of adjudication. Fraud on the court is limited to fraud that does, or at least 
attempts to, “de昀椀le the court itself” or that is perpetrated by of昀椀cers of the court “so that the judicial machinery can not perform in 
the usual manner its impartial task of adjudging cases.”3


71.  The Dulberg cases go to the heart of the corruption of this adversarial relationship between plaintiff and defendant that makes court valid. Using 


these standards Talarico committed fraud on the court and fraud against Dulberg. The opinion continues:


As indicated there, one usual component of fraud on the court is the complicity of an of昀椀cer of the court itself, most often a lawyer 
in the case (see, e.g., In re Golf 255, Inc., 652 F.3d 806,809 (7th Cir. 2011)). More speci昀椀cally, courts have de昀椀ned it as “that species 
of fraud which does, or attempts to, de昀椀le the court itself, or is a fraud perpetrated by of昀椀cers of the court (i.e., lawyers) so that the 
judicial machinery cannot perform in the usual manner its impartial task of adjudging cases.” Id. (quoting Drobny v. Commissioner, 
113 F.3d 670, 677-78 (7th Cir. 1997)); see also Rozier v. Ford Motor Co., 573 F.2d 1332, 1338 (5th Cir. 1978)4


72.  We are requesting an evidentiary hearing based on the following decisions on improper purpose and on the fee petition:


Necessity of Hearing. The court always should hold an evidentiary hearing when a sanction award is to be based on improper 


1 We are not citing the following cases as precedents, we are simply showing that Fraud on the Court claims have been recognized in Illinois courts historically: Arboretum Mall 
Owner LLC v Heung Baek, 2016 IL App (1st) 142649-U, Brown v Keller, 1864, Cagwin v Flynn, 2023 IL App (3d) 230086-U, Deutsche Bank National Trust Company v Fedor-
ova, 2017 IL App (1st) 161350-U, Grimm v Grimm, 1922, In re Adoption of E.L., 315 Ill.App.3d 137 (2000), In re Crisel, 101 Ill.2d 332 (1984), In re Lada, 69 Ill.2d 581 (1978), 
In re Lamberis, 93 Ill.2d 222 (1982), In re Marriage of Moore, 2018 IL App (3d) 170279-U, In re Mitan, 75 Ill.2d 118 (1979), In re Reynolds, 32 Ill.2d 331 (1965), In re Segall, 117 
Ill.2d 1 (1987), LinkCo, Inc. v. Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith, 2012 IL App (1st) 111512-U, MacDonald v. Wagenmaker, 2024 IL App (1st) 230089, Martin v. Martin, 57 Ill.
App.3d 486 (1978), Metzger v. Brotman, 2021 IL App (1st) 201218, People v Walker, 2016 IL App (2d) 140922-U, U.S. Bank Trust, N.A. v. Love, 2016 IL App (1st) 153614-U, Yun 
v Riley, 2017 IL App (3d) 160779-U
2 Golf 255, Inc, case 06-31728, U.S. Bankruptcy Court Southern District of Illinois, 12-17-2009 Opinion
3 Moore’s Federal Practice § 60.21[4][a] at 60-56 (footnotes and supporting authoritative caselaw omitted)
4 U.S. v. Hosseini, case 13-C-2472, U.S. District Court Northern District of Illinois, 4-19-2016 MEMORANDUM Opinion
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purpose. Hess, 2012 IL App (5th) 090059, ¶ 26 (dictum); Century Road Builders, Inc. v. City of Palos Heights, 283 Ill. App. 3d 527, 
531 (1st Dist. 1996). The court generally should admit evidence of similar conduct in other cases to prove the signer acted for an 
improper purpose. Clark v. Gannett Co., Inc., 2018 IL App (1st) 172041, ¶ 71.1


Hearing. If a party simply presents bills issued to the client listing work hours multiplied by an hourly rate, the party has not 
presented the evidence to justify its fee petition, particularly when the bills contain opaque entries such as “Attention to status and 
strategy,” so the court must not deny the other party’s request for an evidentiary hearing. Williams Montgomery & John, Ltd., 2017 
IL App (1st) 161063, Â¶ 49.2 


73.  The factual basis of what happened with respect to any sanctionable action by Dulberg is the chronological record listed in paragraphs 2 to 39 


with each listing backed by documented evidence.


Separate Written Order. When a sanction is imposed under Rule 137, the court must set forth in the judgment order, or in a separate 
written order, the factual basis of any sanction. Ill. S. Ct. R. 137; Peterson v. Randhava, 313 Ill. App. 3d 1, 8 (1st Dist. 2000); Bank of 
Homewood v. Chapman, 257 Ill. App. 3d 337 (1st Dist. 1993)3


It is our opinion that the chronological record of events described in paragraphs 2 to 39 should be at the heart of any description of the factual 


basis of any sanction included in the 昀椀nal judgment ouder or separate written order required by law.


74. “Conclusory averments of the existence of fraud made on information and belief and unaccompanied by a statement of clear and 
convincing probative facts which support such belief do not serve to raise the issue of the existence of fraud.” Booker v. Dugger, 825 
F.2d 281, 283- 84 (11th Cir. 1987).


 We have also informed the court that key evidence is contained in the complete recorded telephone conversations between Dulberg and 


Talarico.  The evidence given here together with complete communications records between Talarico and Dulberg provide the court with clear 


and convincing evidence of Talarico systematically committing willful and wanton prima facie negligent conduct and fraud for the bene昀椀t of 


opposing parties and potential opposing parties.


H. CONCLUSIONS


1.  Why would Dulberg be punished with sanctions when there is so much evidence of Dulberg’s own attorney committing willful 
and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg?


2.  Why would Dulberg be punished with sanctions and any opposing parties be rewarded when there is so much evidence that 
Dulberg’s own attorney committed willful and wanton prima facie negligent conduct and fraud against Dulberg for the bene昀椀t 
of opposing parties? Cui bono? (Collaboration with opposing counsels)


3.  Why would Dulberg be punished with sanctions for the complaint 昀椀led on December 8, 2022 when there is direct evidence of 
Talarico committing willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg and fraud on the court 
during the editing process on December 8, 2022?


4.  Even if the court 昀椀nds that Dulberg should be punished with sanctions for the complaint 昀椀led on December 8, 2022, why would 


1 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-9
2 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-11
3 Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-14
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Dulberg be punished with sanctions after June, 2023 after Dulberg informed Talarico that Talarico’s breach of contract 


argument is nonsensical and does not represent our views? And after Dulberg submitted an advanced draft of an ADR 
Systems Amended Complaint which gave other reasons than ‘breach of contract’ and intentionally did not include ‘breach of 
contract’?


5.  Why would Dulberg be responsible for any punishment when Talarico intentionally told Dulberg an incorrect legal theory1 


about the October 31, 2023 hearing and then Talarico changed his legal theory? 


6. How can Dulberg be held responsible for the fourth and 昀椀nal edit at 12:56PM on December 8, 2022 of the 昀椀led complaint 
while the role of Dulberg’s retained expert witness Alan Kravets is ignored? Shouldn’t the punishment of sanctions be directed 
on whether Kravets was responsible for the 昀椀nal edit (and on whether Talarico lied about Kravets and simply stole the money 
Talarico claimed to pay to Kravets)?


7.  In addition, even though Talarico removed the statement from the complaint 昀椀led on Decmber 8, 2022 that Dulberg received 
a forged document in the form of a contract from ADR Systems of America on October 28, 2022, Dulberg later stated on 
June 23, 2023 in PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS’ (FIRST) ARGUMENT THAT PLAINTIFFS’ CLAIMS 
AGAINST THE BAUDIN DEFENDANTS SHOULD BE DISMISSED PURSUANT TO 735 ILCS 5/2-619(A)(9) BECAUSE 
THE PLAINTIFFS COULD NOT HAVE SUSTAINED A PECUNIARY DAMAGE AS A PROXIMATE RESULT OF THE 
HANDLING OF THE PERSONAL INJURY CLAIM WHERE THE PERSONAL INJURY CLAIM WAS OWNED AND 
CONTROLLED BY THE BANKRUPTCY ESTATE, NOT THE PLAINTIFF. paragraph 17 the same thing. If these statements 
are on the record, how can ADR Systems of America claim that Dulberg has made no claim against them?


8.  Dulberg would not have 昀椀led against ADR Systems of America but for the obvious nature of the fraudulent documents that 
contributed to and directly caused this case to be 昀椀led. Dulberg would not have 昀椀led this case if Mr Chapman on behalf of ADR 
Systems had transmitted the authentic Binding Mediation Agreement authorized to be entered into by the Bankruptcy Court.
ADR Systems is both the creator of the fraudulent document and the transmitter of the fraudulent document as if it were the 
authentic document approved by the bankruptcy court. 


9.  Dulberg never intended to 昀椀le a frivolous complaint based on a ‘breach of contract’ argument against ADR Systems. The 
‘breach of contract’ argument is a decoy or a ploy (a scheme) that Talarico inserted into the complaint between 9:14AM and 
12:56PM on December 8, 2022 thereby committing fraud against Dulberg.


10.  We believe if this court were to award ADR Systems any punitive santions against Dulberg it would equate to awarding those 
who created and passed/transmitted fraudulent documents. Any award for punitive damages would only act to encourage ADR 
Systems to create and pass/transmit fraudulent documents in the future.


The court should not reward and protect acts of willful and wanton prima facie professional negligence against Dulberg, fraud against Dulberg, 


fraud on the court, conspiracy to commit fraud against Dulberg and conspiracy to commit fraud on the court by awarding any sanctions against 


Dulberg.  Furthermore, we are asking the Judge to use their power to initiate their own motion for sanctions against those who used the court 


system to conduct fraud on the court and conspiracy to commit fraud on the court because “[n]o fraud is more odious than an attempt to subvert 


the administration of justice.” See Hazel-Atlas Glass Co. v. Hartford-Empire Co., 322 U.S. 238, 251 (1944) (Roberts, J., dissenting).


 WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST, 


1 It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
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pray that the Court enter an Order DENYING ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS WITH 


PREJUDICE.


Respectfully submitted, this 24th day of February 2025


By: /s/ Paul R. Dulberg 


Paul R. Dulberg
4606 Hayden Ct.  
McHenry, Illinois 60051  
(847) 497-4250  
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
 


Pro se for Plaintiffs: Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST


VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 1-109


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned certi昀椀es that the statements 
set forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters 
the undersigned certi昀椀es as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true.


 /s/ Paul R. Dulberg 


      Paul R. Dulberg
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Exhibit AA
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_Gmail - complaints.pdf


T Kost �t�ost			
�mail.com�


complaints
18 messages


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Tue, Sep 27, 2022 at 6:45 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


see attached


complaints.zip
15K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Tue, Sep 27, 2022 at 11:07 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


I put a lot more in.  The zip attachment is the newest version.


you can add stuff if you want right into the text file.


It is important we are always using and editing the most recent version.


Every time there is a newest version all the older versions will be treated as out-of-date and useless.


See attachment for newest version


On Tue, Sep 27, 2022 at 4:45 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
see attached


complaints.zip
27K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Thu, Sep 29, 2022 at 12:50 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


The very latest complaints folder.  I am finished for now and you can edit if you want.
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
33K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Thu, Sep 29, 2022 at 9:42 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Newest, most updated version.


Don't edit this one before talking to me
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
44K


Gmail - complaints https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...


1 of 8 3/21/2024, 7:25 PM


M Gmail 
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Exhibit AA
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_Gmail - complaints.pdf


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Sun, Oct 2, 2022 at 3:03 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Newest version.  The Baudin stuff is so developed that it is almost ready (except exhibits).
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
57K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Mon, Oct 3, 2022 at 12:40 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


newest, best version attached
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
62K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 5, 2022 at 8:18 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


newest attached
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
63K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Wed, Oct 5, 2022 at 4:26 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


newest attached.  Includes the newest Baudin and Gooch material
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
71K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Thu, Oct 6, 2022 at 2:31 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Newest complaints.


Has all the Baudin Gooch stuff we discussed plus some things you haven't seen yet.
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
73K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Thu, Oct 6, 2022 at 3:51 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


I'm sending this latest one out close to 4:00AM.


I figured out the Gooch code.  It is included in the Gooch complaint.  I'll explain tomorrow.
[Quoted text hidden]


Gmail - complaints https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...


2 of 8 3/21/2024, 7:25 PM
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Exhibit AA
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_Gmail - complaints.pdf


complaints.zip
75K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Thu, Oct 6, 2022 at 4:38 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


By the way, there is direct evidence of Gooch collaborating with Flynn.  It's already included in the newest Gooch
complaint.


Can you spot how they collaborate?
[Quoted text hidden]


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Thu, Oct 6, 2022 at 11:47 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


best yet attached
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
79K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Sat, Oct 8, 2022 at 1:27 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


newest attached.


Baudins is ready to have the details filled in by you.
[Quoted text hidden]


complaints.zip
80K


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Tue, Nov 1, 2022 at 1:51 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


The Baudin Olsen complaint is ready for you to begin to edit.  attached.
[Quoted text hidden]


���a��in�ols�n�complaint.t�t
83K


�a�l ��l���� <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> Tue, Nov 1, 2022 at 6:49 AM
To: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Baudin and Olsen Complaint


LEGAL MALPRACTICE


A. Parties and Venue


1. Paul Dulberg, is a resident of McHenry County, Illinois, and was such a resident at all times complained of herein.


2. Baudin & Baudin is a law firm operating in McHenry County, Illinois, and transacting business on a regular and daily
basis in McHenry County, Illinois.


Gmail - complaints https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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Exhibit AA
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_Gmail - complaints.pdf


3. W. Randal Baudin, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of Illinois, engaged in the
practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder in Baudin & Baudin.


5. As an agent, employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & Baudin is liable for Randal Baudin�s actions
alleged herein.


6. Randal Baudin is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice done while acting as an agent,
employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin.


7. W. Randal Baudin II, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of Illinois, engaged in the
practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder in Baudin & Baudin. 


8. W. Randal Baudin II is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice done while acting as an agent,
employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin.


9. As an agent, employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & Baudin is liable for W. Randal Baudin II�s
actions alleged herein.


10. The Baudin Law Group is a law firm operating in McHenry County, Illinois, and transacting business on a regular
and daily basis in McHenry County, Illinois.


11. W. Randal Baudin II, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of Illinois, engaged in the
practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


12. W. Randal Baudin II is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice done while acting as an
agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


13. As an agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group, The Baudin Law Group is liable for Randal
Baudin II�s actions alleged herein.


14. Kelly Baudin, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of Illinois, engaged in the practice of
law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


15. Kelly Baudin is individually liable for her own legal and settlement malpractice done while acting as an agent,
employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


16. As an agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group, The Baudin Law Group is liable for Kelly
Baudin�s actions alleged herein.


[Quoted text hidden]
[Quoted text hidden]
<2_baudin_olsen_complaint.txt>


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Nov 4, 2022 at 5:42 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


The most up-to-date version of the Baudin-Olsen complaint attached.
[Quoted text hidden]


���a��in�ols�n�complaint.t�t
83K


�a�l ��l���� <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> Sat, Nov 5, 2022 at 5:29 AM
To: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
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Exhibit AA
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_Gmail - complaints.pdf


The last entry below is where I am currently at. Could use a little help at this point.


Baudin and Olsen Complaint


LEGAL MALPRACTICE


A. Parties and Venue


1. Paul Dulberg, is a resident of McHenry County, Illinois, and was such a resident at all times complained of herein.


2. Baudin & Baudin is a law firm operating in McHenry County, Illinois, and transacting business on a regular and daily
basis in McHenry County, Illinois.


3. W. Randal Baudin, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of Illinois, engaged in the
practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder in Baudin & Baudin.


5. As an agent, employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & Baudin is liable for Randal Baudin�s actions
alleged herein.


6. Randal Baudin is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice done while acting as an agent,
employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin.


7. W. Randal Baudin II, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of Illinois, engaged in the
practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder in Baudin & Baudin. 


8. W. Randal Baudin II is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice done while acting as an agent,
employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin.


9. As an agent, employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & Baudin is liable for W. Randal Baudin II�s
actions alleged herein.


10. The Baudin Law Group is a law firm operating in McHenry County, Illinois, and transacting business on a regular
and daily basis in McHenry County, Illinois.


11. W. Randal Baudin II, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of Illinois, engaged in the
practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


12. W. Randal Baudin II is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice done while acting as an
agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


13. As an agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group, The Baudin Law Group is liable for Randal
Baudin II�s actions alleged herein.


14. Kelly Baudin, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of Illinois, engaged in the practice of
law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


15. Kelly Baudin is individually liable for her own legal and settlement malpractice done while acting as an agent,
employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


16. As an agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group, The Baudin Law Group is liable for Kelly
Baudin�s actions alleged herein.


17. Venue was and is therefore claimed proper in McHenry County, Illinois, as the Defendants transact substantial and
regular business in and about McHenry County in the practice of law, where their offices are located.


�  Info on Baudin's for federal complaint. (Can Baudin & Baudin be named in federal complaint?)
�  Info about Trustee Olsen for federal complaint. (Can Olsen be named in the state complaint?)


Gmail - complaints https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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Exhibit AA
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_Gmail - complaints.pdf


B. Relevant Facts


GAGNON AND MCGUIRES


� On or about June 28, 2011, Dulberg assisted Caroline McGuire (�Caroline�), William McGuire (�William�) (Caroline
and William collectively referred to herein as �the McGuires�), and David Gagnon (�Gagnon�) in trimming long
branches of a pine tree on the McGuires� property.


� Caroline McGuire and William McGuire are a married couple, who own real property in McHenry, McHenry County,
Illinois (�the Property�).


� David Gagon is Caroline�s son and William�s stepson.


� Paul Dulberg ("Dulberg") lives in the next neighborhood over from the McGuire family.


� Dulberg was invited to the McGuire�s property to see if he wanted any of the wood from the tree.


� On June 28, 2011, at the Property, Gagnon was operating a chainsaw to remove branches from a tree and cut it
down on the Property.


� The McGuire�s purchased and owned the chainsaw that was being utilized to trim, remove branches and cut down
the tree.


� William physically assisted with removing the cut branches from the work area while supervising Gagnon�s actions.


� Caroline physically assisted by retrieving and providing any and all tools requested by William McGuire and David
Gagnon while supervising Gagnon�s and William�s actions.


� Gagnon was acting on behalf of the McGuires� under their supervision and at the McGuires� direction.


� Caroline, William, and Gagnon all knew, or show have known that a chainsaw was dangerous and to take
appropriate precautions when utilizing the chain saw.


� The safety information was readily available to Caroline and William as the safety instructions are included with the
purchase of the chainsaw.


� The safety information indicated that the failure to take appropriate caution and safety measures could result in
serious injury.


� The safety information indicated that the likelihood of injury when not properly utilizing the chainsaw or not following
the safety precautions is very high.


� The safety instructions outlined are easy to follow and do not place a large burden on the operator of the chainsaw
or the owner of the property.


� Caroline McGuire, William McGuire, and David Gagnon had notice of the potentially dangerous conditions by
acquiring a chain saw that was provided with attached warnings and safety information implying that a reasonable
person should exercise appropriate caution and follow the safety instructions for the chainsaw.


� Caroline, William, and Gagnon failed to act as reasonable persons by either not exercising appropriate care, failing
to follow the safety instructions, or failing to instruct Gagnon to exercise appropriate care and/or follow the safety
instructions.


� Caroline and William, owners of the property and the chainsaw, instructed Gagnon to use the chain saw despite
Gagnon not being trained in operating the chainsaw.


� Caroline and William failed to instruct and require that Gagnon utilize the chainsaw only in compliance with the
safety measures outlined in the owner�s manual.


� Gagnon failed to utilize the chainsaw in compliance with the safety measures outlined in the owner�s manual.


Gmail - complaints https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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� Caroline and Gagnon asked Dulberg to assist.


� Caroline, William and Gagnon failed to provide Dulberg with any of the safety information outlined in the owner�s
manual.


� Caroline and William McGuire failed to provide Gagnon or Dulberg with any of the protective equipment necessary
for the type of work to be performed as written within the safety measures outlined in the owner�s manual.


� Gagnon operated the chainsaw in close proximity to Dulberg and it struck Dulberg in the right arm, Dulberg�s
dominant arm, cutting him severely requiring medical attention to save Dulberg�s life.


� Dulberg incurred substantial and catastrophic injuries, including, but not limited to, pain and suffering, loss of use of
his right arm which resulted in a finding of permanent disability by Social Security Administration on April 20, 2017
(Please see Exhibit A attached); current and future medical expenses in amount in excess of $260,000.00; Dulberg�s
lifelong career in photography, graphic design, and commercial printing; lost wages in excess of one million dollars;
and other damages.


POPOVICH AND MAST


On or about December 1, 2011 Dulberg hired Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, individually to represent him
in prosecuting his claims against Gagnon and the
McGuires.


Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, individually entered into an attorney client relationship with Dulberg. exhibit
(Use contract for legal services)


Based upon the attorney client relationship, Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, individually owed professional
duties to Dulberg, including a duty of care.


On February 1, 2013, The McGuires filed a counterclaim against Gagnon. exhibit (CROSS-CLAIM FOR
CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS CO-DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON File stamped 2/1/2013)


The cross-claim accused Gagnon of the following negligent acts and/or omissions:
a. Caused or permitted a chainsaw to make contact with Plaintiffs right arm;
b. Failed to operate said chainsaw in a safe and reasonable manner so as to avoid injuring Plaintiff's right arm;
c. Failed to maintain a reasonable and safe distance between the chainsaw he was operating and Plaintiff's right arm;
d. Failed to properly instruct Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating chainsaw;
e. Failed to properly warn Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating
chainsaw;
f. Failed to maintain the chainsaw in the idle or off position when he knew or should have known that Plaintiff was
close enough to sustain injury from direct contact with the subject chainsaw;
g. Failed to maintain a proper lookout for Plaintiff while operating the subject chainsaw;
h. Failed to maintain proper control over an operating chainsaw;
i. Was otherwise negligent in the operation and control of the subject
chainsaw.


David Gagnon has never filed an answer to this cross-claim filed by the McGuires.


Not answering a cross-claim is an admission to all points made in the cross-claim.


* Popovich hid key documents that supported the version of events of the day of the chainsaw accident told by
Dulberg and contradicted the version of events told by Gagnon, Carolyn McGuire, and Bill McGuire from Dulberg, the
opposing counsel, and Dulberg's future attorneys, including the Baudins.


Gmail - complaints https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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[Quoted text hidden]
[Quoted text hidden]
<2_baudin_olsen_complaint.txt>


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Sat, Nov 12, 2022 at 8:03 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


The newest Baudin complaint is attached.  All the text messages have been fixed.  It is time to add exhibits.
[Quoted text hidden]


���a��in�ols�n�complaint.t�t
85K


Gmail - complaints https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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Date : 10/28/2022 7:52:21 AM


From : "Robert Chapman" 


To : "Paul Dulberg" 


Cc : "Alphonse Talarico" 


Subject : RE: 2022-10-26_Scan of Signed Authority to Release ADR System File 


#33391BMAG.pdf


Attachment : 2022_10_25_10_34_55.pdf; image001.jpg; 


Alphonse:


I�ve attached the agreement you requested.


Please let me know if you have any further questions.


Bob


Robert A. Chapman
Partner


190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850


Chicago, IL 60603


Phone | 312 606-8752


Mobile | 312 231-0766


Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient 


named above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are 


hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you 


have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to the sender and delete the original 


message or any copy of it from your computer system. Thank you.


From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 


Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2022 10:16 AM


To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>


Cc: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


Subject: 2022-10-26_Scan of Signed Authority to Release ADR System File #33391BMAG.pdf


Dear Mr Chapman,


Please find the attached file named:


2022-10-26_Scan of Signed Authority to Release ADR System File #33391BMAG.pdf
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If you run into any issues with the attached file please let me know so that I may correct the problem 


and resend.


Thank you in advance for your help with this matter.


Sincerely,


Paul


PAUL DULBERG


4606 Hayden Ct. McHenry, IL. 60051


847-497-4250


Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
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Baudin and Olsen Complaint


LEGAL MALPRACTICE


A. Parties and Venue


Paul Dulberg, is a resident of McHenry County, Illinois, and was such a resident at all 
times complained of herein.


Baudin & Baudin is a law firm operating in McHenry County, Illinois, and transacting 
business on a regular and daily basis in McHenry County, Illinois.


W. Randal Baudin, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of 
Illinois, engaged in the practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder 
in Baudin & Baudin.


As an agent, employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & Baudin is liable for 
Randal Baudinâ€™s actions alleged herein.


Randal Baudin is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice done 
while acting as an agent, employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin.


W. Randal Baudin II, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State 
of Illinois, engaged in the practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a 
shareholder in Baudin & Baudin. 


W. Randal Baudin II is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice 
done while acting as an agent, employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin.


As an agent, employee, or shareholder in Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & Baudin is liable for 
W. Randal Baudin IIâ€™s actions alleged herein.


The Baudin Law Group is a law firm operating in McHenry County, Illinois, and transacting 
business on a regular and daily basis in McHenry County, Illinois.


W. Randal Baudin II, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State 
of Illinois, engaged in the practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a 
shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


W. Randal Baudin II is individually liable for his own legal and settlement malpractice 
done while acting as an agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


As an agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group, The Baudin Law Group is 
liable for Randal Baudin IIâ€™s actions alleged herein.


Kelly Baudin, at all times relevant herein, was a licensed attorney in the State of 
Illinois, engaged in the practice of law in McHenry County, Illinois, and a shareholder 
in The Baudin Law Group.


Kelly Baudin is individually liable for her own legal and settlement malpractice done 
while acting as an agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group.


As an agent, employee, or shareholder in The Baudin Law Group, The Baudin Law Group is 
liable for Kelly Baudinâ€™s actions alleged herein.


Venue was and is therefore claimed proper in McHenry County, Illinois, as the Defendants 
transact substantial and regular business in and about McHenry County in the practice of 
law, where their offices are located.
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B. Relevant Facts


GAGNON AND MCGUIRES


On or about June 28, 2011, Dulberg assisted Caroline McGuire (â€œCarolineâ€ ), William 
McGuire (â€œWilliamâ€ ) (Caroline and William collectively referred to herein as â€œthe 
McGuiresâ€ ), and David Gagnon (â€œGagnonâ€ ) in trimming long branches of a pine tree 
on the McGuiresâ€  property.


Caroline McGuire and William McGuire are a married couple, who own real property in 
McHenry, McHenry County, Illinois (â€œthe Propertyâ€ ).


David Gagon is Carolineâ€™s son and Williamâ€™s stepson.


Paul Dulberg ("Dulberg") lives in the next neighborhood over from the McGuire family.


Dulberg was invited to the McGuireâ€™s property to see if he wanted any of the wood from 
the tree.


On June 28, 2011, at the Property, Gagnon was operating a chainsaw to remove branches 
from a tree and cut it down on the Property.


The McGuireâ€™s purchased and owned the chainsaw that was being utilized to trim, remove 
branches and cut down the tree.


William physically assisted with removing the cut branches from the work area while 
supervising Gagnonâ€™s actions.


Caroline physically assisted by retrieving and providing any and all tools requested by 
William McGuire and David Gagnon while supervising Gagnonâ€™s and Williamâ€™s actions.


Gagnon was acting on behalf of the McGuiresâ€™ under their supervision and at the 
McGuiresâ€™ direction.


Caroline, William, and Gagnon all knew, or show have known that a chainsaw was dangerous 
and to take appropriate precautions when utilizing the chain saw.


The safety information was readily available to Caroline and William as the safety 
instructions are included with the purchase of the chainsaw.


The safety information indicated that the failure to take appropriate caution and safety 
measures could result in serious injury.


The safety information indicated that the likelihood of injury when not properly 
utilizing the chainsaw or not following the safety precautions is very high.


The safety instructions outlined are easy to follow and do not place a large burden on 
the operator of the chainsaw or the owner of the property.


Caroline McGuire, William McGuire, and David Gagnon had notice of the potentially 
dangerous conditions by acquiring a chain saw that was provided with attached warnings 
and safety information implying that a reasonable person should exercise appropriate 
caution and follow the safety instructions for the chainsaw.
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Caroline, William, and Gagnon failed to act as reasonable persons by either not 
exercising appropriate care, failing to follow the safety instructions, or failing to 
instruct Gagnon to exercise appropriate care and/or follow the safety instructions.


Caroline and William, owners of the property and the chainsaw, instructed Gagnon to use 
the chain saw despite Gagnon not being trained in operating the chainsaw.


Caroline and William failed to instruct and require that Gagnon utilize the chainsaw only 
in compliance with the safety measures outlined in the ownerâ€™s manual.


Gagnon failed to utilize the chainsaw in compliance with the safety measures outlined in 
the ownerâ€™s manual.


Caroline and Gagnon asked Dulberg to assist.


Caroline, William and Gagnon failed to provide Dulberg with any of the safety information 
outlined in the ownerâ€™s manual.


Caroline and William McGuire failed to provide Gagnon or Dulberg with any of the 
protective equipment necessary for the type of work to be performed as written within the 
safety measures outlined in the ownerâ€™s manual.


Gagnon operated the chainsaw in close proximity to Dulberg and it struck Dulberg in the 
right arm, Dulbergâ€™s dominant arm, cutting him severely requiring medical attention to 
save Dulbergâ€™s life.


Dulberg incurred substantial and catastrophic injuries, including, but not limited to, 
pain and suffering, loss of use of his right arm which resulted in a finding of permanent 
disability by Social Security Administration on April 20, 2017 (Please see Exhibit A 
attached); current and future medical expenses in amount in excess of $260,000.00; 
Dulbergâ€™s lifelong career in photography, graphic design, and commercial printing; lost 
wages in excess of one million dollars; and other damages.


POPOVICH AND MAST


On or about December 1, 2011 Dulberg hired Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, 
individually to represent him in prosecuting his claims against Gagnon and the McGuires.


Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, individually entered into an attorney client 
relationship with Dulberg. exhibit (Use contract for legal services)


Based upon the attorney client relationship, Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, 
individually owed professional duties to Dulberg, including a duty of care.


On February 1, 2013, The McGuires filed a counterclaim against Gagnon. exhibit (CROSS-
CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS CO-DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON File stamped 2/1/2013)


The cross-claim accused Gagnon of the following negligent acts and/or omissions:
a. Caused or permitted a chainsaw to make contact with Plaintiffs right arm;
b. Failed to operate said chainsaw in a safe and reasonable manner so as to avoid 
injuring Plaintiff's right arm;
c. Failed to maintain a reasonable and safe distance between the chainsaw he was 
operating and Plaintiff's right arm;
d. Failed to properly instruct Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating 
chainsaw;
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e. Failed to properly warn Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating
chainsaw;
f. Failed to maintain the chainsaw in the idle or off position when he knew or should 
have known that Plaintiff was close enough to sustain injury from direct contact with the 
subject chainsaw;
g. Failed to maintain a proper lookout for Plaintiff while operating the subject 
chainsaw;
h. Failed to maintain proper control over an operating chainsaw;
i. Was otherwise negligent in the operation and control of the subject
chainsaw.


David Gagnon has never filed an answer to this counterclaim by the McGuires.


Popovich hid and altered key documents that supported the version of events of the day of 
the chainsaw accident told by Dulberg and contradicted the version of events told by 
Gagnon, Carolyn McGuire, and Bill McGuire from Dulberg, the opposing counsel, and 
Dulberg's future attorneys, including the Baudins.


Popovich and Mast coerced Dulberg into settling with the McGuires for $5,000 in January, 
2014.   legal malpractice case Dulberg v Hans Mast, Thomas Popovich, and the Law Office 
of Thomas J. Popovich (12LA178) in McHenry County, .


Dulberg filed for bankruptcy in November, 2014.


Hans Mast and Thomas Popovich repeatedly tried to get Dulberg to settle with Gagnon for 
$50,000 or less.


Dulberg eventually fired Popovich and Mast in March, 2015, just after canceling a 
preconference settlement hearing that Mast scheduled in which Mast was proposing on 
Dulberg's behalf to drop the case against Gagnon for $50,000, telling Dulberg in an 
email, "the insurance limit is $100,000 and no insurance company will pay even close to 
that".


BULKE


On March 19, 2015 Dulberg retained Attorney Brad Bulke, who claimed he was willing to 
take the case against Gagnon to trial.


As Dulberg's attorney, Brad Bulke asked the judge for a settlement conference and urged 
Dulberg to settle with Gagnon for $50,000.  exhibit.


Bulke told Dulberg that if he does not agree with a settlement of $50,000, Bulke cannot 
continue to be his attorney.


Dulberg refused to participate in a pre-trial settlement conference and fired Bulke in 
June, 2015. exhibit.


On June 12, 2015 Dulberg sent an email to Bulke stating:  "Hi Brad,
Please expect a call from Randall Baudin's office.
Please share whatever it is they need concerning this case."


BAUDINS AND OLSEN


Dulberg called the office of Baudin & Baudin a few times, but nobody called back.


Dulberg's mother knew that Randall Baudin Sr had represented Scott Dulberg a few years 
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back and she recommended Randall Baudin Sr to Dulberg.


Dulberg along with his mother (Barbara Dulberg) and brother Tom Kost went to meet with 
Randy Baudin Sr at Baudin & Baudin to discuss possible representation.


Upon entering the office of Baudin & Baudin, Dulberg met with a receptionist who called 
herself Myrna who introduced Dulberg to Randy Jr and Kelly Baudin attorneys of the firm.


When Barbara Dulberg inquired about Randy Baudin Sr, she was told that he was not 
available, not real active these days but doing okay.


A meeting took place.


Dulberg's fee agreement is with Baudin & Baudin (attached - Dulberg 002620) which at the 
time was located at:
2100 Huntington Dr., Suite C Algonquin IL. 60102


W. Randall Baudin II and Kelly Baudin belong to Baudin Law Group, Ltd. which at the time 
was located at:
304 McHenry Ave, Crystal Lake, IL 60014


Many Emails with Myrna Thompson aka Myrna Boyce their secretary are from myrna@blgltd.com 
and myrna@lawbaudin.com with the logo of Baudin Law Group Ltd.


Emails with Randy Baudin Jr are from randybaudin2@gmail.com


Emails with Kelly Baudin are addressed kelly@lawbaudin.com 


Other emails used copier@blgltd.com


Dulberg clearly informed W. Randall Baudin Jr and Kelly Baudin at their opening meeting 
that he intended to take the case to trial and after what happened with Popovich, Mast 
and Bulke, he did not want an attorney who was not willing to take the case against 
Gagnon to a jury trial.


W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin agreed to take the case to trial if necessary.


At their first meeting Dulberg gave W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin 2 different 
packets of case files, one in a box from Bulke and the other from the Popovich Law Firm 
in a brown jacket folder.  W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin did not want the box of 
files from Bulke and took only the organized brown jacket folder.


On September, 22, 2015 Dulberg hired Baudin & Baudin, W. Randal (Randy) Baudin II and 
Kelly Baudin to represent him in prosecuting his claims against Gagnon. exhibit - fee 
agreement


W. Randal Baudin II, Kelly Baudin, and Baudin & Baudin entered into an attorney client 
relationship with Dulberg.


Based upon the attorney client relationship, W. Randal (Randy) Baudin II, and Kelly 
Baudin, and Baudin & Baudin owed professional duties to Dulberg, including a duty of 
care.


Popovich hid key documents that supported the version of events of the day of the 
chainsaw accident told by Dulberg and contradicted the version of events told by Gagnon, 
Carolyn McGuire, and Bill McGuire from Dulberg, the opposing counsel, and Dulberg's 
future attorneys, including the Baudins.


A $7,500 offer made by Popovich and Mast on October 22, 2013 in Dulberg's name to settle 
the case with the McGuires was not included in the brown jacket folder (or the box of 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 30 of 915







Exhibit AC
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_2_baudin_olsen_complaint.txt


files) because Popovich and Mast did not include it.  


A pharmacy receipt with the time of presciption pick up given to Mast by Dulberg at their 
first meeting on December 1, 2011, which was a key piece of evidence corroborating 
Dulbergs version of events on the day of the chainsaw accident and directly contradicting 
the version of events told by Gagnon, Carolyn McGuire and Bill McGuire, was also not 
included in the brown jacket folder (or the box of files) because Popovich and Mast did 
not include it.


Upon reviewing Dulberg's case against Gagnon, W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew 
or should have known that on February 1, 2013 a counterclaim was filed against Gagnon by 
the McGuires on February 1, 2013.


W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew or should have known that Gagnon has never 
filed an answer to the McGuires's counterclaim.


W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew or should have known that because Gagnon did 
not answer the counterclaim filed on February 1, 2013, Gagnon was effectively admitting 
the facts stated in the counterclaim were true.  The Baudins never told this to Dulberg.


W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew or should have known that documents such as 
"Gagnon deposition exhibit 1" were highly questionable and showed evidence of being 
manipulated.  The Baudins never told this to Dulberg.


W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew or should have known that Gagnon never filed 
answers to the interrogatories sent by Popovich and Mast.  The Baudins never told this to 
Dulberg.


W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin never asked Gagnon's counsel for the answers to 
interrogatories.  The Baudins never informed the judge that they never received Gagnons 
answers to interrogatories.


On July 15, 2016 at 2:22 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Kelly and I would like speak with you and your mom Monday 
night at 630"


On July 15, 2016 at 2:27 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Okay, Monday the 18th at 6:30 pm. Do we need to bring anything?"


On July 15, 2016 at 2:29 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Maybe the social security report if you have it? We will 
Jameson's Charhouse crystal lake at 630 in meeting room there."


On July 18, 2016 at 4:26 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Still on for tonight?"


On July 18, 2016 at 4:26 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Yes sir."


On July 18, 2016 W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin invited Dulberg and his mother, 
Barbara Dulberg, to dinner at Jamison Charhouse


At the dinner... 


On July 18, 2016 at 8:54 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Would we be in a better position if the SSDI decision was already in 
and would that make a difference in the amount the arbitration judge would award?"


On July 18, 2016 at 8:56 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "No we have the dr reports. You can tell the judge about it 
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in mediation as well. More informal and you can get more info in without being restricted 
by rules of evidence. And I can't promise in a trial they won't bring the felony drug 
charges up. Believe me the binding mediation is the best route.  We are in the best spot 
now with the momentum on our side and being able to present your case in mediation 
without any new testimony from defendant"


On July 18, 2016 at 9:00 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "We are in the best spot now with the momentum on our side 
and being able to present your case in mediation without any new testimony from 
defendant"


On July 18, 2016 at 10:09 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "If we went to trial I'm not worried about those drug 
charges. I've had to explain myself about that for decades. It's pretty simple, I screwed 
up at a young age, was honest about it, admitted my wrong and took my punishment. Then I 
moved on with life, worked hard for 17 years for many employers in this county who all 
have nothing but good things to say about my time with them while at the same time I 
created a legitimate business that lasted 12 years till this incident. I believe my past 
felony will be a non issue because it actually shows a lot about my character, being 
honest when I'm in the wrong is something most people won't do even if being honest cost 
me a few years. If Allstate does bring it up, their own client did the same thing only 
worse, he and his whole family was caught dealing drugs only to underage kids and he was 
the ringleader. They were just lucky that when they got caught it was before mandatory 
sentences for those offenses were in place. but it doesn't change what they did, 
exploiting underage children with drugs for money is far worse than my simple possession 
charge. I have the actual police reports if we need them. If this does go to trial, 
Allstate lawyers had better read the depositions of their client and his family. if they 
do I don't believe their going to put their client or anyone from his family on the stand 
just to purger themselves over and over again in front of a jury unless the want to lose. 
All they have is possibly some dr who isn't impartial questioning the results of the dr's 
I was sent to see. In the end after the Dr's have it out on the stand all that remains is 
me who nearly died, had 40% of my arm severed and the edges turned to hamburger by a 
chainsaw then just stitched back together with a few threads with hope that I might get 
some use yet. Well I do have limited use but it's not enough to do the daily functions we 
all need to do in order to take care of ourselves and it doesn't take a Ph.D. to see or 
understand that a chainsaw does that. Ok, I realize I just ranted a lot but its all good. 
I'll let you know in the morning"


On July 18, 2016 at 10:12 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "So sorry came in garbled. Are you taking our recommendation 
as to the binding mediation?"


On July 18, 2016 10:13 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "You will have an answer tomorrow"


On July 19, 2016 at 12:23 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Sorry but I want to get this to you while its fresh Please 
answer this in the morning How are costs and attorney fees handled in binding 
arbitration? Do they come out of the award or are they in addition to the award like a 
trial?"


On July 19, 2016 at 3:57 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Both Handled the same as trail."


On July 19, 2016 at 7:02 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Does that mean your fees and costs are awarded separate from the 
award or do they still come out of the 300k cap?"


On July 19, 2016 at 7:06 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "If at trial and win 300 max Costs not above that. Same as 
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mediation. We can ask for judge to award costs in both. Up to judge to award. Also costs 
mean filing fee service fee. Not the costs like experts bills On


On July 19, 2016 at 7:54 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "We are thinking that if we can get Allstate to agree in advance and 
in writing to cover your % (fee) and all the costs including deposition fees, expert 
witness fees and medical above and beyond any award the arbiter sees fit then we would be 
willing to go forward. Let's just see if they are open to it"


On July 19, 2016 at 7:56 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "They won't. The judge will decide what the award is and that 
is the award. We again urge you to do the binding mediation."


On July 19, 2016 at 8:10 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "I just read the statute on arbitration and it seems to me that your 
fees and all the costs can be agreed to in advance with the exception of fees for the 
arbitration itself. I need to feel that there is something covered. Particularly the 
monies we already laid out otherwise just the momentum in our favor isn't enough because 
the momentum has always been in our favor. It doesn't hurt to ask Allstate if they would 
agree to pay these separate from the award"


On July 19, 2016 at 8:18 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "In essence Allstate is already setting terms on us not to go after 
their clients personal assets. Irregardless if their are any assets. So I think it's only 
fair that they cover fees and costs in advance"


On July 19, 2016 at 8:40 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "They are the ones pushing for arbitration correct? Why?"


On July 19, 2016 at 8:47 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "I have to run to the dr's appointment. I'd tell Kelly to ask that 
Allstate wait till possibly Thursday for their answer. It's not like it cost them 
anything"


On July 19, 2016 at 10:07 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "I told you they don't care if we arbitrate. We as your 
lawyers say that it is the best that you do the binding mediation. We are deciding this 
based on facts and odds as to give you the best outcome. It appears to me that you are 
still looking for some justification or rationalization to carry on as if it will make it 
better. It won't. This will give you the best possible outcome."


On July 19, 2016 at 1:46 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Randy, Yes arbitration is appealing because it saves a few thousand 
dollars and maybe a few years but I don't like the idea of being blindly boxed in on 
their terms alone without any assurances as to your fees, medical expenses or even what 
we spent out of pocket in costs to get here. I want some assurances/concessions on their 
part prior to walking in or it's no deal. Going in blind with no assurances, I can't help 
but to feel like a cow being herded thinking its dinner time but it's really slaughter 
time. They need to give somewhere prior to arbitration or it's a good indication as to 
how they will negotiate once we start. In other wards, if they won't concede anything 
prior to arbitration then they won't negotiate or concede anything once the arbitration 
starts and if that's the case, what's the point. We need something to show they are 
sincere in trying to resolve this. Up the lower limits from 50k to 150k, concede on the 
medical portion, out of pocket expenses, attorneys fees or how about just resolving their 
portion and leave their chainsaw
wielding idiot open to defend himself in this lawsuit. Perhaps they can give on something 
I haven't thought of yet, Anything will do but giving on nothing prior to walking in 
there spells out what I'm going to get and if that's the case then I'll spend money and 
roll the dice. Convince me I'm not going being lead to slaughter and I'll agree To do it"
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On July 19, 2016 at 4:28 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "So sorry your texts come in out of order. Binding mediation 
or no."


On July 20, 2016 at 8:43 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Ok, I have to ask about rules of evidence in a trial vs. arbitration 
I know that you said it gives me the personal ability to talk with the arbiter about 
things that would not be allowed at a trial. My question is, is that a two way street, 
can the defense pull crap that would never be allowed at trial?"


On July 20, 2016 at 10:00 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "They have no ammo. We have dr opinion unscathed and tree 
expert unscathed bad guy won't be there you will. So we have advantage"


On July 20, 2016 at 10:21 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to W. Defendant 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Will there be some sort of gag order on me? In other wards 
does this stop me from talking about it in the future?"


On July 20, 2016 at 10:56 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to W. Defendant 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Yes, no?"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:03 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "I doubt there will be any type of confidentiality clause as 
a part of the settlement"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:05 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to W. Defendant 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Can depositions be used?"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:06 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Yes"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:07 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Can phone, text, emails,videos or audio recordings be used?"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:09 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "There aren't any restrictions on what we say or do with the 
judge when we are with him in private. He will give it as much weight or credibility as 
he sees fit, but we can do or say whatever we want to him when we meet. Unlike a trial"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:11 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Can video or phone calls be used by us or the defense to 
reach outside the proceeding to clarify or substantiate any claims made by us or them" 


On July 20, 2016 at 11:20 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Correction; can video or phone calls be made during the 
proceedings that can Clarify, substantiate or rebuke any claims made? You know what I 
mean Like you want to call somebody during the preceding"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:22 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "will be of greatest importance is the nature extent and 
permanence of your injury"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:23 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "And just so you understand, as far as the judges concerned I 
feel that he is going to attribute very little if any negligence to you the matter that 
he"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:25 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "From my understanding, they can have an army of professional 
witnesses ready at the touch of a button ready to tell the judge anything they wish? Is 
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this a possibility?"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:31 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "If we go to trial they sure will. They have no IME they have 
no rebut to tree expert. Again we are in the best position now to get the maximum 
recovery"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:34 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Yes but they can call anyone or produce in writing anything 
they wish with no restrictions at the arbitration correct"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:41 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "They could. But we will be there to refute anything. Again, 
the actual person, you. Not a document."


On July 20, 2016 at 11:44 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg  stating:  "All right, Kelly called and we have Cole show Sean in the 
next hour or so. Kelly had promised her we were calling yesterday, they have to know 
what's going on and make arrangements regarding additional counsel. Again, as your 
attorneys we are strongly urging you to participate in the binding mediation. It is your 
best opportunity for the greatest possible recovery and the guarantee that you would at 
least walk away with something if you got 0. Again, this gives us the most control of the 
situation."


On July 20, 2016 at 11:45 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "So they can bring the defendants in via phone, video, text 
etc... Even if they are not in the physical location nor listed as anyone attending?"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:47 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Show Sean will be there in an adjuster will be there either 
by telephone or in person. She will present a submission to the judge laying out there 
view of the case. Then she will speak their behalf and argue from the depositions that 
have already been presented. There's not going to be any testimony given"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:47 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Also, if they're in a separate room and we are not privy to 
anyon their conversation how can we refute what's going on?"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:47 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "during this proceeding. We can talk to him in private but 
there's no questioning no answers no cross-exam. You're really overthinking this. Just 
stop and listen to your lawyers' advice that's why you hire us."


On July 20, 2016 at 11:48 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "The judge will tell us what their arguments are and he will 
tell them what our arguments are. Did we tell the judge why we think that's not true, and 
conversely they do the same"


On July 20, 2016 at 11:51 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "I'm going into a meeting. I will have about five minutes 
coming up in an hour, during that time I have to have an answer. I ask that you believe 
in us and what we've done for you so far, we haven't misled or put you down the wrong 
path, just have faith."


On July 20, 2016 at 1:04 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Yes binding mediation?"


On July 20, 2016 at 1:24 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Randy, I truly appreciate yours and Kelly's honest advice and I hope 
I continue to receive it in the future. Please don't take this personal because it's not. 
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I value everything you have to offer more than you know. I will be moving forward with 
litigation at this time. However, should Allstate consider a full settlement with no 
strings attached in the future so they can save the cost of litigation or a humiliating 
defeat I'm not opposed to entertaining it and most likely will accept it. This is too 
important to me and my family. I just cannot give up the protections of a public trial 
with the possibility of review should something be handled wrongly in the hopes of saving 
a few thousand dollars and time. Thank you both for your honest advice now let's move 
forward together and enjoy winning this case together."


On July 20, 2016 at 1:49 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Was that response garbled broken up text or did it go through ok?"


On July 20, 2016 at 3:59 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "You available to talk with your mother as well on the phone 
in a half hour or so"


On July 20, 2016 at 3:59 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Tomorrow morning, 9am, judge Meyers?"


On July 20, 2016 at 4:00 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Yes but on the phone in a half hour"


On July 20, 2016 at 4:02 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Yes on the phone in a half hour is ok but mom is off with grandkids"


On July 21, 2016 at 12:41 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Think you two can get me that copy of the policy soon?"


On July 21, 2016 at 6:28 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Randy, please read page 1 coverage cushion of the gagnon policy. It 
extends coverage to 120% That's 60k more"


On July 21, 2016 at 6:37 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Page 2 guest medical may be an extra 1k"


On July 21, 2016 at 7:00 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Please let Kelly know that I want the high end of the Adr policy 
limit increased by 20% along with adding 20% to and judgement below the high end limit"


On July 21, 2016 at 7:09 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Oh yeah, your thoughts of him being dropped is a joke. His Gold 
coverage says he cannot be dropped no matter how many claims are made. Just thought you'd 
like to know that. You really should read the policy"


On July 27, 2016 at 11:14 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Just so you know, just received a letter from the Social 
Security Administration and its a Notice of Affirmation and order of Appeals Council 
Remanding Case back to the Administrative Law Judge"


On July 27, 2016 at 11:14 AM
Great


On July 27, 2016 at 11:21 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Thank goodness that I kept the right to review by an appeal"


On July 28, 2016 at 6:17 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Morning Randy, If there was some sort of business contract between 
Gagnon and his Parents why couldn't any of them even come close as to what the terms 
were? Secondly, where are the cashed checks or contract? I was there the day this 
happened. I didn't hear anything that sounded like it was more than a son doing work for 
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his parents as a favor. Nothing more. This seems to me to be yet anything that sounded 
like it was more than a son doing work for his parents as a favor. Nothing more. This 
seems to me to be yet another ploy to negate their financial responsibility and was 
conceived of after the fact."


On July 28, 2016 at 6:24 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "If I remember correctly, David said in his dep that he was elected 
to do the work. Why say elected if he was contracted?"


On July 28, 2016 at 6:47 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Sorry, I'm driving and it looks garbled again. But it says 
if there's an agreement or contract so I'm guessing, if he knows what is not going to 
give you coverage, he will testify that way. But he has already testified that he was 
receiving $15 an hour, and that you were going to get the same. What you get is a 
relevant or what you got, and I know you didn't get paid. It's also irrelevant whether or 
not he actually got paid, especially in light of how it turned out, I guess it's just 
whether or not there was an agreement and it didn't have to be in writing. If at trial, 
they all say that there was some agreement or in an action to exclude coverage before 
trial, i'm guessing they're all going to be on the same page. The issue as to whether or 
not there is coverage, is different from the trial. That's a trial before the trial and 
that is something that we would have to win."


On July 28, 2016 at 6:53 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Since they didn't think enough ahead of the dep to get their 
storylines straight as to the payment/terms for this supposed agreement I believe that is 
enough to show there was no agreement and this is just another fabrication. Not unlike 
the other fabrications created throughout their deps. It is an obvious pattern. Expose it 
and their done even in front of a conservative jury or a trained judge acting as an bait 
or or mediator"


On July 28, 2016 at 6:54 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Bait means arbiter"


On July 28, 2016 at 6:56 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "This issue will not come to fruition and biding mediation. The 
Allstate in-house lawyers have not put two and two together"


On July 28, 2016 at 6:57 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "They have to prove this claim and they can't."


On July 28, 2016 at 7:00 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Am I allowed to make erroneous claims without proof? If not, why 
would their erroneous claims without proof be allowed?"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:02 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "It would be something called dec action which would be 
brought by ALLSTATE. Yes evidence would be presented but there aren't any guarantees 
regarding what the judge would decide"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:06 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "I'm sure any experienced judge would see this for what it is. A 
fraudulent attempt to negate any and all financial responsibility for the wreck less 
actions committed that day. They have no proof other than the words of those who already 
lied under oath"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:06 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Dozens of times"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:11 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "I'm sure a rational experience judge would think so, but 
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those are few and far between. That's why the law books are full of appeals. The legal 
system is not fair, and not rational. Otherwise things could just be input into a 
computer and the answer would spit out."


On July 28, 2016 at 7:13 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "If someone hits you with their car does it matter if they were being 
paid to drive that car? If not how is this any different?"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:14 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Actually that does, a lot of car policies exclude paid for 
hire. Also, every type of policy affords different types of coverage and has different 
exclusions so homeowners policies are different than car policies"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:18 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "I have a question that's related but different. Why were the 
defendants privy to my deposition prior to giving their own? Carol slipped in her dep and 
said things she couldn't have known unless someone coached her and gave her inside 
information about my deposition. If this happened, and clearly it is, what's to say they 
weren't coached to claim this was a contract just so he insurance company had an out?"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:20 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "I'm not sure who would've coached them because if this was 
an issue that ALLSTATE realized it would've been dealt with a long time ago"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:21 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "When it smells foul, it's foul"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:23 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Defendants certainly are foul."


On July 28, 2016 at 7:23 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Look, they claim it's a contract but when asked the details non of 
the parties supposedly involved with the contract can get any of the details even 
remotely the same. Like I said this is a ploy and nothing more"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:25 AM Yeah I'm not sure I don't know. Could be dabbing if they have 
a canceled check or something from previous work to say hey look we've paid him for doing 
stuff around the house before. But even if not you would have testimony that they had an 
agreement. Whether or not it's true is another story


On July 28, 2016 at 7:26 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Ploy means rouse"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:28 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "If they had a check it should have been entered into evidence by 
now. Since they don't too bad for them."


On July 28, 2016 at 7:29 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "That would be a separate action. Nobody has even raised the 
issue of payment whether he's liable or not is"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:29 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "One issue. Whether or not there is coverage is a separate 
completely separate action that would be between ALLSTATE and him"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:30 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Since when is it ok to entertain unsubstantiated claims this far 
along with no evidence any of it it remotely true"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:42 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
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Baudin II stating:  "I just had to go back to carols dep. she claimed she gave money to 
David so he had something to claim on his taxes, not for the work being performed. David 
claims an hourly wage and the father, Bill claimed Carol gave him a pair ago pants. 
Probably a gift as a thank you. None of these things are even close to being the same but 
all are suggestive and not proof of anything because their so vastly different"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:53 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "I am more curious who Carol hired to remove the tree and would be 
more interested questioning that company they were hired prior to the day of the 
incident. This would go a long way to putting David's claim of a contract to rest"


On July 28, 2016 at 7:57 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "It's not even a contract it was just an agreement that 
doesn't have to be something formal written it's like hey I'll pay you some money to take 
the tree down. Headed into a meeting. I'll keep you up-to-date on any new information"


On July 28, 2016 at 8:25 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "If Carol, as she claimed, had previously entered into a contract 
with a real professional tree removal company why would she also agree to pay her son to 
remove the same tree? Unless, this is some sort of afterthought in an attempt to find 
ways of not paying for the damage they caused. They cannot play both sides of the street 
at the same time. They lied about this just as they lied about other things that happened 
that day all attempts to lessen the amount of damage done to me and lessen their 
responsibilities and misdirect blame and responsibility"


On July 28, 2016 at 8:26 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "The patterns are obvious and easily proven to be lies"


On July 28, 2016 at 9:37 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "From Carol knowing what I said in my Deposition, claiming the 
hospital and doctors gave her my personal medical information to the claims that she 
entered into some sort of verbal agreement with her son for business purposes sounds more 
like insurance company lawyers entering into an verbal agreement with their clients to 
skew the truth so they have some sort of out in exchange for representation in court."


On July 28, 2016 at 9:40 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "If that's the case almost any claim made against an insurance policy 
can be thrown out based on verbal agreements with no proof to back up the story or lies 
being told"


On July 28, 2016 at 9:42 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "I see this a a malicious attempt to get away with little or or no 
consequences and just makes me want to expose all of this to a jury even more"


On July 29, 2016 at 9:17 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "Any chance Myrna can send me that asset report today? Also, there 
may be another asset that won't show up on his report. Rumor has it that David Gagnon had 
an auto accident and had to undergo some sort of surgery on his back and is in the 
process of suing for his injury."


On August 2, 2016 at 3:47 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "What is a bad faith letter?"


On August 2, 2016 at 5:30 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Has one been sent to the Allstate adjusters?"


On August 8, 2016 at 8:29 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "What is happening this Wednesday in court now that Allstate 
is getting their independent medical exam in September or October?"
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On August 12, 2016 at 9:22 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Morning Randy, Ok, it's driving me bananas over here, I'd 
like to know exactly what it is about the medical that's the issue in my case? Please 
call me with the details soon and let's discuss what's best. Thanks, Paul"


On August 16, 2016 at 7:42 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Randy, I have to ask again, why is it wise to agree to 
mediate before permanent disability is determined by social security since the permanent 
disability rating would be a large factor in determining what the insurance adjuster is 
willing to give? Both mom and myself need a real answer to this question"


On September 6, 2016, Megan G. Heeg filed a "MOTION TO APPROVE ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS 
AS AN ADMINISTRATIVE CLAIM"


"2.  Previously, Megan G. Heed, had been the Chapter 7 case Trustee of the above-
referenced case, but this case was recently assigned to a new trustee."


"3.  The employment of the law firm Ehrmann Gehlbach Badger Lee & Considine, LLC was 
approved by the Court on May 27, 2015."


"8.  The time period covered by this application is from November 26, 2014 through 
September 28, 2016."


On September 27, 2016, W. Randall Baudin II signed an affidavit "AFFIDAVIT OF W.RANDALL 
BAUDIN, II PURSUANT TO RULES 2014(a), 2016(b) and 5002 TO EMPLOYEE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 
AS SPECIAL COUNSEL FOR THE TRUSTEE". exhibit


The affidavit is an agreement between the bankruptcy trustee and the Baudin Law Group, 
Ltd. signed by W. Randall Baudin on behalf of the Baudin Law Group.


Section 1 states:  "I am a member of the law firm of Boudin Law Group, Ltd. located at 
304 South McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, IL 60014 and in that capacity I have personal 
knowledge of, and authority to speak on behalf of the firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd. with 
respect to the matters set forth herein.  This Affidavit is offered in support of the 
Applicationb of the Trustee for Authorization to Employ Baudin Law Group, Ldt. as special 
counsel for the Trustee.  The matters set forth herein are true and correct to the best 
of my knowledge, information and belief.


Section 5 of the affidavit states:  "To the best of my knowledge, information and belief, 
Baudin Law Group, Ltd. does not hold or represent a party that holds an nterest adverse 
to the Trustee nor does it have any connection with the Debtor's creditors, or any party 
in interest or their respective attorneys and accountants with respect to the matters for 
which Baudin Law Group, Ltd.  is to be employed, is disinterested as that term is used in 
11 U.S.C. & 101(14), and has no connections with the United States Trustee or any person 
employed in the Trustee's office. except that said firm has represented the Debtor's pre-
petition with respect to the subject personal injury claim."


Section 6, part A states:  "My firm and I are obligated to keep the Trustee fully 
informed as to all aspects of this matter, as the Bankruptcy estate is my client until 
such time as the claim in question is abandoned by the Trustee, as shown by a written 
notice of such abandonment."


Section 6, part D states:  "No settlements may be entered into or become binding without 
the approval of the Bankruptcy Court and the Trustee, after notice to the Trustee, 
creditors and parties of interest."


Setion 6, part E states:  "All issues as to attorneys fees, Debtor's exemptions, the 
distribution of any recovery between the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors, or any 
other issue which may come to be in dispute between the Debtor and the Trustee or 
creditors are subject to the jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court.  Neither I nor any 
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other attorney or associate of the Firm will undertake to advise or represent the Debtor 
as to any such matters or issues.  Instead, the Firm will undertake to obtain the best 
possible result on the claim, and will leave to others any advice or representation as to 
such issues."


Section 6, part F states:  "The Firm is not authorized to grant any "physician's lien" 
upon, offer to protect payment of any claim for medical or other services out of, or 
otherwise pledge or encumber in any way any part of any recovery without separate Order 
of this Court, which may or may not be granted."


On October ##, 2016 W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin informed Dulberg that the 
binding mediation process will take place even though Dulberg does not approve of the 
process and refused to sign the arbitration agreement.  W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly 
Baudin informed Dulberg that the bankruptcy judge had the authority to order the process 
into a mediation agreement without Dulberg's consent, and the judge had already ordered 
the case into mediation.


On October 4, 2016 Dr Craig Phillips issues report.  He wrote:  "He states he is not sure 
of the exact date, but on the date in question he was holding a tree branch at his 
neighbor's house to help David, his neighbor's son, cut the tree branch with a chainsaw. 
He stated he was holding a pine tree
branch, which was a few inches thick, s!ill_attachedto the tree.and while David was 
cutting the branch", be inadvertently cut Mr. Dulberg's right forearm."


On page 6 Dr Craig Phillips writes: 


"Dr. Talerico:
According to the medical records from MidAmerica Hand to Shoulder, Mr. Dulberg was seen 
by Dr. Talerico on December 2, 2011. His history is a 41-year-old male, right hand 
dominant, referred by Dr. t11, Levin, MD, neurologist, for evaluation of an injury 
sustained to the right medial forearm in June 2011.
,;)~'-.1.- was u_sin9a chainsaw when he accidentally struck the volar medial aspect of 
his right forearm in roughly the mid forearm range with a chain saw. He had a large open 
wound down to muscle."


On October 18, 2016 at 10:50 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Hi Randy, since we haven't received the IME report in 10 
days as the Dr stated we would, I'd like to move back the date of the mediation thingy 
I'm being forced into so we have more than only a few weeks to deal with whatever the 
report may show. At least 2-3 months should do it considering the defense has already had 
the treating Dr's reports and depositions for months and years already. Let me know"


On October 21, 2016 at 1:47 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Hi Randy, looks like that board certified dr is quite the 
fabricator. He Should have a degree in creative writing rather than Dr.ing. Wish we had 
videotaped that because I'd post the video on the web right along side his report and let 
his patients see what he really is"


On October 21, 2016 at 1:54 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Myrna said your forwarding the report to dr Kujawa. That's 
good but I don't think we need it to prove Phillips an outright liar who can't pay 
attention to details. Hmmm... Makes me wonder who the hell passed him in med school"


On October 21, 2016 at 1:58 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Where did he come up with that line that the branch was 
still attached to the tree?"
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On October 21, 2016 2:02 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  "That's not from anyone's deposition and you were there so you know I 
gave absolutely no details other than to say that basically a man walked over and used a 
chainsaw on me."


On October 21, 2016 at 2:03 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "He has quite the imagination claiming I said any of the crap 
in his report"


On October 21, 2016 at 2:05 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "I have to look up what board certified Phillips because they 
deserve to know what a liar this guy is."


On October 21, 2016 at 2:06 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Ok enough ranting for now. Let's get together and go over 
this report"


On October 21, 2016 at 2:08 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "While the memories are still fresh"


On October 21, 2016 at 2:15 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to W. Defendant 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Why write a history at all if it's all fabricated? Why say I 
told him stuff when I did not? Why Lie? This is about as unprofessional as it gets. 
Phillips should be made an example of. Sure you don't want the chance to cross examine 
this guy? I sure do"


On October ##, 2016 bankruptcy trustee Olsen filed 2 motions with the bankruptcy court.  
exhibit


On October 31, 2016 Trustee Olsen appeared before bankruptcy judge ## and 


 MR. OLSEN: Good morning, Your Honor. Joseph Olsen, trustee. This comes before the Court 
on two motions. One is to authorize the engagement of special counsel to pursue a 
personal injury litigation, I think it's in Lake County, involving a chainsaw accident of 
some sort. And then, presumably, if the Court grants that, the second one is to authorize 
the estate to enter into -- I'm not sure what you call it, but binding mediation. But 
there's a floor of $50,000, and there's a ceiling of $300,000.


And I guess I've talked with his attorney. He seems very enthusiastic about it. There may 
be some issues about the debtor being a good witness or not, I guess. It had to do with a 
neighbor who asked him to help him out with a chainsaw, and then I guess the neighbor 
kind of cut off his arm, or almost cut
off his arm right after that. There's some bitterness involved, understandably, I guess.


But I don't do personal injury work at all, so I'm not sure how that all flows through to 
a jury, but he didn't seem to want to go through a jury process. He liked this process, 
so...


THE COURT: Very well. Mr. Olsen, first of all, with regard to the application to employ 
the Baudin law firm, it certainly appears to be in order and supported by affidavit. 
Their proposed fees are more consistent with at least what generally is the market than 
some of the fees you and I have seen in some
other matters. One question for you: Have you seen the actual engagement agreement?


MR. OLSEN: I thought it was attached to my motion.


THE COURT: Okay.


MR. OLSEN: If it's not, it should have been. It's kind of an interesting -- actually, 
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this is kind of a unique one. The debtor actually paid them money in advance, and then 
he's going to get a credit if they actually win, which I guess enures, now, to my 
benefit, but that's okay. And there's a proviso for one-third, except if we go to trial, 
then it's 40 percent. So these are getting more creative by the PI bar as we plod along 
here, I guess, but...


THE COURT: It's a bar that's generally pretty creative. And my apologies. I saw the 
affidavit, but you did have the agreement attached, and one was in front of the other. 
And the agreement is just as you describe it. It appears to be reasonable, and so I'll 
approve the application. Tell me about this binding mediation. It's almost an oxymoron, 
isn't it?


MR. OLSEN: Well, I guess the mediators don't know there's a floor and a ceiling. I'm not 
sure where that comes from, but that's -- yeah. And whatever number they come back at is 
the number we're able to settle at, except if it's a not guilty or a zero recovery, we 
get 50,000, but to come back at 3 million, we're capped at 300,000. 


THE COURT: Interesting.


MR. OLSEN: A copy of the mediation agreement should also be attached to that motion.


THE COURT: And I do see that. That appears to be in order. It's one of those you wish 
them luck


MR. OLSEN: I don't want to micromanage his case.


THE COURT: But that, too, sounds reasonable. There's been no objection?


MR. OLSEN: Correct.


THE COURT: Very well. I will approve -- authorize, if you will, for you to enter into the 
binding mediation agreement, see where it takes you.


MR. OLSEN: Thanks, Your Honor.


On October 31, 2016 an order was issued by bankruptcy judge:


"ORDER


THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard on this 31st day of October, 2016 upon the Trustee's 
Motion for Authority to Enter into a â€œBinding Mediation Agreementâ€ , the Court after 
considering the Motion, the statements of counsel, pleadings on file and being fully 
advised in the premises: IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Joseph D. Olsen, Trustee herein, is 
authorized to enter into a â€œBinding Mediation Agreementâ€  as described in the 
Trustee's Motion, and the Trustee may execute such documents as are necessary to 
accomplish the matters set forth herein."


On October 31, 2016 at 10:41AM trustee Olsen sent an email to Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Randy- The Court authorized your appointment this morning, as well as entry into that 
"Binding Mediation Agreement"; Do you want the debtor to /s/ the form, or me as trustee?  
Let me know, thanks."


On October 31, 2016 at 10:50AM Randall Baudin II sent an email to Trustee Olsen stating:  
"You can good ahead sign it."


On ### W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin told Dulberg that even though he does not 
want the binding mediation to take place, he should attend the hearing anyway because the 
judge will look down on a person that doesn't attend as if they are uninterested in their 
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own case.


On December 8, 2016, Dulberg attended the binding mediation with his mother, Barbara 
Dulberg,  even though he did not agree to the process, did not want it to happen, and 
refused to sign any agreement or consent to the process.


Dulberg believed at the time that the bankruptcy judge was the person who ordered the 
case into binding mediation and Dulberg believed the bankruptcy judge had the legal 
authority to make that decision without anyone else's consent.  Dulberg beleived this 
because W. Randall Baudin II told him it was true.


When Paul Dulberg and Barbara Dulberg were sitting alone in a room waiting, Dulberg read 
a document left on the table.  The document was written by Lanford. (exhibit).


The document contained this comment:  "..."


The adr judge ordered an award of $560,000 (exhibit)


W. Randall Baudin II informed Dulberg and Barbara Dulberg that the opposing attorney was 
angry because she was told the case would be settled for $50,000.


Dulberg asked W. Randall Baudin II if the document by Lanford was true.  W. Randall 
Baudin II said, "That's what it says".


Dulberg mentions Malpractice against Popovich to Baudin (for the first time?)


W. Randall Baudin II responded, "...".


Dulberg was informed that the trustee would receive the $300,000 arbitration award, but 
the money would not be issued unless he signed a document, which he signed in order to 
have the money issued to the bankruptcy trustee to pay his creditors. (exhibit) 


(actual date probably December 21, 2016) at 11:14 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text 
message to Defendant W. Randall Baudin II stating:  "Myrna says I'm to meet you in 
McHenry, when and where?"


On December 21, 2016 at 11:16 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "I'm just heading to Panera to meet with a client on the 
route 31. You're welcome to come in anytime and I can tell the gentleman I have to run 
out to the car and have you sign something I can meet you too at your car so come at your 
leisure I should be here for at least A half hour"


On December 21, 2016 at 11:20 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Will be there in approx 15 min"


On December 21, 2016 at 11:39 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "You here?"


On December 21, 2016 at 11:41 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "Here"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:02 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Why would Allstate need a signed release when they agreed to 
let the arbitrator decide what is final and not this afterthought of an agreement?"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:02 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Or I mean release?"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:04 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "The arbitrator did not set these terms. Why are they 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 44 of 915







Exhibit AC
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_2_baudin_olsen_complaint.txt


modifying our original agreement"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:04 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg  stating:  "That's just typically what they do is have the release even 
though there's an award. I have a call into Gooch he's in depositions"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:06 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Ok, but don't send in that document till we get this worked 
out. As of now I'm withdrawing my signature till we have something that works."


On December 21, 2016 at 1:08 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "If I get the go ahead from Tom, we should be fine, is the 
one handling that case. I think it has no effect, but he's the one prosecuting the other 
case while wait to hear what he says"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:10 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Allstate has no business extending letting their client off 
to letting everyone off. What if I find out one of the surgeons left something inside me? 
This should just release the policy they represented at the ADR. Nothing more"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:12 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "It's boiler plate, fill in the blank language. They didn't 
write this specifically for you it's just what they use in all cases"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:14 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Anyone agreeing to their fill in the blank form after the 
ADR agreement is nuts. I expect them to fulfill their ADR agreement with or without this 
release"


On December 21, 2016 at 1:15 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "If they wanted this as part of the agreement it should have 
been done prior to the binding ADR mediation"


On December 22, 2016 at 7:17 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "Morning Randy, I'll be at your office to sign the release 
sometime between 9-10 am. Wish you could just add the changes Thomas gooch suggested and 
save the trip but I'll show up just to put my initials on it."


On December 22, 2016 at 8:57 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg  stating:  "I will be stuck in court MyrnA has a release"


According to the U.S. Bankruptcy Code, Section 726 â€“ Distribution of property of the 
estate


(quote)


(a) Except as provided in section 510 of this title, property of the estate shall be 
distributedâ€”


(1) first, in payment of claims of the kind specified in, and in the order specified in, 
section 507 of this title, proof of which is timely filed under section 501 of this title 
or tardily filed on or before the earlier ofâ€”


(A) the date that is 10 days after the mailing to creditors of the summary of the 
trusteeâ€™s final report; or


(B) the date on which the trustee commences final distribution under this section;


(2) second, in payment of any allowed unsecured claim, other than a claim of a kind 
specified in paragraph (1), (3), or (4) of this subsection, proof of which isâ€”
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(A) timely filed under section 501(a) of this title;


(B) timely filed under section 501(b) or 501(c) of this title; or


(C) tardily filed under section 501(a) of this title, ifâ€”


(i) the creditor that holds such claim did not have notice or actual knowledge of the 
case in time for timely filing of a proof of such claim under section 501(a) of this 
title; and


(ii) proof of such claim is filed in time to permit payment of such claim;


(3) third, in payment of any allowed unsecured claim proof of which is tardily filed 
under section 501(a) of this title, other than a claim of the kind specified in paragraph 
(2)(C) of this subsection;


(4) fourth, in payment of any allowed claim, whether secured or unsecured, for any fine, 
penalty, or forfeiture, or for multiple, exemplary, or punitive damages, arising before 
the earlier of the order for relief or the appointment of a trustee, to the extent that 
such fine, penalty, forfeiture, or damages are not compensation for actual pecuniary loss 
suffered by the holder of such claim;


(5) fifth, in payment of interest at the legal rate from the date of the filing of the 
petition, on any claim paid under paragraph (1), (2), (3), or (4) of this subsection; and


(6) sixth, to the debtor.


(end quote)


Dulberg, as the debtor, was a stakeholder in the bankruptcy estate.  If the first 5 types 
of claimants listed in section 726 are paid in full, Dulberg becomes the sole claimant to 
any remaining money and therefore the sole stakeholder in what remains of the bankruptcy 
estate.


Randall Baudin II and Kelly Baudin and The Baudin Law Group were retained by the trustee 
to represent the bankruptcy estate and Dulberg was the sole stakeholder of all funds in 
the estate once the first 5 types of claimants listed in section 726 have been paid in 
full.  Therefore Randall Baudin II, Kelly Baudin and The Baudin Law Group acting as legal 
counsel for the estate owed a duty of due care to Dulberg when acting in this capacity. 


On December ##, 2016 Dulberg hired legal malpractice attorney Thomas Gooch .   exhibit


Dulberg told Gooch that he was forced into binding mediation and he refused to sign any 
binding mediation agreement.


On December ##, 2016 Gooch wrote a letter to Dulberg in which he wrote:  "..." 


On January 3, 2017, Trustee Joseph Olsen filed "NOTICE TO CREDITORS AND OTHER PARTIES OF 
INTEREST" which contains the of binding mediation award and notice of motion to disburse 
$117,000 to W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin and $15,000 to Dulberg and to pay 
certain attorneys and medical liens.


On November 7, 2017 at 5:25 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  "hi Randy, its Paul Dulberg, just recieved a call from Randy 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 46 of 915







Exhibit AC
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-11-12_2_baudin_olsen_complaint.txt


Sr. Please call me. Thanks, Paul"


On November 7, 2017 at 5:48 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  "What did he want?"


Dulberg later took notes of the conversation from memory.  He intended to send the notes 
to Gooch.  He wrote an email to himself to record the notes.


On November 9, 2017 at 6:04:03 PM CST Dulberg wrote an email from the address 
pdulberg@comcast.net to Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net which states:


To: "Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net" <paul_dulberg@comcast.net>
Reply-To: Paul Dulberg <pdulberg@comcast.net>


Hi Tom,


You wanted to know what Randy Baudin Sr was asking when he called and I said I would need 
a few hours to unpack what he covered in about a 45 minute call So This is my attempt to 
unpack it. I felt like i was interrogated.


Below are a few of the key points that stick out to me. they are in no particular order 
and the wording is not exact because his questions were fast and he was jumping from 
subject to subject, its just some of the things I remember him saying and asking as well 
as how I replied.


Randy Baudin SR. was all over the board with his questions and this is my best 
recollection of the call. He did wake me from a dead sleep with the call and caught me 
completely off guard. In retrospect, I was not prepared for this and some of the 
questions I probably shouldn't have answered. Particularly the ones about the Defendants 
Caroline and Bill McGuire and about Tom Popovich and Hans Mast.


RBS. Randy Baudin Sr. Introduced himself as the head of baudin and baudin law firm who 
handled my case and asked if i see its him on my caller id. He also said his assistant 
was there with him.


PD. I said if its on the caller id than i got it and would have to look later.


RBS. He than said that Thomas Gooch had contacted him and needed some documents and 
information and that in order to provide that information it is important for me to help 
fill in some of the blanks or he is in trouble.


I said ok because I trusted the baudin firm and Thomas Gooch.


RBS. asked how it was that I came to his firm?


PD. I told him my Mom suggested him because he represented my brother a few decades 
earlier and that she swears by him because hes willing to fight for his clients


RBS. he asked what case he represented my brother in


PD. I told him that my brother was a passenger in a car that rolled over and that he had 
taken it to the appellate level


RBS. he said he remembered the name and the case
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RBS. He asked how it was that Randy Jr took the case and why I didnt Meet with him


PD. I said im not sure why we didnt meet with you, its been a long time since then, all I 
remember was going to your office and being introduced to Randy Jr.


RBS He asked if it was at the office down near algonquin and lake in the hills


PD I said yes


RBS. Pressed me a few times as to the details of why I didnt meet with him rather than 
His son.


PD. I figured you were either busy or not in but for whatever reason Randy Jr met with my 
Mom and I instead. I just figured your all part of the same firm and my mom trusted you.


RBS thanked me and my mom for the high praise.


RBS asked if i had dealt with Kelly and Myrna as well


PD I said yes


RBS said something about his son, Randy JR, Randy JR's wife and Myrna were stealing cases 
from him


PD I said what is all this about?


RBS replied, oh now your asking me the questions now


PD I said well yeah is everything ok, whats wrong?


RBS said something about being involved in a 7 digit case and that Randy JR was taking 
cases that he didnt know about.


PD I said Im sorry about all that, I had no idea, is that what this is all about?


RBS asked did you and your mother come to see me?


PD I said at first yes but we ended up Meeting with his son Randy JR


RBS asked if i had met with Randy in Crystal lake and he gave a location


PD I said well yes they said they wanted to meet me at that office at times, why?


RBS asked if Myrna was at that location


PD I said well yes


RBS asked if my mom was doing well


PD I said yes
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RBS asked if i liked village squire


PD I said yes


RBS told me to go there on either monday or tuesday because they have half price burgers


RBS gave me his phone numbers, had me write them down, said he would be in touch with me 
in the future and said he might take me to the village squire sometime.


RBS asked about the case alot


RBS wanted to know what happened, he started asking questions too fast, he asked if it 
was my dominate arm


PD I told him a basic version of what I knew. I was asked by David if i could use some 
wood from a tree he was cutting down at his mothers house. I told Dave i would stop by in 
the morning and see what he had. the next day I went there. His Mother and I got to 
talking about the people we used to work with while Dave and Bill worked at the tree. 
Bill got tired after a while and needed to quit. Dave started saying he needed help 
because he couldn't do it by himself. His mother looked at me and asked if I could help, 
Dave said come on man help me your just sitting there and all i need you to do is hold 
branches so they dont move, its easy. besides I helped clean up at your dads when he 
redid his roof 20 years ago. I said ok, I guess. I got up and helped. everything was 
going fine for a while then Dave did something stupid and hit the gas while he swung the 
chainsaw at me, I couldn't get out of its way and he cut my arm in half. The Dr in the ER 
said I would Have died if I didnt get medical treatment. That is one emergency room trip 
you never want to take.


RBS oh, im so sorry.


Was it your dominate arm, is it ok?


PD yes its my dominate arm, they put it back togeter but it doesnt work well


RBS how many surguries


PD 3


RBS who were the doctors?


PD do you mean the emergency room dr's?


RBS uh whas it the... yes the er surgion


PD um i remember the name Dr. Ford


RBS ok Ill have a talk with him. who else?


PD um i remember Dr sagerman and Dr Kujawa, I still see her


RBS was it at northwestern?


PD um i dont remember that name but for some reason i remember northwest community but 
im...


RBS Dr. Kujawa where
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PD oh she is at alexian brothers


RBS ok. Your ok or are you in pain?


PD I have pains


RBS are you on a drip?


PD no nothing like that


RBS You know i know some great Dr's I could send you to see, and he went on about some 
indian dr and someone he sent there


PD no, no thats ok, ive seen what feels like an army of Dr's already


RBS you sure, I can get you their names, hold on while i get...


PD no thats ok Im good with who im seeing


RBS well ok then but im just saying if you want it


PD Im good


RBS ok so i understand you had some sort of arbitration downtown (and he gave a 
description of the place in chicago)


PD yes it was um I think they called it a binding arbitration but im not sure


RBS it says here 600K no um 300K was it and it looks like its capped


PD um I dont remember any caps but...


RBS


RBS I'm part native american


pd huh


RBS im just joking about that, i made it up


RBS started talking about his relationship with Tom Popovich said he and Tom go way back. 
He asked why I was suing Tom.


PD Because he had Hans Mast lie to me


RBS oh Hans, I know him, Good Guy


PD Thats debatable


RBS what happened with Hans?


PD Hans lied to me about many things. To start he lied about the Mothers homeowners 
insurance Policy. Hans Said they would file a summary judgement the next morning at 9 AM 
and I would get absolutely nothing but if I signed this he could get me 5k on some part 
of the policy that pays that amount irregardless of who gets hurt on their property. We 
argued but He even showed me case law that he said was the law of the land and if I didnt 
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take it I wouldnt get anything. something about 3rd party persons on the property. He 
also said if i didnt sign it his firm would drop me in the suit against the son David 
Gagnon. and later on he said you cant blame me i was just doing what the boss said to do 
and if I didnt like it i could take it up with big Tom the owner of the firm. well I'd 
hate to break it to Hans but just doing what the boss told me to do is not a valid excuse 
and never has been when its unethical.


RBS well now wait a minute Hans is a good guy I know Hans.


PD Im sure you do have a good relation with Hans but Good people do bad things all the 
time and Hans is no exception.


RBS This Gagnon Guy, um


His secretary said, he knew him


RBS you knew this Gagnon Guy


PD Yes


RBS Ok so your complaint is that Popovich had you sign a release against the Mothers 
Homeowners policy?


PD Thats one of my complaints yes


RBS what else


PD well I learned they never actually pulled either policy, lied to me about the limits 
which caused me to go over and file for bankruptcy which I would never would have done 
had they not lied. I lost everything.


RBS They cant let one party go


PD what is that true


RBS there is case law that says you cant let one party go in a lawsuit and keep suing the 
other party involved if both are named.


PD i didnt know that but thats what they did. then to further the harm popovich dropped 
my case after they tried to get me to mediate for only 50k and i wouldnt do it."


(end quote)


The original malpractice lawsuit, filed by Thomas Gooch on October, 2017, claimed damages 
of ### against the Law Office of Thomas J. Popovich and against Hans Mast.


Gooch did not allow Dulberg to read the complaint before filing it with the Court. 


Gooch did not include Thomas J. Popovich, individually as a Defendant.


Thomas Gooch did not mention anything about the bankruptcy in the complaint


Thomas Gooch did not mention that Dulberg never agreed to enter into binding mediation 
and never signed any agreement in the complaint. 


Gooch never mentioned to Dulberg that W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin, the Baudin 
Law Group or Baudin & Baudin did anything inappropriate or that Dulberg has a malpractice 
claim against the Baudins.


Gooch did not include any information about W. Randall Baudin, Kelly Baudin, the Baudin 
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Law Group, Baudin & Baudin or Trustee Olsen or name any of them as defendants.  None of 
their names appeared in the complaint at all.  In the original complaint and the first 
amended complaint, Gooch refers to W. Randall Baudin, Kelly Baudin, Baudin Law Group, and 
Baudin & Baudin as "other attorneys" but never uses the word "Baudin" in any context.


Item 16 of complaint at law states:  "Thereafter, DULBERG retained other attorneys and 
proceeded to a binding mediation before a retired Circuit Judge, where DULBERG received a 
binding mediation award of $660,000.00 in gross, and a net award of $561,000.00.  
Unfortunately, a "high-low agreement" had been executed by DULBERG, reducing the maximum 
amount he could recover to #300.000.00 based upon the insurance policy available.  The 
award was substantially more than the sum of the money, and could have been recovered 
from the McGuire's had they not been dismissed from the complaint."  In the original 
complaint Gooch writes that a "high-low agreement" had been "executed by Dulberg".


Item 24 of first amended complaint at law states:  "Thereafter, DULBERG retrained other 
attorneys and proceeded to a court ordered binding mediation before a retired Circuit 
Judge, where DULBERG received a binding mediation award of $660,000.00 in gross, and a 
net award of $561,000.00.  However, due to the settlement with the McGuires, DULBERG was 
only able to collect $300,000 based upon the insurance policy available."  In the first 
amended complaint by Gooch there is no mention of a minimum or maximum award limit at 
all.


Item 52 of the second amended complaint at law states:  "In December of 2016, Dulberg 
participated in binding mediation related to his claims against Gagnon."


Item 53 of the second amended complaint at law states:  "In December of 2016,  Dulberg 
was awarded a gross amount of $660,000 and a net award of $561,000 after his contributory 
negligence was considered."


Item 54 of the second amended complaint at law states:  "Dulberg was only able to 
recovery approximately $300,000 of the award from Gagnon's insurance and was unable to 
collect from Gagnon personally."


On September 5, 2019 in the Record of Proceedings MR. FLYNN stated:  "The only other 
issue that was raised -- I just reviewed the written discovery yesterday and you had 
(indiscernible) 201(k) that there was a bankruptcy that was mentioned kind of vaguely in 
one of the answers. It sounds or appears that either the bankruptcy judge or the trustee 
had enforced or required a mediation and a high-low agreement. To the extent that those 
documents are responsive to any of the requests -- and I'll have to go through them to 
see if they are. Otherwise I'll just issue a supplemental, but I think the bankruptcy 
file and communications with the trustee are probably responsive to our discovery, so I 
would just request that those be included in our --"


MS. WILLIAMS answered:  "I think we produced a number of the bankruptcy issues, but we 
can talk about it today and definitely try to work out -- there's definitely -- there was 
a bankruptcy. We're not trying to hide that bankruptcy, so. And the trustee did resolve 
-- there was an arbitration based on the trustee's recommendation in the bankruptcy for 
the individual."


In the ongoing legal malpractice lawsuit Dulberg v Hans Mast, Thomas Popovich and the Law 
Office of Thomas J. Popovich (12LA377) under dispute in McHenry County, defense counsel 
Flynn representing Popovich and Mast argues that damages that Dulberg can claim should be 
capped because Dulberg voluntarily entered into an arbitration process with an upper cap 
of $300,000.


On October 29, 2022 Dulberg obtained a copy of the ADR contract that ADR Systems has on 
file.


When the binding mediation contract which the Bankruptcy judge agreed to on October 31, 
2016 is compared to the binding mediation contract which ADR systems has on file, a 
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number of inconsistencies become noticeable (exhibit - images comparing the 2 contracts).


Dulberg's name appears written on the ADR systems contract but Dulberg refused to enter 
into the agreement verbally and in text messages and never signed the contract. 


WHAT THE BAUDINS AND TRUSTEE OLSEN DID:


Faked being attorneys of Baudin & Baudin and stole a case from Baudin Sr?


The Baudins knew or should have known that the counterclaim filed by the McGuires against 
Gagnon on February 1, 2013 was not answered by Gagnon.


The Baudins knew or should have known that because Gagnon did not answer the counterclaim 
filed on February 1, 2013, Gagnon was effectively admitting the facts stated in the 
counterclaim were true.


Baudins knew or should have known that by not answering the counterclaim filed by the 
mcGuires in February 1, 2013, Gagnon was contradicting the statements in what appeared to 
be Gagnon's deposition.


The Baudins knew or should have known that documents such as "Gagnon deposition exhibit 
1" were highly questionable and showed evidence of being manipulated.


Baudins knew or should have known that Gagnon never filed answers to the interrogatories 
sent by Popovich and Mast.


The Baudins never asked Gagnon's counsel for the answers to interrogatories.  The Baudins 
never informed the judge that they never received Gagnons answers to interrogatories.


The Baudins knew or should have known that an audio recording of a telephone conversation 
that Mast claimed to have with Gagnon on April 11, 2012 was missing from the case file.


The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, coerced Dulberg against his will into a binding 
mediation agreement.


Trustee Olsen told the bankruptcy judge that the parties were in agreement and Dulberg 
did not want a jury trial because he wouldn't be a good witness.


Baudins then informed Dulberg the bankruptcy judge is the authority who forced the 
mediation agreement upon the interested parties.


The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, decided that any arbitration award was to be 
capped at $300,000 and forced the upper cap on Dulberg without his consent and while 
ignoring his strong objection.  It is the Baudins and Trustee Olsen that placed the 
$300,000 upper cap on any arbitration award, not Dulberg. 


The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, intentionally gave Dulberg deceptive and 
misleading legal opinions with respect to who has legal authority to make a decision 
concerning the direction of Dulberg's case against Gagnon.


Trustee Olsen and the Baudins intentionally misrepresented Dulbergs wishes to the 
bankruptcy judge.


Somebody forged Dulberg's name on the contract.  Who?
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The Baudins and Trustee Olsen deprived Dulberg of a jury trial in his case against Gagnon 
for his injury that Dulberg has continuously sought since first requesting one in May, 
2012.
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Date : 12/1/2022 6:34:01 AM


From : "Paul Dulberg" 


To : "Alphonse Talarico" 


BCc : "Paul Dulberg" , "Tom Kost" 


Subject : Baudin Complaint - Updated but still unfinished


Dear Mr Talarico,


Below I have corrected many of the errors from the earlier version I sent you on 11/26/2022.


In addition I added sections on GAGNON AND MCGUIRES, POPOVICH AND MAST, 
and BULKE just as a reminder of key points on each.


This isn�t perfect or finished but it�s way better and more accurate than the earlier version you 
have. There were way too many errors in the earlier version.


Paul


Baudin and Olsen Complaint


Relevant Facts


GAGNON AND MCGUIRES


On or about June 28, 2011, Dulberg assisted Caroline McGuire (�Caroline�), William McGuire 
(�William�) (Caroline and William collectively referred to herein as �the McGuires�), and David 
Gagnon (�Gagnon�) in trimming long branches of a pine tree on the McGuires� property.


Caroline McGuire and William McGuire are a married couple, who own real property in 
McHenry, McHenry County, Illinois (�the Property�).


David Gagon is Caroline�s son and William�s stepson.


Paul Dulberg ("Dulberg") lives in the next neighborhood over from the McGuire family.


Dulberg was invited to the McGuire�s property to see if he wanted any of the wood from the tree.
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On June 28, 2011, at the Property, Gagnon was operating a chainsaw to remove branches from a 
tree and cut it down on the Property.


The McGuire�s purchased and owned the chainsaw that was being utilized to trim, remove 
branches and cut down the tree.


William physically assisted with removing the cut branches from the work area while 
supervising Gagnon�s actions.


Caroline physically assisted by retrieving and providing any and all tools requested by William 
McGuire and David Gagnon while supervising Gagnon�s and William�s actions.


Gagnon was acting on behalf of the McGuires� under their supervision and at the McGuires� 
direction.


Caroline, William, and Gagnon all knew, or show have known that a chainsaw was dangerous 
and to take appropriate precautions when utilizing the chain saw.


The safety information was readily available to Caroline and William as the safety instructions 
are included with the purchase of the chainsaw.


The safety information indicated that the failure to take appropriate caution and safety measures 
could result in serious injury.


The safety information indicated that the likelihood of injury when not properly utilizing the 
chainsaw or not following the safety precautions is very high.


The safety instructions outlined are easy to follow and do not place a large burden on the 
operator of the chainsaw or the owner of the property.


Caroline McGuire, William McGuire, and David Gagnon had notice of the potentially dangerous 
conditions by acquiring a chain saw that was provided with attached warnings and safety 
information implying that a reasonable person should exercise appropriate caution and follow the 
safety instructions for the chainsaw.


Caroline, William, and Gagnon failed to act as reasonable persons by either not exercising 
appropriate care, failing to follow the safety instructions, or failing to instruct Gagnon to exercise 
appropriate care and/or follow the safety instructions.


Caroline and William, owners of the property and the chainsaw, instructed Gagnon to use the 
chain saw despite Gagnon not being trained in operating the chainsaw.


Caroline and William failed to instruct and require that Gagnon utilize the chainsaw only in 
compliance with the safety measures outlined in the owner�s manual.
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Gagnon failed to utilize the chainsaw in compliance with the safety measures outlined in the 
owner�s manual.


Caroline and Gagnon asked Dulberg to assist.


Caroline, William and Gagnon failed to provide Dulberg with any of the safety information 
outlined in the owner�s manual.


Caroline and William McGuire failed to provide Gagnon or Dulberg with any of the protective 
equipment necessary for the type of work to be performed as written within the safety measures 
outlined in the owner�s manual.


Gagnon operated the chainsaw in close proximity to Dulberg and it struck Dulberg in the right 
arm, Dulberg�s dominant arm, cutting him severely requiring medical attention to save Dulberg�s 
life.


Dulberg incurred substantial and catastrophic injuries, including, but not limited to, pain and 
suffering, loss of use of his right arm which resulted in a finding of permanent disability by 
Social Security Administration on April 20, 2017 (Please see Exhibit A attached); current and 
future medical expenses in amount in excess of $260,000.00; Dulberg�s lifelong career in 
photography, graphic design, and commercial printing; lost wages in excess of one million 
dollars; and other damages.


POPOVICH AND MAST


On or about December 1, 2011 Dulberg hired Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, 
individually to represent him in prosecuting his claims against Gagnon and the McGuires.


Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, individually entered into an attorney client 
relationship with Dulberg. exhibit (Use contract for legal services)


Based upon the attorney client relationship, Mast, Popovich, and Thomas J. Popovich, 
individually owed professional duties to Dulberg, including a duty of care.


On February 1, 2013, The McGuires filed a counterclaim against Gagnon. exhibit (CROSS-
CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS CO-DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON File 
stamped 2/1/2013)


The cross-claim accused Gagnon of the following negligent acts and/or omissions:
a. Caused or permitted a chainsaw to make contact with Plaintiffs right arm;
b. Failed to operate said chainsaw in a safe and reasonable manner so as to avoid injuring 
Plaintiff's right arm;
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c. Failed to maintain a reasonable and safe distance between the chainsaw he was operating and 
Plaintiff's right arm;
d. Failed to properly instruct Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating chainsaw;
e. Failed to properly warn Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating
chainsaw;
f. Failed to maintain the chainsaw in the idle or off position when he knew or should have known 
that Plaintiff was close enough to sustain injury from direct contact with the subject chainsaw;
g. Failed to maintain a proper lookout for Plaintiff while operating the subject chainsaw;
h. Failed to maintain proper control over an operating chainsaw;
i. Was otherwise negligent in the operation and control of the subject
chainsaw.


David Gagnon has never filed an answer to this counterclaim by the McGuires.


Popovich hid and altered key documents that supported the version of events of the day of the 
chainsaw accident told by Dulberg and contradicted the version of events told by Gagnon, 
Carolyn McGuire, and Bill McGuire from Dulberg, the opposing counsel, and Dulberg's future 
attorneys, including the Baudins.


Popovich and Mast coerced Dulberg into settling with the McGuires for $5,000 in January, 2014. 
  legal malpractice case Dulberg v Hans Mast, Thomas Popovich, and the Law Office of Thomas 
J. Popovich (12LA178) in McHenry County, .


Dulberg filed for bankruptcy in November, 2014.


Hans Mast and Thomas Popovich repeatedly tried to get Dulberg to settle with Gagnon for 
$50,000 or less.


Dulberg eventually fired Popovich and Mast in March, 2015, just after canceling a preconference 
settlement hearing that Mast scheduled in which Mast was proposing on Dulberg's behalf to drop 
the case against Gagnon for $50,000, telling Dulberg in an email, "the insurance limit is 
$100,000 and no insurance company will pay even close to that".


BULKE


On March 19, 2015 Dulberg retained Attorney Brad Bulke, who claimed he was willing to take 
the case against Gagnon to trial.


As Dulberg's attorney, Brad Bulke asked the judge for a settlement conference and urged 
Dulberg to settle with Gagnon for $50,000.  exhibit.


Bulke told Dulberg that if he does not agree with a settlement of $50,000, Bulke cannot continue 
to be his attorney.
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Dulberg refused to participate in a pre-trial settlement conference and fired Bulke in June, 2015. 
exhibit.


On June 12, 2015 Dulberg sent an email to Bulke stating:  "Hi Brad,
Please expect a call from Randall Baudin's office.
Please share whatever it is they need concerning this case."


BAUDINS AND OLSEN


� Dulberg called the office of Baudin & Baudin a few times, but nobody called back.


� Dulberg's mother knew that Randall Baudin Sr had represented Scott Dulberg a few years back 
and she recommended Randall Baudin Sr to Dulberg.


� Dulberg along with his mother (Barbara Dulberg) and brother Tom Kost went to meet with 
Randy Baudin Sr at Baudin & Baudin to discuss possible representation.


� Upon entering the office of Baudin & Baudin, Dulberg met with a receptionist who called 
herself Myrna who introduced Dulberg to Randy Jr and Kelly Baudin attorneys of the firm.


� When Barbara Dulberg inquired about Randy Baudin Sr, she was told that he was not available, 
not real active these days but doing okay.


� A meeting took place.


� Dulberg's fee agreement is with Baudin & Baudin which at the time was located at:
2100 Huntington Dr., Suite C Algonquin IL. 60102
* Add exhibit - (Dulberg 002620 - need to locate non bates stamped version of fee agreement)


� W. Randall Baudin II and Kelly Baudin belong to Baudin Law Group, Ltd. which at the time 
was located at:
304 McHenry Ave, Crystal Lake, IL 60014


� Many Emails with Myrna Thompson aka Myrna Boyce their secretary are from 
myrna@blgltd.com and myrna@lawbaudin.com with the logo of Baudin Law Group Ltd.


� Emails with Randy Baudin Jr are from randybaudin2@gmail.com


� Emails with Kelly Baudin are addressed kelly@lawbaudin.com


� Other emails used copier@blgltd.com
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� Dulberg clearly informed W. Randall Baudin Jr and Kelly Baudin at their opening meeting that 
he intended to take the case to trial and after what happened with Popovich, Mast and Bulke, he 
did not want an attorney who was not willing to take the case against Gagnon to a jury trial.


� W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin agreed to take the case to trial if necessary.


� At their first meeting Dulberg gave W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin 2 different packets 
of case files, one in a box from Bulke and the other from the Popovich Law Firm in a brown 
jacket folder.  W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin did not want to use the box of files from 
Bulke and preferred the organized brown jacket folder.


� On September, 22, 2015 Dulberg hired Baudin & Baudin, W. Randal (Randy) Baudin II and 
Kelly Baudin to represent him in prosecuting his claims against Gagnon. 
* Add exhibit - Baudin & Baudin fee agreement
* Should we add Kelly Baudin here since all we really know is that Kelly is from Baudin Law 
Group?


� W. Randal Baudin II, Kelly Baudin, and Baudin & Baudin entered into an attorney client 
relationship with Dulberg.
* Should we add Kelly Baudin here since all we really know is that Kelly is from Baudin Law 
Group?


� Based upon the attorney client relationship, W. Randal (Randy) Baudin II, and Kelly Baudin, 
and Baudin & Baudin owed professional duties to Dulberg, including a duty of care.
* Should we add Kelly Baudin here since all we really know is that Kelly is from Baudin Law 
Group?


� Popovich hid key documents that supported the version of events of the day of the chainsaw 
accident told by Dulberg and contradicted the version of events told by Gagnon, Carolyn 
McGuire, and Bill McGuire from Dulberg, the opposing counsel, and Dulberg's future attorneys, 
including the Baudins.


� A $7,500 offer made by Popovich and Mast on October 22, 2013 in Dulberg's name to settle 
the case with the McGuires was not included in the brown jacket folder (or the box of files) 
because Popovich and Mast did not include it.  


� A pharmacy receipt with a timestamp was given to Mast by Dulberg at their first meeting on 
December 1, 2011, which was a key piece of evidence corroborating Dulberg's version of events 
on the day of the chainsaw accident and directly contradicting the version of events told by 
Gagnon, Carolyn McGuire and Bill McGuire, was also not included in the brown jacket folder 
(or the box of files) because Popovich and Mast did not include it.


� Upon reviewing Dulberg's case against Gagnon, W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew 
or should have known that on February 1, 2013 a CROSS-CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION 
AGAINTS CO-DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON was filed.


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 60 of 915







Exhibit AD
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 54_Timeline of writing Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-12-01_0634-01__Paul Dulberg_ _Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net__Baudin Complaint - Updated but still un昀椀nished.pdf


* Add exhibit - McGuire's File stamped CROSS-CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS 
CO-DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON


� W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew or should have known that Gagnon has never 
filed an answer to the McGuires's CROSS-CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS CO-
DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON.


� W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew or should have known that because Gagnon did 
not answer the CROSS-CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS CO-DEFENDANT DAVID 
GAGNON filed on February 1, 2013, Gagnon was effectively admitting the facts stated in the 
CROSS-CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS CO-DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON 
were true.  The Baudins never told this to Dulberg.


� W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew or should have known that documents such as 
"Gagnon deposition exhibit 1" were highly questionable and showed evidence of being 
manipulated.  The Baudins never told this to Dulberg.


� W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew or should have known that Gagnon never filed 
answers to the interrogatories sent by Popovich and Mast.  The Baudins never told this to 
Dulberg.


� W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin never asked Gagnon's counsel for the answers to 
interrogatories.  The Baudins never informed the judge that they never received Gagnons 
answers to interrogatories.


� W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin knew that Dulberg had filed for Bankruptcy.


� W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin never informed the circuit court that Dulberg had filed 
for Bankruptcy.


� On July 15, 2016 W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin invited Dulberg and his mother, 
Barbara Dulberg, to meet at Jamison Charhouse.


� On July 15, 2016 at 2:22 PM from (815) 814-2193 Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text 
message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  
"Kelly and I would like speak with you and your mom Monday night at 630"


� On July 15, 2016 at 2:27 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Okay, Monday the 18th at 6:30 pm. Do we need to bring anything?"


� On July 15, 2016 at 2:29 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Maybe the social security report if you have it? We will Jameson's Charhouse crystal lake at 
630 in meeting room there."
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� On July 18, 2016 at 4:26 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Still on for tonight?"


� On July 18, 2016 at 4:26 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Yes sir."


� On July 18, 2016 W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin met with Dulberg and his mother, 
Barbara Dulberg, at the Jamison Charhouse. During this meeting, Randal and Kelly Baudin 
informed Dulberg about ADR and tried to convince Dulberg to say Yes to the ADR. Dulberg did 
not agree with the ADR. Randy asked Dulberg to think it over and Dulberg agreed to think it 
over and get back to him.


� On July 18, 2016 at 8:54 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Would we be in a better position if the SSDI decision was already in and would that make a 
difference in the amount the arbitration judge would award?"


� On July 18, 2016 at 8:56 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"No we have the dr reports. You can tell the judge about it in mediation as well. More informal 
and you can get more info in without being restricted by rules of evidence. And I can't promise in 
a trial they won't bring the felony drug charges up. Believe me the binding mediation is the best 
route.  We are in the best spot now with the momentum on our side and being able to present 
your case in mediation without any new testimony from defendant"


� On July 18, 2016 at 9:00 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"We are in the best spot now with the momentum on our side and being able to present your case 
in mediation without any new testimony from defendant"


� On July 18, 2016 at 10:09 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"If we went to trial I'm not worried about those drug charges. I've had to explain myself about 
that for decades. It's pretty simple, I screwed up at a young age, was honest about it, admitted my 
wrong and took my punishment. Then I moved on with life, worked hard for 17 years for many 
employers in this county who all have nothing but good things to say about my time with them 
while at the same time I created a legitimate business that lasted 12 years till this incident. I 
believe my past felony will be a non issue because it actually shows a lot about my character, 
being honest when I'm in the wrong is something most people won't do even if being honest cost 
me a few years. If Allstate does bring it up, their own client did the same thing only worse, he 
and his whole family was caught dealing drugs only to underage kids and he was the ringleader. 
They were just lucky that when they got caught it was before mandatory sentences for those 
offenses were in place. but it doesn't change what they did, exploiting underage children with 
drugs for money is far worse than my simple possession charge. I have the actual police reports 
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if we need them. If this does go to trial, Allstate lawyers had better read the depositions of their 
client and his family. if they do I don't believe their going to put their client or anyone from his 
family on the stand just to purger themselves over and over again in front of a jury unless the 
want to lose. All they have is possibly some dr who isn't impartial questioning the results of the 
dr's I was sent to see. In the end after the Dr's have it out on the stand all that remains is me who 
nearly died, had 40% of my arm severed and the edges turned to hamburger by a chainsaw then 
just stitched back together with a few threads with hope that I might get some use yet. Well I do 
have limited use but it's not enough to do the daily functions we all need to do in order to take 
care of ourselves and it doesn't take a Ph.D. to see or understand that a chainsaw does that. Ok, I 
realize I just ranted a lot but its all good. I'll let you know in the morning"


� On July 18, 2016 at 10:12 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"So sorry came in garbled. Are you taking our recommendation as to the binding mediation?"


� On July 18, 2016 10:13 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"You will have an answer tomorrow"


� On July 19, 2016 at 12:23 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Sorry but I want to get this to you while its fresh Please answer this in the morning How are 
costs and attorney fees handled in binding arbitration? Do they come out of the award or are they 
in addition to the award like a trial?"


� On July 19, 2016 at 3:57 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Both Handled the same as trail."


� On July 19, 2016 at 7:02 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Does that mean your fees and costs are awarded separate from the award or do they still come 
out of the 300k cap?"


� On July 19, 2016 at 7:06 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"If at trial and win 300 max Costs not above that. Same as mediation. We can ask for judge to 
award costs in both. Up to judge to award. Also costs mean filing fee service fee. Not the costs 
like experts bills On


� On July 19, 2016 at 7:54 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"We are thinking that if we can get Allstate to agree in advance and in writing to cover your % 
(fee) and all the costs including deposition fees, expert witness fees and medical above and 
beyond any award the arbiter sees fit then we would be willing to go forward. Let's just see if 
they are open to it"
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� On July 19, 2016 at 7:56 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"They won't. The judge will decide what the award is and that is the award. We again urge you to 
do the binding mediation."


� On July 19, 2016 at 8:10 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"I just read the statute on arbitration and it seems to me that your fees and all the costs can be 
agreed to in advance with the exception of fees for the arbitration itself. I need to feel that there 
is something covered. Particularly the monies we already laid out otherwise just the momentum 
in our favor isn't enough because the momentum has always been in our favor. It doesn't hurt to 
ask Allstate if they would agree to pay these separate from the award"


� On July 19, 2016 at 8:18 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"In essence Allstate is already setting terms on us not to go after their clients personal assets. 
Irregardless if their are any assets. So I think it's only fair that they cover fees and costs in 
advance"


� On July 19, 2016 at 8:40 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"They are the ones pushing for arbitration correct? Why?"


� On July 19, 2016 at 8:47 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"I have to run to the dr's appointment. I'd tell Kelly to ask that Allstate wait till possibly 
Thursday for their answer. It's not like it cost them anything"


� On July 19, 2016 at 10:07 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"I told you they don't care if we arbitrate. We as your lawyers say that it is the best that you do 
the binding mediation. We are deciding this based on facts and odds as to give you the best 
outcome. It appears to me that you are still looking for some justification or rationalization to 
carry on as if it will make it better. It won't. This will give you the best possible outcome."


� On July 19, 2016 at 1:46 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Randy, Yes arbitration is appealing because it saves a few thousand dollars and maybe a few 
years but I don't like the idea of being blindly boxed in on their terms alone without any 
assurances as to your fees, medical expenses or even what we spent out of pocket in costs to get 
here. I want some assurances/concessions on their part prior to walking in or it's no deal. Going 
in blind with no assurances, I can't help but to feel like a cow being herded thinking its dinner 
time but it's really slaughter time. They need to give somewhere prior to arbitration or it's a good 
indication as to how they will negotiate once we start. In other wards, if they won't concede 
anything prior to arbitration then they won't negotiate or concede anything once the arbitration 
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starts and if that's the case, what's the point. We need something to show they are sincere in 
trying to resolve this. Up the lower limits from 50k to 150k, concede on the medical portion, out 
of pocket expenses, attorneys fees or how about just resolving their portion and leave their 
chainsaw wielding idiot open to defend himself in this lawsuit. Perhaps they can give on 
something I haven't thought of yet, Anything will do but giving on nothing prior to walking in 
there spells out what I'm going to get and if that's the case then I'll spend money and roll the dice. 
Convince me I'm not going being lead to slaughter and I'll agree To do it"


� On July 19, 2016 at 4:28 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"So sorry your texts come in out of order. Binding mediation or no."


� On July 20, 2016 at 8:43 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Ok, I have to ask about rules of evidence in a trial vs. arbitration I know that you said it gives 
me the personal ability to talk with the arbiter about things that would not be allowed at a trial. 
My question is, is that a two way street, can the defense pull crap that would never be allowed at 
trial?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 10:00 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"They have no ammo. We have dr opinion unscathed and tree expert unscathed bad guy won't be 
there you will. So we have advantage"


� On July 20, 2016 at 10:21 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to W. Defendant Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Will there be some sort of gag order on me? In other wards does this stop me from talking about 
it in the future?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 10:56 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to W. Defendant Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Yes, no?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:03 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"I doubt there will be any type of confidentiality clause as a part of the settlement"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:05 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to W. Defendant Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Can depositions be used?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:06 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Yes"
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� On July 20, 2016 at 11:07 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Can phone, text, emails,videos or audio recordings be used?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:09 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"There aren't any restrictions on what we say or do with the judge when we are with him in 
private. He will give it as much weight or credibility as he sees fit, but we can do or say whatever 
we want to him when we meet. Unlike a trial"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:11 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Can video or phone calls be used by us or the defense to reach outside the proceeding to clarify 
or substantiate any claims made by us or them" 


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:20 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Correction; can video or phone calls be made during the proceedings that can Clarify, 
substantiate or rebuke any claims made? You know what I mean Like you want to call somebody 
during the preceding"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:22 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"will be of greatest importance is the nature extent and permanence of your injury"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:23 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"And just so you understand, as far as the judges concerned I feel that he is going to attribute 
very little if any negligence to you the matter that he"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:25 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"From my understanding, they can have an army of professional witnesses ready at the touch of a 
button ready to tell the judge anything they wish? Is this a possibility?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:31 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"If we go to trial they sure will. They have no IME they have no rebut to tree expert. Again we 
are in the best position now to get the maximum recovery"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:34 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Yes but they can call anyone or produce in writing anything they wish with no restrictions at the 
arbitration correct"
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� On July 20, 2016 at 11:41 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"They could. But we will be there to refute anything. Again, the actual person, you. Not a 
document."


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:44 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg  stating:  
"All right, Kelly called and we have Cole show Sean in the next hour or so. Kelly had promised 
her we were calling yesterday, they have to know what's going on and make arrangements 
regarding additional counsel. Again, as your attorneys we are strongly urging you to participate 
in the binding mediation. It is your best opportunity for the greatest possible recovery and the 
guarantee that you would at least walk away with something if you got 0. Again, this gives us the 
most control of the situation."


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:45 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"So they can bring the defendants in via phone, video, text etc... Even if they are not in the 
physical location nor listed as anyone attending?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:47 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Show Sean will be there in an adjuster will be there either by telephone or in person. She will 
present a submission to the judge laying out there view of the case. Then she will speak their 
behalf and argue from the depositions that have already been presented. There's not going to be 
any testimony given"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:47 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Also, if they're in a separate room and we are not privy to anyon their conversation how can we 
refute what's going on?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:47 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"during this proceeding. We can talk to him in private but there's no questioning no answers no 
cross-exam. You're really overthinking this. Just stop and listen to your lawyers' advice that's 
why you hire us."


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:48 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"The judge will tell us what their arguments are and he will tell them what our arguments are. 
Did we tell the judge why we think that's not true, and conversely they do the same"


� On July 20, 2016 at 11:51 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
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"I'm going into a meeting. I will have about five minutes coming up in an hour, during that time I 
have to have an answer. I ask that you believe in us and what we've done for you so far, we 
haven't misled or put you down the wrong path, just have faith."


� On July 20, 2016 at 1:04 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Yes binding mediation?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 1:24 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Randy, I truly appreciate yours and Kelly's honest advice and I hope I continue to receive it in 
the future. Please don't take this personal because it's not. I value everything you have to offer 
more than you know. I will be moving forward with litigation at this time. However, should 
Allstate consider a full settlement with no strings attached in the future so they can save the cost 
of litigation or a humiliating defeat I'm not opposed to entertaining it and most likely will accept 
it. This is too important to me and my family. I just cannot give up the protections of a public 
trial with the possibility of review should something be handled wrongly in the hopes of saving a 
few thousand dollars and time. Thank you both for your honest advice now let's move forward 
together and enjoy winning this case together."


� On July 20, 2016 at 1:49 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Was that response garbled broken up text or did it go through ok?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 3:59 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"You available to talk with your mother as well on the phone in a half hour or so"


� On July 20, 2016 at 3:59 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Tomorrow morning, 9am, judge Meyers?"


� On July 20, 2016 at 4:00 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Yes but on the phone in a half hour"


� On July 20, 2016 at 4:02 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Yes on the phone in a half hour is ok but mom is off with grandkids"


� On July 21, 2016 at 12:41 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Think you two can get me that copy of the policy soon?"


� On July 21, 2016 at 6:28 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
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"Randy, please read page 1 coverage cushion of the gagnon policy. It extends coverage to 120% 
That's 60k more"


� On July 21, 2016 at 6:37 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Page 2 guest medical may be an extra 1k"


� On July 21, 2016 at 7:00 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Please let Kelly know that I want the high end of the Adr policy limit increased by 20% along 
with adding 20% to and judgement below the high end limit"


� On July 21, 2016 at 7:09 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Oh yeah, your thoughts of him being dropped is a joke. His Gold coverage says he cannot be 
dropped no matter how many claims are made. Just thought you'd like to know that. You really 
should read the policy"


� On July 27, 2016 at 11:14 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Just so you know, just received a letter from the Social Security Administration and its a Notice 
of Affirmation and order of Appeals Council Remanding Case back to the Administrative Law 
Judge"


� On July 27, 2016 at 11:14 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
Great


� On July 27, 2016 at 11:21 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Thank goodness that I kept the right to review by an appeal"


� On July 28, 2016 at 6:17 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Morning Randy, If there was some sort of business contract between Gagnon and his Parents 
why couldn't any of them even come close as to what the terms were? Secondly, where are the 
cashed checks or contract? I was there the day this happened. I didn't hear anything that sounded 
like it was more than a son doing work for his parents as a favor. Nothing more. This seems to 
me to be yet another ploy to negate their financial responsibility and was conceived of after the 
fact."


� On July 28, 2016 at 6:24 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"If I remember correctly, David said in his dep that he was elected to do the work. Why say 
elected if he was contracted?"
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� On July 28, 2016 at 6:47 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Sorry, I'm driving and it looks garbled again. But it says if there's an agreement or contract so 
I'm guessing, if he knows what is not going to give you coverage, he will testify that way. But he 
has already testified that he was receiving $15 an hour, and that you were going to get the same. 
What you get is a relevant or what you got, and I know you didn't get paid. It's also irrelevant 
whether or not he actually got paid, especially in light of how it turned out, I guess it's just 
whether or not there was an agreement and it didn't have to be in writing. If at trial, they all say 
that there was some agreement or in an action to exclude coverage before trial, i'm guessing 
they're all going to be on the same page. The issue as to whether or not there is coverage, is 
different from the trial. That's a trial before the trial and that is something that we would have to 
win."


� On July 28, 2016 at 6:53 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Since they didn't think enough ahead of the dep to get their storylines straight as to the 
payment/terms for this supposed agreement I believe that is enough to show there was no 
agreement and this is just another fabrication. Not unlike the other fabrications created 
throughout their deps. It is an obvious pattern. Expose it and their done even in front of a 
conservative jury or a trained judge acting as an bait or or mediator"


� On July 28, 2016 at 6:54 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Bait means arbiter"


� On July 28, 2016 at 6:56 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"This issue will not come to fruition and biding mediation. The Allstate in-house lawyers have 
not put two and two together"


� On July 28, 2016 at 6:57 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"They have to prove this claim and they can't."


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:00 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Am I allowed to make erroneous claims without proof? If not, why would their erroneous 
claims without proof be allowed?"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:02 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"It would be something called dec action which would be brought by ALLSTATE. Yes evidence 
would be presented but there aren't any guarantees regarding what the judge would decide"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:06 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
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"I'm sure any experienced judge would see this for what it is. A fraudulent attempt to negate any 
and all financial responsibility for the wreck less actions committed that day. They have no proof 
other than the words of those who already lied under oath"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:06 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Dozens of times"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:11 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"I'm sure a rational experience judge would think so, but those are few and far between. That's 
why the law books are full of appeals. The legal system is not fair, and not rational. Otherwise 
things could just be input into a computer and the answer would spit out."


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:13 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating: 
"If someone hits you with their car does it matter if they were being paid to drive that car? If not 
how is this any different?"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:14 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"Actually that does, a lot of car policies exclude paid for hire. Also, every type of policy affords 
different types of coverage and has different exclusions so homeowners policies are different 
than car policies"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:18 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"I have a question that's related but different. Why were the defendants privy to my deposition 
prior to giving their own? Carol slipped in her dep and said things she couldn't have known 
unless someone coached her and gave her inside information about my deposition. If this 
happened, and clearly it is, what's to say they weren't coached to claim this was a contract just so 
he insurance company had an out?"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:20 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"I'm not sure who would've coached them because if this was an issue that ALLSTATE realized 
it would've been dealt with a long time ago"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:21 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"When it smells foul, it's foul"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:23 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:
"Defendants certainly are foul."
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� On July 28, 2016 at 7:23 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Look, they claim it's a contract but when asked the details non of the parties supposedly 
involved with the contract can get any of the details even remotely the same. Like I said this is a 
ploy and nothing more"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:25 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:
Yeah I'm not sure I don't know. Could be dabbing if they have a canceled check or something 
from previous work to say hey look we've paid him for doing stuff around the house before. But 
even if not you would have testimony that they had an agreement. Whether or not it's true is 
another story


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:26 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Ploy means rouse"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:28 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"If they had a check it should have been entered into evidence by now. Since they don't too bad 
for them."


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:29 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"That would be a separate action. Nobody has even raised the issue of payment whether he's 
liable or not is"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:29 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"One issue. Whether or not there is coverage is a separate completely separate action that would 
be between ALLSTATE and him"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:30 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Since when is it ok to entertain unsubstantiated claims this far along with no evidence any of it 
it remotely true"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:42 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"I just had to go back to carols dep. she claimed she gave money to David so he had something 
to claim on his taxes, not for the work being performed. David claims an hourly wage and the 
father, Bill claimed Carol gave him a pair ago pants. Probably a gift as a thank you. None of 
these things are even close to being the same but all are suggestive and not proof of anything 
because their so vastly different"
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� On July 28, 2016 at 7:53 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"I am more curious who Carol hired to remove the tree and would be more interested questioning 
that company they were hired prior to the day of the incident. This would go a long way to 
putting David's claim of a contract to rest"


� On July 28, 2016 at 7:57 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to Plaintiff 
Dulberg stating:  
"It's not even a contract it was just an agreement that doesn't have to be something formal written 
it's like hey I'll pay you some money to take the tree down. Headed into a meeting. I'll keep you 
up-to-date on any new information"


� On July 28, 2016 at 8:25 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"If Carol, as she claimed, had previously entered into a contract with a real professional tree 
removal company why would she also agree to pay her son to remove the same tree? Unless, this 
is some sort of afterthought in an attempt to find ways of not paying for the damage they caused. 
They cannot play both sides of the street at the same time. They lied about this just as they lied 
about other things that happened that day all attempts to lessen the amount of damage done to me 
and lessen their responsibilities and misdirect blame and responsibility"


� On July 28, 2016 at 8:26 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"The patterns are obvious and easily proven to be lies"


� On July 28, 2016 at 9:37 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"From Carol knowing what I said in my Deposition, claiming the hospital and doctors gave her 
my personal medical information to the claims that she entered into some sort of verbal 
agreement with her son for business purposes sounds more like insurance company lawyers 
entering into an verbal agreement with their clients to skew the truth so they have some sort of 
out in exchange for representation in court."


� On July 28, 2016 at 9:40 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"If that's the case almost any claim made against an insurance policy can be thrown out based on 
verbal agreements with no proof to back up the story or lies being told"


� On July 28, 2016 at 9:42 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"I see this a a malicious attempt to get away with little or or no consequences and just makes me 
want to expose all of this to a jury even more"


� On July 29, 2016 at 9:17 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
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"Any chance Myrna can send me that asset report today? Also, there may be another asset that 
won't show up on his report. Rumor has it that David Gagnon had an auto accident and had to 
undergo some sort of surgery on his back and is in the process of suing for his injury."


� On August 2, 2016 at 3:47 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"What is a bad faith letter?"


� On August 2, 2016 at 5:30 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Has one been sent to the Allstate adjusters?"


� On August 8, 2016 at 8:29 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"What is happening this Wednesday in court now that Allstate is getting their independent 
medical exam in September or October?"


� On August 12, 2016 at 9:22 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Morning Randy, Ok, it's driving me bananas over here, I'd like to know exactly what it is about 
the medical that's the issue in my case? Please call me with the details soon and let's discuss 
what's best. Thanks, Paul"


� On August 16, 2016 at 7:42 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Randy, I have to ask again, why is it wise to agree to mediate before permanent disability is 
determined by social security since the permanent disability rating would be a large factor in 
determining what the insurance adjuster is willing to give? Both mom and myself need a real 
answer to this question"


� On September 6, 2016, Megan G. Heeg filed a "MOTION TO APPROVE ATTORNEYS 
FEES AND COSTS AS AN ADMINISTRATIVE CLAIM"


"2.  Previously, Megan G. Heed, had been the Chapter 7 case Trustee of the above-referenced 
case, but this case was recently assigned to a new trustee."


"3.  The employment of the law firm Ehrmann Gehlbach Badger Lee & Considine, LLC was 
approved by the Court on May 27, 2015."


"8.  The time period covered by this application is from November 26, 2014 through September 
28, 2016."
* Add exhibit - MOTION TO APPROVE ATTORNEYS FEES AND COSTS AS AN 
ADMINISTRATIVE CLAIM
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� On September 27, 2016, W. Randall Baudin II signed an affidavit "AFFIDAVIT OF 
W.RANDALL BAUDIN, II PURSUANT TO RULES 2014(a), 2016(b) and 5002 TO 
EMPLOYEE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. AS SPECIAL COUNSEL FOR THE TRUSTEE". 
* Add exhibit - should we use the Bankruptcy Clerks file (update PDF viewer) or what I believe 
to be the affidavit (Afidavit.Dulberg 14 83578.pdf) as the exhibit?


The affidavit is an agreement between the bankruptcy trustee and the Baudin Law Group, Ltd. 
signed by W. Randall Baudin on behalf of the Baudin Law Group.


Section 1 states:  
"I am a member of the law firm of Boudin Law Group, Ltd. located at 304 South McHenry 
Avenue, Crystal Lake, IL 60014 and in that capacity I have personal knowledge of, and authority 
to speak on behalf of the firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd. with respect to the matters set forth 
herein.  This Affidavit is offered in support of the Application of the Trustee for Authorization to 
Employ Baudin Law Group, Ldt. as special counsel for the Trustee.  The matters set forth herein 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief.


Section 5 of the affidavit states:  
"To the best of my knowledge, information and belief, Baudin Law Group, Ltd. does not hold or 
represent a party that holds an interest adverse to the Trustee nor does it have any connection 
with the Debtor's creditors, or any party in interest or their respective attorneys and accountants 
with respect to the matters for which Baudin Law Group, Ltd.  is to be employed, is disinterested 
as that term is used in 11 U.S.C. § 101(14), and has no connections with the United States 
Trustee or any person employed in the Trustee's office, except that said firm has represented the 
Debtor's pre-petition with respect to the subject personal injury claim."


Section 6, part A states:  
"My firm and I are obligated to keep the Trustee fully informed as to all aspects of this matter, as 
the Bankruptcy estate is my client until such time as the claim in question is abandoned by the 
Trustee, as shown by a written notice of such abandonment."


Section 6, part D states:  
"No settlements may be entered into or become binding without the approval of the Bankruptcy 
Court and the Trustee, after notice to the Trustee, creditors and parties of interest."


Section 6, part E states:  
"All issues as to attorneys fees, Debtor's exemptions, the distribution of any recovery between 
the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors, or any other issue which may come to be in dispute 
between the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors are subject to the jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy 
Court.  Neither I nor any other attorney or associate of the Firm will undertake to advise or 
represent the Debtor as to any such matters or issues.  Instead, the Firm will undertake to obtain 
the best possible result on the claim, and will leave to others any advice or representation as to 
such issues."


Section 6, part F states:  
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"The Firm is not authorized to grant any "physician's lien" upon, offer to protect payment of any 
claim for medical or other services out of, or otherwise pledge or encumber in any way any part 
of any recovery without separate Order of this Court, which may or may not be granted."


� In October, 2016 W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin informed Dulberg that the binding 
mediation process will take place even though Dulberg does not approve of the process and 
refused to sign the arbitration agreement.  W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin informed 
Dulberg that the bankruptcy judge had the authority to order the process into a binding mediation 
agreement without Dulberg's consent, and the judge had already ordered the case into binding 
mediation.
* Pin down date to when Dulberg was informed and move this section to the appropriate place in 
the timeline of this complaint.


� On October 4, 2016 bankruptcy trustee Olsen filed 2 motions with the bankruptcy court.  
* Add exhibit - File stamped Notices & Motions from bankruptcy clerks file and add the date to 
the previous line and place appropriately in the timeline within this complaint. Non file stamped 
Notices found in Dulberg 001883, Dulberg 006510.


� On October 4, 2016 Dr Craig Phillips issues report.  


On page 1 Dr Craig Phillips writes: 
"... He states he is not sure of the exact date, but on the date in question he was holding a tree 
branch at his neighbor's house to help David, his neighbor's son, cut the tree branch with a 
chainsaw. He stated he was holding a pine tree branch, which was a few inches thick, still 
attached to the tree and while David was cutting the branch, he inadvertently cut Mr. Dulberg's 
right forearm."


On page 6 Dr Craig Phillips writes: 


"Dr. Talerico:
According to the medical records from MidAmerica Hand to Shoulder, Mr. Dulberg was seen by 
Dr. Talerico on December 2, 2011. His history is a 41-year-old male, right hand dominant, 
referred by Dr. Levin, MD, neurologist, for evaluation of an injury sustained to the right medial 
forearm in June 2011.
He was using a chainsaw when he accidentally struck the volar medial aspect of his right forearm 
in roughly the mid forearm range with a chain saw. He had a large open wound down to muscle."


� On October 18, 2016 at 10:50 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Hi Randy, since we haven't received the IME report in 10 days as the Dr stated we would, I'd 
like to move back the date of the mediation thingy I'm being forced into so we have more than 
only a few weeks to deal with whatever the report may show. At least 2-3 months should do it 
considering the defense has already had the treating Dr's reports and depositions for months and 
years already. Let me know"
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� On October 21, 2016 at 1:47 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Hi Randy, looks like that board certified dr is quite the fabricator. He Should have a degree in 
creative writing rather than Dr.ing. Wish we had videotaped that because I'd post the video on 
the web right along side his report and let his patients see what he really is"


� On October 21, 2016 at 1:54 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Myrna said your forwarding the report to dr Kujawa. That's good but I don't think we need it to 
prove Phillips an outright liar who can't pay attention to details. Hmmm... Makes me wonder 
who the hell passed him in med school"


� On October 21, 2016 at 1:58 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Where did he come up with that line that the branch was still attached to the tree?"


� On October 21, 2016 2:02 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"That's not from anyone's deposition and you were there so you know I gave absolutely no 
details other than to say that basically a man walked over and used a chainsaw on me."


� On October 21, 2016 at 2:03 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"He has quite the imagination claiming I said any of the crap in his report"


� On October 21, 2016 at 2:05 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"I have to look up what board certified Phillips because they deserve to know what a liar this guy 
is."


� On October 21, 2016 at 2:06 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Ok enough ranting for now. Let's get together and go over this report"


� On October 21, 2016 at 2:08 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"While the memories are still fresh"


� On October 21, 2016 at 2:15 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to W. Defendant Randall 
Baudin II stating:  
"Why write a history at all if it's all fabricated? Why say I told him stuff when I did not? Why 
Lie? This is about as unprofessional as it gets. Phillips should be made an example of. Sure you 
don't want the chance to cross examine this guy? I sure do"
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� On October 31, 2016 Trustee Olsen appeared before the Honorable Thomas M. Lynch in the 
Northern District of Illinois, Western Division, US Bankruptcy Court and the following 
occurred:
* Add exhibit - Report of proceedings.


"MR. OLSEN: Good morning, Your Honor. Joseph Olsen, trustee. This comes before the Court 
on two motions. One is to authorize the engagement of special counsel to pursue a personal 
injury litigation, I think it's in Lake County, involving a chainsaw accident of some sort. And 
then, presumably, if the Court grants that, the second one is to authorize the estate to enter into -- 
I'm not sure what you call it, but binding mediation. But there's a floor of $50,000, and there's a 
ceiling of $300,000.


And I guess I've talked with his attorney. He seems very enthusiastic about it. There may be 
some issues about the debtor being a good witness or not, I guess. It had to do with a neighbor 
who asked him to help him out with a chainsaw, and then I guess the neighbor kind of cut off his 
arm, or almost cut
off his arm right after that. There's some bitterness involved, understandably, I guess.


But I don't do personal injury work at all, so I'm not sure how that all flows through to a jury, but 
he didn't seem to want to go through a jury process. He liked this process, so...


THE COURT: Very well. Mr. Olsen, first of all, with regard to the application to employ the 
Baudin law firm, it certainly appears to be in order and supported by affidavit. Their proposed 
fees are more consistent with at least what generally is the market than some of the fees you and 
I have seen in some other matters. One question for you: Have you seen the actual engagement 
agreement?


MR. OLSEN: I thought it was attached to my motion.


THE COURT: Okay.


MR. OLSEN: If it's not, it should have been. It's kind of an interesting -- actually, this is kind of 
a unique one. The debtor actually paid them money in advance, and then he's going to get a 
credit if they actually win, which I guess enures, now, to my benefit, but that's okay. And there's 
a proviso for one-third, except if we go to trial, then it's 40 percent. So these are getting more 
creative by the PI bar as we plod along here, I guess, but...


THE COURT: It's a bar that's generally pretty creative. And my apologies. I saw the affidavit, 
but you did have the agreement attached, and one was in front of the other. And the agreement is 
just as you describe it. It appears to be reasonable, and so I'll approve the application. Tell me 
about this binding mediation. It's almost an oxymoron, isn't it?


MR. OLSEN: Well, I guess the mediators don't know there's a floor and a ceiling. I'm not sure 
where that comes from, but that's -- yeah. And whatever number they come back at is the number 
we're able to settle at, except if it's a not guilty or a zero recovery, we get 50,000, but to come 
back at 3 million, we're capped at 300,000. 
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THE COURT: Interesting.


MR. OLSEN: A copy of the mediation agreement should also be attached to that motion.


THE COURT: And I do see that. That appears to be in order. It's one of those you wish them 
luck


MR. OLSEN: I don't want to micromanage his case.


THE COURT: But that, too, sounds reasonable. There's been no objection?


MR. OLSEN: Correct.


THE COURT: Very well. I will approve -- authorize, if you will, for you to enter into the 
binding mediation agreement, see where it takes you.


MR. OLSEN: Thanks, Your Honor."


� On October 31, 2016 an order was issued by bankruptcy judge:
* Add exhibits - File stamped ORDER TO EMPLOY SPECIAL COUNSEL and file stamped 
ORDER - authorized to enter into a �Binding Mediation Agreement�


"ORDER


THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard on this 31st day of October, 2016 upon the Trustee's 
Motion for Authority to Enter into a �Binding Mediation Agreement�, the Court after 
considering the Motion, the statements of counsel, pleadings on file and being fully advised in 
the premises: IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Joseph D. Olsen, Trustee herein, is authorized to 
enter into a �Binding Mediation Agreement� as described in the Trustee's Motion, and the 
Trustee may execute such documents as are necessary to accomplish the matters set forth 
herein."


� On October 31, 2016 at 10:41AM trustee Olsen sent an email to Randall Baudin II stating: 
 "Randy- The Court authorized your appointment this morning, as well as entry into that 
"Binding Mediation Agreement"; Do you want the debtor to /s/ the form, or me as trustee?  Let 
me know, thanks."
* Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Emails 2020 August 19\Fwd Re Paul Dulberg 
1483578  12LA178-2.pdf (Page 2)


� On October 31, 2016 at 10:50AM Randall Baudin II sent an email to Trustee Olsen stating: 
 "You can good ahead sign it."
* Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Emails 2020 August 19\Fwd Re Paul Dulberg 
1483578  12LA178-2.pdf (Pages 1-2)
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� In November, 2016 W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin told Dulberg that even though he 
does not want the binding mediation to take place, he should attend the hearing anyway because 
the judge will look down on a person that doesn't attend as if they are uninterested in their own 
case.
* Try and pin down when this conversation took place and add the date and place it in the 
timeline of this complaint in the appropriate place.


� On December 8, 2016, Dulberg attended the binding mediation with his mother, Barbara 
Dulberg,  even though he did not agree to the process, did not want it to happen, and refused to 
sign any agreement or consent to the process.


� Dulberg believed at the time that the bankruptcy judge was the person who ordered the case 
into binding mediation and Dulberg believed the bankruptcy judge had the legal authority to 
make that decision without anyone else's consent.  Dulberg believed this because W. Randall 
Baudin II told him it was true.


� At the ADR, when Paul Dulberg and Barbara Dulberg were sitting alone in a room waiting, 
Dulberg read a document left on the table.  The document was written by Dr. Bobby L. Lanford, 
PhD.
Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg UNDERLYING CASE 
DOCS\Files From Baudin's Office\Dr. Bob\Letter to Atty Baudin from Dr. Lanford 2.17.16.pdf


� The document contained this comment:
"... the McGuires - were also somewhat responsible by letting their son, Mr. Gagnon, use their 
chainsaw - a potentially dangerous tool - without enforcing the warnings and instructions 
available in the owner's manual."


� Towards the end of the Binding Mediation, the Mediator was informing Dulberg that he was 
finding in Dulberg's favor but wasn't going to make the award so high that a neighborhood war 
would break out and Dulberg would to have to wait to find out the award amount. 


� At that point some yelling started outside the room, to Dulberg and Barbara Dulberg it sounded 
like Kelly Baudin and Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Allstate Defense Attorney).


� Dulberg continued to talk with the Mediator and W. Randall Baudin II quickly excused himself 
to deal with the yelling.


� Upon return, W. Randall Baudin II told Barbara Dulberg that Shoshan was angry because she 
was informed they had a deal with prior counsel and the case would be settled for $50,000.


� When W. Randall Baudin II sat down, Dulberg moved Dr. Bobby L. Lanford's report in front of 
W. Randall Baudin II and pointed to the statement "... the McGuires - were also somewhat 
responsible ...". 
Dulberg asked, Is that true? 
W. Randall Baudin II looked and replied, That's what it says.
Dulberg replied, Mast fucking lied.
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� On December 12, 2016 The ADR Mediator The Honorable James P. Etchingham, (Ret) issued 
a Binding Mediation Net Award of $561,000
Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg UNDERLYING CASE 
DOCS\Arbitration Award COMPLETED (00624716xB3A5A) (1).pdf


� W. Randall Baudin II called Dulberg to inform Dulberg of the award.


� W. Randall Baudin II spoke of the $561,000 net award informing Dulberg that both he and 
Kelly thought they did good and unfortunately the cap of $300,000 was in place but we think we 
did good.


� Dulberg replied, Yeah you two did good, real good and I thank both of you sincerely. I just 
can't help it, what I see here is a gift of $261,000 given to those responsible for my injuries by 
Mast.


� W. Randall Baudin II responded, Oh god, you're going to sue Mast aren't you?


� Dulberg Replied, It's too much money lost and that guy caused my bankruptcy by lying. Yeah, 
I have to sue him. I don't have a choice. Want the Job?


� W. Randall Baudin II responded, We aren't that kind of lawyer, we don't do that.


� Dulberg asked, What kind of attorney do I need, what is it called?


� W. Randall Baudin II responded, What you need is called a legal malpractice attorney.


� Dulberg asked, Do you know one?


� W. Randall Baudin II responded, Call Myrna at the office tomorrow. She has the contact 
information on who we use for that.


� Dulberg was informed that the trustee would receive the $300,000 award, but the money would 
not be issued unless Dulberg signed a document, which Dulberg signed in order to have the 
money issued to the bankruptcy trustee to pay his creditors. 
* Add exhibit: Find the Allstate release and add directory tree here.


� On December 21, 2016 at 11:14 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Myrna says I'm to meet you in McHenry, when and where?"


� On December 21, 2016 at 11:16 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  
"I'm just heading to Panera to meet with a client on the route 31. You're welcome to come in 
anytime and I can tell the gentleman I have to run out to the car and have you sign something I 
can meet you too at your car so come at your leisure I should be here for at least A half hour"
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� On December 21, 2016 at 11:20 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Will be there in approx 15 min"


� On December 21, 2016 at 11:39 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"You here?"


� On December 21, 2016 at 11:41 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  
"Here"


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:02 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Why would Allstate need a signed release when they agreed to let the arbitrator decide what is 
final and not this afterthought of an agreement?"


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:02 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Or I mean release?"


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:04 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"The arbitrator did not set these terms. Why are they modifying our original agreement"


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:04 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg  stating:  
"That's just typically what they do is have the release even though there's an award. I have a call 
into Gooch he's in depositions"


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:06 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Ok, but don't send in that document till we get this worked out. As of now I'm withdrawing my 
signature till we have something that works."


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:08 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  
"If I get the go ahead from Tom, we should be fine, is the one handling that case. I think it has no 
effect, but he's the one prosecuting the other case while wait to hear what he says"


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:10 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating: 
"Allstate has no business extending letting their client off to letting everyone off. What if I find 
out one of the surgeons left something inside me? This should just release the policy they 
represented at the ADR. Nothing more"
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� On December 21, 2016 at 1:12 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  
"It's boiler plate, fill in the blank language. They didn't write this specifically for you it's just 
what they use in all cases"


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:14 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Anyone agreeing to their fill in the blank form after the ADR agreement is nuts. I expect them 
to fulfill their ADR agreement with or without this release"


� On December 21, 2016 at 1:15 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"If they wanted this as part of the agreement it should have been done prior to the binding ADR 
mediation"


� On December 22, 2016 at 7:17 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"Morning Randy, I'll be at your office to sign the release sometime between 9-10 am. Wish you 
could just add the changes Thomas gooch suggested and save the trip but I'll show up just to put 
my initials on it."


� On December 22, 2016 at 8:57 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  
"I will be stuck in court MyrnA has a release"


� According to the U.S. Bankruptcy Code, Section 726 � Distribution of property of the estate


(quote)


(a) Except as provided in section 510 of this title, property of the estate shall be distributed�


 (1) first, in payment of claims of the kind specified in, and in the order specified in, section 507 
of this title, proof of which is timely filed under section 501 of this title or tardily filed on or 
before the earlier of�


  (A) the date that is 10 days after the mailing to creditors of the summary of the trustee�s final 
report; or


  (B) the date on which the trustee commences final distribution under this section;


 (2) second, in payment of any allowed unsecured claim, other than a claim of a kind specified in 
paragraph (1), (3), or (4) of this subsection, proof of which is�


  (A) timely filed under section 501(a) of this title;
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  (B) timely filed under section 501(b) or 501(c) of this title; or


  (C) tardily filed under section 501(a) of this title, if�


   (i) the creditor that holds such claim did not have notice or actual knowledge of the case in 
time for timely filing of a proof of such claim under section 501(a) of this title; and


   (ii) proof of such claim is filed in time to permit payment of such claim;


 (3) third, in payment of any allowed unsecured claim proof of which is tardily filed under 
section 501(a) of this title, other than a claim of the kind specified in paragraph (2)(C) of this 
subsection;


 (4) fourth, in payment of any allowed claim, whether secured or unsecured, for any fine, 
penalty, or forfeiture, or for multiple, exemplary, or punitive damages, arising before the earlier 
of the order for relief or the appointment of a trustee, to the extent that such fine, penalty, 
forfeiture, or damages are not compensation for actual pecuniary loss suffered by the holder of 
such claim;


 (5) fifth, in payment of interest at the legal rate from the date of the filing of the petition, on any 
claim paid under paragraph (1), (2), (3), or (4) of this subsection; and


 (6) sixth, to the debtor.


(end quote)


� Dulberg, as the debtor, was a stakeholder in the bankruptcy estate.  If the first 5 types of 
claimants listed in section 726 are paid in full, Dulberg becomes the sole claimant to any 
remaining money and therefore the sole stakeholder in what remains of the bankruptcy estate.


� Randall Baudin II and Kelly Baudin and The Baudin Law Group were retained by the trustee to 
represent the bankruptcy estate and Dulberg was the sole stakeholder of all funds in the estate 
once the first 5 types of claimants listed in section 726 have been paid in full.  Therefore Randall 
Baudin II, Kelly Baudin and The Baudin Law Group acting as legal counsel for the estate owed a 
duty of due care to Dulberg when acting in this capacity. 


� On December 16, 2016 Dulberg hired legal malpractice attorney Thomas Gooch.   
Add exhibit: Add directory tree to Gooch Contract/fee agreement here.


� Dulberg told Gooch that he was forced into binding mediation and he refused to sign any 
binding mediation agreement.


On December ##, 2016 Gooch wrote a letter to Dulberg in which he wrote:  "..." 


� On January 3, 2017, Trustee Joseph Olsen filed "NOTICE TO CREDITORS AND OTHER 
PARTIES OF INTEREST" which contains the of binding mediation award and notice of motion 
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to disburse $117,000 to W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin and $15,000 to Dulberg and to 
pay certain attorneys and medical liens.


� On November 7, 2017 at 5:25 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
Randall Baudin II stating:  
"hi Randy, its Paul Dulberg, just recieved a call from Randy Sr. Please call me. Thanks, Paul"


� On November 7, 2017 at 5:48 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 
Plaintiff Dulberg stating:  
"What did he want?"


� Dulberg later took notes of the conversation from memory.  He intended to send the notes to 
Gooch.  He wrote an email to himself to record the notes.


� On November 9, 2017 at 6:04:03 PM CST Dulberg wrote an email from the address 
pdulberg@comcast.net to Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net which states:


To: "Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net" <paul_dulberg@comcast.net>
Reply-To: Paul Dulberg <pdulberg@comcast.net>


Hi Tom,


You wanted to know what Randy Baudin Sr was asking when he called and I said I would need a 
few hours to unpack what he covered in about a 45 minute call So This is my attempt to unpack 
it. I felt like i was interrogated.


Below are a few of the key points that stick out to me. they are in no particular order and the 
wording is not exact because his questions were fast and he was jumping from subject to subject, 
its just some of the things I remember him saying and asking as well as how I replied.


Randy Baudin SR. was all over the board with his questions and this is my best recollection of 
the call. He did wake me from a dead sleep with the call and caught me completely off guard. In 
retrospect, I was not prepared for this and some of the questions I probably shouldn't have 
answered. Particularly the ones about the Defendants Caroline and Bill McGuire and about Tom 
Popovich and Hans Mast.


RBS. Randy Baudin Sr. Introduced himself as the head of baudin and baudin law firm who 
handled my case and asked if i see its him on my caller id. He also said his assistant was there 
with him.


PD. I said if its on the caller id than i got it and would have to look later.
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RBS. He than said that Thomas Gooch had contacted him and needed some documents and 
information and that in order to provide that information it is important for me to help fill in 
some of the blanks or he is in trouble.


I said ok because I trusted the baudin firm and Thomas Gooch.


RBS. asked how it was that I came to his firm?


PD. I told him my Mom suggested him because he represented my brother a few decades earlier 
and that she swears by him because hes willing to fight for his clients


RBS. he asked what case he represented my brother in


PD. I told him that my brother was a passenger in a car that rolled over and that he had taken it to 
the appellate level


RBS. he said he remembered the name and the case


RBS. He asked how it was that Randy Jr took the case and why I didnt Meet with him


PD. I said im not sure why we didnt meet with you, its been a long time since then, all I 
remember was going to your office and being introduced to Randy Jr.


RBS He asked if it was at the office down near algonquin and lake in the hills


PD I said yes


RBS. Pressed me a few times as to the details of why I didnt meet with him rather than His son.


PD. I figured you were either busy or not in but for whatever reason Randy Jr met with my Mom 
and I instead. I just figured your all part of the same firm and my mom trusted you.


RBS thanked me and my mom for the high praise.


RBS asked if i had dealt with Kelly and Myrna as well


PD I said yes
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RBS said something about his son, Randy JR, Randy JR's wife and Myrna were stealing cases 
from him


PD I said what is all this about?


RBS replied, oh now your asking me the questions now


PD I said well yeah is everything ok, whats wrong?


RBS said something about being involved in a 7 digit case and that Randy JR was taking cases 
that he didnt know about.


PD I said Im sorry about all that, I had no idea, is that what this is all about?


RBS asked did you and your mother come to see me?


PD I said at first yes but we ended up Meeting with his son Randy JR


RBS asked if i had met with Randy in Crystal lake and he gave a location


PD I said well yes they said they wanted to meet me at that office at times, why?


RBS asked if Myrna was at that location


PD I said well yes


RBS asked if my mom was doing well


PD I said yes


RBS asked if i liked village squire


PD I said yes


RBS told me to go there on either monday or tuesday because they have half price burgers


RBS gave me his phone numbers, had me write them down, said he would be in touch with me 
in the future and said he might take me to the village squire sometime.
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RBS asked about the case alot


RBS wanted to know what happened, he started asking questions too fast, he asked if it was my 
dominate arm


PD I told him a basic version of what I knew. I was asked by David if i could use some wood 
from a tree he was cutting down at his mothers house. I told Dave i would stop by in the morning 
and see what he had. the next day I went there. His Mother and I got to talking about the people 
we used to work with while Dave and Bill worked at the tree. Bill got tired after a while and 
needed to quit. Dave started saying he needed help because he couldn't do it by himself. His 
mother looked at me and asked if I could help, Dave said come on man help me your just sitting 
there and all i need you to do is hold branches so they dont move, its easy. besides I helped clean 
up at your dads when he redid his roof 20 years ago. I said ok, I guess. I got up and helped. 
everything was going fine for a while then Dave did something stupid and hit the gas while he 
swung the chainsaw at me, I couldn't get out of its way and he cut my arm in half. The Dr in the 
ER said I would Have died if I didnt get medical treatment. That is one emergency room trip you 
never want to take.


RBS oh, im so sorry.


Was it your dominate arm, is it ok?


PD yes its my dominate arm, they put it back togeter but it doesnt work well


RBS how many surguries


PD 3


RBS who were the doctors?


PD do you mean the emergency room dr's?


RBS uh whas it the... yes the er surgion


PD um i remember the name Dr. Ford


RBS ok Ill have a talk with him. who else?


PD um i remember Dr sagerman and Dr Kujawa, I still see her


RBS was it at northwestern?


PD um i dont remember that name but for some reason i remember northwest community but 
im...
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RBS Dr. Kujawa where


PD oh she is at alexian brothers


RBS ok. Your ok or are you in pain?


PD I have pains


RBS are you on a drip?


PD no nothing like that


RBS You know i know some great Dr's I could send you to see, and he went on about some 
indian dr and someone he sent there


PD no, no thats ok, ive seen what feels like an army of Dr's already


RBS you sure, I can get you their names, hold on while i get...


PD no thats ok Im good with who im seeing


RBS well ok then but im just saying if you want it


PD Im good


RBS ok so i understand you had some sort of arbitration downtown (and he gave a description of 
the place in chicago)


PD yes it was um I think they called it a binding arbitration but im not sure


RBS it says here 600K no um 300K was it and it looks like its capped


PD um I dont remember any caps but...


RBS


RBS I'm part native american


pd huh


RBS im just joking about that, i made it up
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RBS started talking about his relationship with Tom Popovich said he and Tom go way back. He 
asked why I was suing Tom.


PD Because he had Hans Mast lie to me


RBS oh Hans, I know him, Good Guy


PD Thats debatable


RBS what happened with Hans?


PD Hans lied to me about many things. To start he lied about the Mothers homeowners insurance 
Policy. Hans Said they would file a summary judgement the next morning at 9 AM and I would 
get absolutely nothing but if I signed this he could get me 5k on some part of the policy that pays 
that amount irregardless of who gets hurt on their property. We argued but He even showed me 
case law that he said was the law of the land and if I didnt take it I wouldnt get anything. 
something about 3rd party persons on the property. He also said if i didnt sign it his firm would 
drop me in the suit against the son David Gagnon. and later on he said you cant blame me i was 
just doing what the boss said to do and if I didnt like it i could take it up with big Tom the owner 
of the firm. well I'd hate to break it to Hans but just doing what the boss told me to do is not a 
valid excuse and never has been when its unethical.


RBS well now wait a minute Hans is a good guy I know Hans.


PD Im sure you do have a good relation with Hans but Good people do bad things all the time 
and Hans is no exception.


RBS This Gagnon Guy, um


His secretary said, he knew him


RBS you knew this Gagnon Guy


PD Yes


RBS Ok so your complaint is that Popovich had you sign a release against the Mothers 
Homeowners policy?


PD Thats one of my complaints yes


RBS what else


PD well I learned they never actually pulled either policy, lied to me about the limits which 
caused me to go over and file for bankruptcy which I would never would have done had they not 
lied. I lost everything.
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RBS They cant let one party go


PD what is that true


RBS there is case law that says you cant let one party go in a lawsuit and keep suing the other 
party involved if both are named.


PD i didnt know that but thats what they did. then to further the harm popovich dropped my case 
after they tried to get me to mediate for only 50k and i wouldnt do it."


(end quote)


� The original malpractice lawsuit, filed by Thomas Gooch on November 29, 2017, is 
accompanied by RULE 222 (b) AFFIDAVIT seeking money damages in excess of $50,000.00 
against the Law Office of Thomas J. Popovich and against Hans Mast.
Add Exhibits:
Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg PLEADINGS Legal Mal Pleadings (not 
produced in legal mal case)\ISSUE PLEADINGS ONLY\Complaint (FS) at Law w Exhibits.pdf
Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg PLEADINGS Legal Mal Pleadings (not 
produced in legal mal case)\MISC PLEADINGS\Certificate of Attorney (FS).pdf
Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg PLEADINGS Legal Mal Pleadings (not 
produced in legal mal case)\MISC PLEADINGS\Jury Demand (FS) 12 persons.pdf
Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg PLEADINGS Legal Mal Pleadings (not 
produced in legal mal case)\MISC PLEADINGS\New_Case_Info (FS).pdf
Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg PLEADINGS Legal Mal Pleadings (not 
produced in legal mal case)\MISC PLEADINGS\Rule 222 (FS) Affidaivt.pdf
Or 
File Stamped Documents with McHenry County Circuit Clerk:
17LA000377--2017-11-28--NCIS_0001.pdf
17LA000377--2017-11-28--COA_0002.pdf
17LA000377--2017-11-28--CERA_0003.pdf
17LA000377--2017-11-28--AFF222_0004.pdf
17LA000377--2017-11-28--DEMJ_0005.pdf


� Gooch did not allow Dulberg to read the complaint before filing it with the Court. 


� Gooch did not include Thomas J. Popovich, individually as a Defendant.


� Thomas Gooch did not mention anything about the bankruptcy in the complaint


� Thomas Gooch did not mention that Dulberg never agreed to enter into binding mediation and 
never signed any agreement in the complaint. 


� Gooch never mentioned to Dulberg that W. Randal Baudin II and Kelly Baudin, the Baudin 
Law Group or Baudin & Baudin did anything inappropriate or that Dulberg has a malpractice 
claim against the Baudins.
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� Gooch did not include any information about W. Randall Baudin, Kelly Baudin, the Baudin 
Law Group, Baudin & Baudin or Trustee Olsen or name any of them as defendants.  None of 
their names appeared in the complaint at all.  In the original complaint and the first amended 
complaint, Gooch refers to W. Randall Baudin, Kelly Baudin, Baudin Law Group, and Baudin & 
Baudin as "other attorneys" but never uses the word "Baudin" in any context.


� Item 16 of complaint at law states:  "Thereafter, DULBERG retained other attorneys and 
proceeded to a binding mediation before a retired Circuit Judge, where DULBERG received a 
binding mediation award of $660,000.00 in gross, and a net award of $561,000.00. 
 Unfortunately, a "high-low agreement" had been executed by DULBERG, reducing the 
maximum amount he could recover to #300.000.00 based upon the insurance policy available. 
 The award was substantially more than the sum of the money, and could have been recovered 
from the McGuire's had they not been dismissed from the complaint."  In the original complaint 
Gooch writes that a "high-low agreement" had been "executed by Dulberg".
Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg PLEADINGS Legal Mal 
Pleadings (not produced in legal mal case)\ISSUE PLEADINGS ONLY\Complaint (FS) at Law 
w Exhibits.pdf
Or 
File Stamped Documents with McHenry County Circuit Clerk:
17LA000377--2017-11-28--COA_0002.pdf


� Item 24 of first amended complaint at law states:  "Thereafter, DULBERG retrained other 
attorneys and proceeded to a court ordered binding mediation before a retired Circuit Judge, 
where DULBERG received a binding mediation award of $660,000.00 in gross, and a net award 
of $561,000.00.  However, due to the settlement with the McGuires, DULBERG was only able 
to collect $300,000 based upon the insurance policy available."  In the first amended complaint 
by Gooch there is no mention of a minimum or maximum award limit at all.
Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg Gooch File\Dulberg PLEADINGS Legal Mal 
Pleadings (not produced in legal mal case)\ISSUE PLEADINGS ONLY\Dulberg Amended 
Complaint 6.5.18.pdf
Or 
File Stamped Documents with McHenry County Circuit Clerk:
17LA000377--2018-06-07--COAA_0021.pdf


� Item 52 of the second amended complaint at law states:  "In December of 2016, Dulberg 
participated in binding mediation related to his claims against Gagnon."
Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg v Popovich Legal Mal Documents\Dulberg Second 
Amended Complaint FILE STAMPED 2018 Dec 6 2pm FINAL W EXH.pdf
Or 
File Stamped Documents with McHenry County Circuit Clerk:
17LA000377--2018-12-06--COAA_0046.pdf


� Item 53 of the second amended complaint at law states:  "In December of 2016,  Dulberg was 
awarded a gross amount of $660,000 and a net award of $561,000 after his contributory 
negligence was considered."
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Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg v Popovich Legal Mal Documents\Dulberg Second 
Amended Complaint FILE STAMPED 2018 Dec 6 2pm FINAL W EXH.pdf
Or 
File Stamped Documents with McHenry County Circuit Clerk:
17LA000377--2018-12-06--COAA_0046.pdf


� Item 54 of the second amended complaint at law states:  "Dulberg was only able to recovery 
approximately $300,000 of the award from Gagnon's insurance and was unable to collect from 
Gagnon personally."
Add exhibit: Dulberg Master File\Dulberg v Popovich Legal Mal Documents\Dulberg Second 
Amended Complaint FILE STAMPED 2018 Dec 6 2pm FINAL W EXH.pdf
Or 
File Stamped Documents with McHenry County Circuit Clerk:
17LA000377--2018-12-06--COAA_0046.pdf


� On September 5, 2019 in the Report of Proceedings MR. FLYNN stated:  "The only other issue 
that was raised -- I just reviewed the written discovery yesterday and you had (indiscernible) 
201(k) that there was a bankruptcy that was mentioned kind of vaguely in one of the answers. It 
sounds or appears that either the bankruptcy judge or the trustee had enforced or required a 
mediation and a high-low agreement. To the extent that those documents are responsive to any of 
the requests -- and I'll have to go through them to see if they are. Otherwise I'll just issue a 
supplemental, but I think the bankruptcy file and communications with the trustee are probably 
responsive to our discovery, so I would just request that those be included in our --"
Add exhibit:  /Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/17LA377/17LA377_Report of Proceedings/reports of 
proceedings by date/2019-09-05_17LA377_Report of Proceeding_WILLIAMS-FLYNN_Cristin 
M Kelly.pdf
Or
The File Stamped Documents with McHenry County Circuit Clerk:
Name unknown 


MS. WILLIAMS answered:  "I think we produced a number of the bankruptcy issues, but we can 
talk about it today and definitely try to work out -- there's definitely -- there was a bankruptcy. 
We're not trying to hide that bankruptcy, so. And the trustee did resolve -- there was an 
arbitration based on the trustee's recommendation in the bankruptcy for the individual."


� In the ongoing legal malpractice lawsuit Dulberg v Hans Mast, Thomas Popovich and the Law 
Office of Thomas J. Popovich (12LA377) under dispute in McHenry County, defense counsel 
Flynn representing Popovich and Mast argues that damages that Dulberg can claim should be 
capped because Dulberg voluntarily entered into an arbitration process with an upper cap of 
$300,000.


� On October 29, 2022 Dulberg obtained a copy of the ADR contract that ADR Systems has on 
file.
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� When the binding mediation contract which the Bankruptcy judge agreed to on October 31, 
2016 is compared to the binding mediation contract which ADR systems has on file, a number of 
inconsistencies become noticeable 
Add exhibits: (- images comparing the 2 contracts).
/Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2020-10-29_Bankruptcy approved contract-34-2_VS_Actual ADR 
Contract-2022_10_25_10_34_55_Side by side/Screen Shot 2022-10-29 at 2.36.25 PM.png
/Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2020-10-29_Bankruptcy approved contract-34-2_VS_Actual ADR 
Contract-2022_10_25_10_34_55_Side by side/Screen Shot 2022-10-29 at 2.36.18 PM.png
/Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2020-10-29_Bankruptcy approved contract-34-2_VS_Actual ADR 
Contract-2022_10_25_10_34_55_Side by side/Screen Shot 2022-10-29 at 2.36.12 PM.png
/Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2020-10-29_Bankruptcy approved contract-34-2_VS_Actual ADR 
Contract-2022_10_25_10_34_55_Side by side/Screen Shot 2022-10-29 at 2.36.07 PM.png
/Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2020-10-29_Bankruptcy approved contract-34-2_VS_Actual ADR 
Contract-2022_10_25_10_34_55_Side by side/Screen Shot 2022-10-29 at 2.36.01 PM.png
/Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2020-10-29_Bankruptcy approved contract-34-2_VS_Actual ADR 
Contract-2022_10_25_10_34_55_Side by side/Screen Shot 2022-10-29 at 2.35.56 PM.png
Or
/Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2022-09-22_Bankruptcy-Unsigned Authority-Binding Mediation 
ORDER 10-31-2016/Unsigned  Authority to enter into a Binding Mediation Agreement 14-
83578/34-2.pdf
/Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2022_10_25_10_34_55.pdf


� Dulberg's name appears written on the ADR systems contract but Dulberg refused to enter into 
the agreement verbally and in text messages and never signed the contract. 
Add exhibit: /Users/pauldulberg/Desktop/2022_10_25_10_34_55.pdf


WHAT THE BAUDINS AND TRUSTEE OLSEN DID:


� Faked being attorneys of Baudin & Baudin and stole a case from Baudin Sr?


� The Baudins knew or should have known that the counterclaim filed by the McGuires against 
Gagnon on February 1, 2013 was not answered by Gagnon.


� The Baudins knew or should have known that because Gagnon did not answer the counterclaim 
filed on February 1, 2013, Gagnon was effectively admitting the facts stated in the counterclaim 
were true.


� Baudins knew or should have known that by not answering the counterclaim filed by the 
mcGuires in February 1, 2013, Gagnon was contradicting the statements in what appeared to be 
Gagnon's deposition.


� The Baudins knew or should have known that documents such as "Gagnon deposition exhibit 
1" were highly questionable and showed evidence of being manipulated.


� Baudins knew or should have known that Gagnon never filed answers to the interrogatories 
sent by Popovich and Mast.
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� The Baudins never asked Gagnon's counsel for the answers to interrogatories.  


� The Baudins never informed the judge that they never received Gagnons answers to 
interrogatories.


� The Baudins knew or should have known that an audio recording of a telephone conversation 
that Mast claimed to have with Gagnon on April 11, 2012 was missing from the case file.


� The Baudins never informed the judge that Dulberg had filed for bankruptcy.


� The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, coerced Dulberg against his will into a binding 
mediation agreement.


� Trustee Olsen told the bankruptcy judge that the parties were in agreement and Dulberg did not 
want a jury trial because he wouldn't be a good witness.


� Baudins then informed Dulberg the bankruptcy judge is the authority who forced the mediation 
agreement upon the interested parties.


� The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, decided that any arbitration award was to be capped 
at $300,000 and forced the upper cap on Dulberg without his consent and while ignoring his 
strong objection.  It is the Baudins and Trustee Olsen that placed the $300,000 upper cap on any 
arbitration award, not Dulberg. 


� The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, intentionally gave Dulberg deceptive and misleading 
legal opinions with respect to who has legal authority to make a decision concerning the 
direction of Dulberg's case against Gagnon.


� Trustee Olsen and the Baudins intentionally misrepresented Dulbergs wishes to the bankruptcy 
judge.


� Somebody forged Dulberg's name on the contract.  Who?


� The Baudins and Trustee Olsen deprived Dulberg of a jury trial in his case against Gagnon for 
his injury that Dulberg has continuously sought since first requesting one in May, 2012.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 
REVOCABLE TRUST


Plaintiffs,


vs.


KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF 
ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC 
A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., 
JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN,
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 
CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 
RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A 
YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 
OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 
LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 
PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE
COMPANY


Defendants.


)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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PLAINTIFFS� COMPLAINT AT LAW


Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST, )* and t+,-./+ t+ei, att-,ne*, Al0+-nse A. Tala,i1-, f-, t+ei, C-20laint


a/ainst Defendants, KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 


AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN 


LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 


LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.,  ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES, 


ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY, states as f-ll-3s4


NATURE OF THE CASE


5. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN,


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 


OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC 


A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., f-,  LE�AL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED 


ON THE ATTORNEYS� �REACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY �FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION��


2
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6. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendants JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES,  f-, LE�AL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED ON THE 


ATTORNEYS� �REACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY �FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION��


7. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED 


NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES f-, �REACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT�


8. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendant  ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY f-, �REACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT� 


. In t+is a1ti-n, Plaintiffs see9 in e:1ess -f ;<=,===.=5 f,-2 ea1+ na2ed defendant.


PARTIES


�� �����	�

���
�����������������������������������������������


��������������������� ������!������!�"�
#������������$���
���%��	�&'$��


�%%
�������()*)���+%����$!
	��,-���
+������$���)**�.���'����!�������/$-�"����
!�	�$



&'�-'���!������!�"�
#���%��'$0���1��2$�	��
���$3�
!�	���������������$�����/$-�"��


�'
!�	�&'$����%%
�������()*)���+%����$!
	��,-���
+������$���)**�.�


>. Defendants a,e4


A)  KELLY N. BAUDIN  is an Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 7=8 S. 


M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58. S+e is als- t+e P,esident and A/ent f-, C-?


Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illin-is D-2esti1 C-,0-,ati-n 3+-se add,ess is 7=8 S. M1Hen,* 
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Aven.e, C,*stal la9e, Illin-is >==58 and d-es ).siness .nde, t+e Ass.2ed Na2e -f THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


B) WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II is an Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed 


add,ess -f 7=8 S. M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58. He is als- t+e Se1,eta,* f-, 


C-?Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illin-is D-2esti1 C-,0-,ati-n 3+-se add,ess is 7=8 S. 


M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal la9e, Illin-is >==58 and d-es ).siness .nde, t+e Ass.2ed Na2e -f 


THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


C) KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., is an Illin-is D-2esti1 


C-20an* 3it+ an ass.2ed na2e -f THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. Wit+ an add,ess -f 


7=8 S-.t+ M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58, and Re/iste,ed A/ent Kell* N. 


Ba.din 7=8 S-.t+ M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58.


D) JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f <@=6 Elaine D,ive S.ite 5=8, 


R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=A.


E) CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident 3+- is n- l-n/e, a.t+-,iBed t- 0,a1ti1e la3 in t+e State -f Illin-is as -f 6=65 


3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 5A7@ Nati-nal Aven.e, R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=7.


F) RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident 3+- is n- l-n/e, a.t+-,iBed t- 0,a1ti1e la3 in t+e State -f Illin-is as -f 6=57 


3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 5<=< Nati-nal Aven.e, R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=7.


G) ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES, is an Illin-is D-2esti1 LLC 3it+ a 0,in1i0al -ffi1e add,ess -f 6= N-,t+ Cla,9 St,eet 
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6Ct+ Fl--,, C+i1a/-, Illin-is >=>=6. T+e ,e/iste,ed a/ent is Ma,1 J. Be19e, 6= N-,t+ Cla,9 St,eet,


S.ite 6C==, C+i1a/-, Illin-is >=>=6.


H) ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY is an Illin-is 


D-2esti1 Dividin/ St-19 Ins.,an1e C-20an* 0.,s.ant t- t+e Illin-is Ins.,an1e C-de 65< ILCS 


</7<B?6= T*0e P&C D-2esti1 St-19. Its add,ess is 75== Sande,s R-ad, S.ite 65==, N-,t+),--9,


Illin-is >==>6. Its Pa,ent C-20an* is THE ALLSTATE CORPORATION. Its ,e/iste,ed a/ent is


CT CORPORATION SYSTEM, 6=A SOUTH LASALLE STREET SUITE A58, CHICAGO, 


ILLINOIS >=>=8.  


�URISDICTION AND VENUE


@. T+is C-.,t +as 0e,s-nal D.,isdi1ti-n f-, ea1+ Defendant as f-ll-3s4


@a.  KELLY N. BAUDIN 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)E@), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E56), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))


E6)F


@). WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II 0.,s.ant t-@7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)


E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E56), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS 


</6?6=CE))E6)F


@1.  KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6 


6=CEa)E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))E7)F
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@d. JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CE))E6)F


@e. CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 0.,s.ant 


t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS </6?


6=CE))E6)F


@f. RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CE))E6)F


@/. ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E5), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))


E7)F


@+. ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY 0.,s.ant t- @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CEa)E5), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))E8).


A. T+is C-.,t +as s.)De1t 2atte, D.,isdi1ti-n 0.,s.ant t- T+e C-nstit.ti-n -f t+e State -f 


Illin-is, A,ti1le VI T+e J.di1ia,*, Se1ti-n C. Ci,1.it C-.,ts?J.,isdi1ti-n )e1a.se le/al 


2al0,a1ti1e, f,a.d and ),ea1+ -f 1-nt,a1t 2atte,s 1-22itted 3it+in t+e State -f Illin-is.  


C. Ven.e is 0,-0e, 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?5=5E5) )e1a.se Defendant ADR SYSTEMS 


OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES is a G,esident G -f


C--9 C-.nt*, Illin-is and @7< ILCS </6?5=5E6) )e1a.se t+e f,a.d.lent Bindin/ Mediati-n 


A/,ee2ent 3as 1,eated and t+e Bindin/ Mediati-n Hea,in/ 3as 1-nd.1ted in C--9 C-.nt*, 


Illin-is.  


STATEMENT OF FACTS
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?���
�?6�!�%!�"�
#?���7	$6?2*2*3.*32AV���7
!6	-+��66
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�-	34(3
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���� '$	�2*223
.*32A��	�2�4���)��,�6�#


�



?���
�?6�!�%!�"�
#?���7	$6?2*223*A322V���7
!6	-+3����#��%��!	'$
�	+3���%��#�
,�%��	�$��������.*34.32*.)?����#��%� �!	'$
�	+�	$���	�
���	$������%��#�,�%��	�$��
�#
��0��	�.(3@4�:@?4(32�6%



?���
�?6�!�%!�"�
#?���7	$6?2*22V.*V2�V.*V4(V���6%



D �!�"�
#G����0���66��
��&
�		���$��	'�������+�	�0��-$�	
�-	�"!	��!�"�
#�
�
!��%�	$�
��	�
���	$�	'���#
��0��	�/�
"���+���%����	�=	�0����#�����%���/�
���#��%�	'��-$�	
�-	�


�%%��='�"�	B�?���
�?6�!�%!�"�
#?���7	$6?2*22V.*V2�V.*V4(V���6%



1�������������� �������� ������ ������B


D 5�7�%�"���#��		$
��+��$
���!%���9���!%�����%��	$�����-����

$0���!%��� 
F


D �'����!%����7��&�$
��'$!�%�'�/��7�$&��	'�	�	'��-$!�	�
-���0�
���%�"+�	'��,-�!�
���
�#����	���#�$��$��5�"
!�
+�.��2*.4�&����$	����&�
�%�"+���#�$��


D �'����!%����7��&�$
��'$!�%�'�/��7�$&��	'�	�"�-�!�����#�$��%�%��$	����&�
�	'��
-$!�	�
-���0�
���%�$��5�"
!�
+�.��2*.4����#�$��&����

�-	�/��+��%0�		��#�	'��
�-	��
�	�	�%����	'��-$!�	�
-���0�&�
��	
!��


D ��!%����7��&�$
��'$!�%�'�/��7�$&��	'�	�"+��$	����&�
��#�	'��-$!�	�
-���0�
���%�"+�
	'��0-�!�
������5�"
!�
+�.��2*.4����#�$��&���-$�	
�%�-	��#�	'���	�	�0��	�����&'�	�
�66��
�%�	$�"����#�$�G��%�6$��	�$��


D �'����!%����7��&�$
��'$!�%�'�/��7�$&��	'�	�%$-!0��	���!-'����E��#�$��%�6$��	�$�
�='�"�	�.E�&�
��'�#'�+�8!��	�$��"�����%��'$&�%��/�%��-��$
�"���#�0���6!��	�%�


�.


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 146 of 915







Exhibit AE
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-12-06_0100PM_Complaint IL IllinoisRelated Content as pdf.pdf 
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5=. HFACTS SUPPORTING THE PLAINTIFFIS CLAIMS.J 


55. HFACTS SUPPORTING THE PLAINTIFFIS CLAIMS.J 


56. HFACTS SUPPORTING THE PLAINTIFFIS CLAIMS.J 


COUNT �NUM�ER�


�NAME OF CAUSE OF ACTION�


57. Plaintiff ,e0eats and ,ealle/es t+e alle/ati-ns 1-ntained in 0a,a/,a0+s HNUMBERJ 


t+,-./+ HNUMBERJ, in1l.sive, -f t+is C-20laint, as if f.ll* ,estated +e,ein. 


58. HFACTS SUPPORTING THE ELEMENTS OF THE CAUSE OF ACTIONJ.


5<. HFACTS SUPPORTING THE ELEMENTS OF THE CAUSE OF ACTIONJ. 


WHEREFORE, PlaintiffHsJ HNAMEES)J 0,a*HsJ t+at t+is C-.,t ente, D.d/2ent -n C-.nt 


HNUMBERJ -f t+e C-20laint in H+is/+e,/its/t+ei,J fav-, and a/ainst DefendantHsJ HNAMEES)J H, 


and ea1+ -f t+e2,J Hin t+e a2-.nt -f ;HNUMBERJ/f-, HOTHER RELIEF SOUGHTJJ, H0l.s 


inte,est,J a3a,d PlaintiffHsJ H+is/+e,/its/t+ei,J 1-sts Hand ,eas-na)le att-,ne*sI feesJ, and /,ant 


s.1+ -t+e, ,elief as t+is C-.,t dee2s D.st and 0,-0e,.  


��URY DEMAND


Plaintiff HNAMEJ de2ands a t,ial )* D.,* -n Hall iss.es t,ia)le )* a D.,*/HSPECIFIC ISSUES ON
WHICH A JURY TRIAL IS SOUGHTJJ.J


Dated4 HMONTHJ HDAYJ, HYEARJ Res0e1tf.ll* s.)2itted,
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B*4 _________________________________


HATTORNEY NAMEJ HEARDC 
NUMBER)/HECOURT?ISSUED ID NUMBER)JJ


HLAW FIRMJ HECOURT?ISSUED ID NUMBER)J


HOFFICE STREET ADDRESSJ


HCITYJ, HSTATEJ HKIP CODEJ


Tel4 HTELEPHONE NUMBERJ


HEMAIL ADDRESSJ


Att-,ne*s f-, PlaintiffHsJ HNAMEES)J


�VERIFICATION


STATE OF ILLINOIS )


) ss.4


COUNTY OF HCOUNTY NAMEJ )


HNAMEJ, )ein/ fi,st d.l* s3-,n -n H-at+/affi,2ati-nJ, de0-ses and states t+at H+e/s+eJ is t+e 


HPARTY/HTITLEJ -f HPARTYJJ in t+e a)-ve?1a0ti-ned 2atte,, t+at H+e/s+eJ +as ,ead t+e 


f-,e/-in/ HDOCUMENT NAMEJ, t+at H+e/s+eJ 9n-3s t+e 1-ntents t+e,e-f, and t+at t+e 2atte,s 


stated t+e,ein a,e t,.e and 1-,,e1t t- t+e )est -f H+is/+e,J -3n 9n-3led/eH, e:1e0t as t- t+e 


2atte,s t+e,ein stated t- )e -n inf-,2ati-n and )elief, and as t- t+-se 2atte,s H+e/s+eJ )elieves 


t+e2 t- )e t,.eJ.


____________________________________


HNAMEJ HDATEJ


HTITLEJ
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Si/ned and s3-,n t- )ef-,e 2e, a N-ta,* P.)li1, -f __________ C-.nt*, Illin-is, )* 
___________________, t+is ___ da* -f __________, 6=__.


_________________________


N-ta,* P.)li1


ENOTARY SEAL)J


OR


�VERIFICATION �Y CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION  ! "#


Unde, 0enalties as 0,-vided )* la3 0.,s.ant t- Se1ti-n 5?5=C -f t+e C-de -f Civil 


P,-1ed.,e, t+e .nde,si/ned 1e,tifies t+at t+e state2ents set f-,t+ in t+is inst,.2ent a,e t,.e and 


1-,,e1t, e:1e0t as t- 2atte,s t+e,ein stated t- )e -n inf-,2ati-n and )elief, and as t- s.1+ 2atte,s


t+e .nde,si/ned 1e,tifies as af-,esaid t+at H+e/s+eJ ve,il* )elieves t+e sa2e t- )e t,.e.


_____________________________________


HNAMEJ HDATEJ


HTITLEJJ


�E$HI�IT �NUM�ER%LETTER��
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 
REVOCABLE TRUST


Plaintiffs,


vs.


KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF 
ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC 
A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., 
JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN,
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 
CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 
RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A 
YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 
OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 
LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 
PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE
COMPANY


Defendants.


)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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PLAINTIFFS� COMPLAINT AT LAW


Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST, )* and t+,-./+ t+ei, att-,ne*, Al0+-nse A. Tala,i1-, f-, t+ei, C-20laint


a/ainst Defendants, KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 


AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN 


LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 


LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.,  ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES, 


ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY, states as f-ll-3s4


NATURE OF THE CASE


5. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN,


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 


OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC 


A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., f-,  LE�AL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED 


ON THE ATTORNEYS� �REACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY �FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION��
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6. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendants JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES,  f-, LE�AL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED ON THE 


ATTORNEYS� �REACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY �FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION��


7. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED 


NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES f-, �REACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT�


8. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendant  ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY f-, �REACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT� 


. In t+is a1ti-n, Plaintiffs see9 in e:1ess -f ;<=,===.=5 f,-2 ea1+ na2ed defendant.


PARTIES


�� �����	�

���
�����������������������������������������������


��������������������� ������!������!�"�
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�%%
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#���%��'$0���1��2$�	��
���$3�
!�	���������������$�����/$-�"��


�'
!�	�&'$����%%
�������()*)���+%����$!
	��,-���
+������$���)**�.�


>. Defendants a,e4


A)  KELLY N. BAUDIN  is an Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 7=8 S. 


M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58. S+e is als- t+e P,esident and A/ent f-, C-?


Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illin-is D-2esti1 C-,0-,ati-n 3+-se add,ess is 7=8 S. M1Hen,* 
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Aven.e, C,*stal la9e, Illin-is >==58 and d-es ).siness .nde, t+e Ass.2ed Na2e -f THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


B) WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II is an Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed 


add,ess -f 7=8 S. M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58. He is als- t+e Se1,eta,* f-, 


C-?Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illin-is D-2esti1 C-,0-,ati-n 3+-se add,ess is 7=8 S. 


M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal la9e, Illin-is >==58 and d-es ).siness .nde, t+e Ass.2ed Na2e -f 


THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


C) KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., is an Illin-is D-2esti1 


C-20an* 3it+ an ass.2ed na2e -f THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. Wit+ an add,ess -f 


7=8 S-.t+ M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58, and Re/iste,ed A/ent Kell* N. 


Ba.din 7=8 S-.t+ M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58.


D) JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f <@=6 Elaine D,ive S.ite 5=8, 


R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=A.


E) CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident 3+- is n- l-n/e, a.t+-,iBed t- 0,a1ti1e la3 in t+e State -f Illin-is as -f 6=65 


3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 5A7@ Nati-nal Aven.e, R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=7.


F) RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident 3+- is n- l-n/e, a.t+-,iBed t- 0,a1ti1e la3 in t+e State -f Illin-is as -f 6=57 


3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 5<=< Nati-nal Aven.e, R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=7.


G) ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES, is an Illin-is D-2esti1 LLC 3it+ a 0,in1i0al -ffi1e add,ess -f 6= N-,t+ Cla,9 St,eet 
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6Ct+ Fl--,, C+i1a/-, Illin-is >=>=6. T+e ,e/iste,ed a/ent is Ma,1 J. Be19e, 6= N-,t+ Cla,9 St,eet,


S.ite 6C==, C+i1a/-, Illin-is >=>=6.


H) ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY is an Illin-is 


D-2esti1 Dividin/ St-19 Ins.,an1e C-20an* 0.,s.ant t- t+e Illin-is Ins.,an1e C-de 65< ILCS 


</7<B?6= T*0e P&C D-2esti1 St-19. Its add,ess is 75== Sande,s R-ad, S.ite 65==, N-,t+),--9,


Illin-is >==>6. Its Pa,ent C-20an* is THE ALLSTATE CORPORATION. Its ,e/iste,ed a/ent is


CT CORPORATION SYSTEM, 6=A SOUTH LASALLE STREET SUITE A58, CHICAGO, 


ILLINOIS >=>=8.  


�URISDICTION AND VENUE


@. T+is C-.,t +as 0e,s-nal D.,isdi1ti-n f-, ea1+ Defendant as f-ll-3s4


@a.  KELLY N. BAUDIN 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)E@), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E56), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))


E6)F


@). WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II 0.,s.ant t-@7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)


E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E56), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS 


</6?6=CE))E6)F


@1.  KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6 


6=CEa)E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))E7)F
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@d. JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CE))E6)F


@e. CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 0.,s.ant 


t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS </6?


6=CE))E6)F


@f. RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CE))E6)F


@/. ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E5), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))


E7)F


@+. ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY 0.,s.ant t- @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CEa)E5), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))E8).


A. T+is C-.,t +as s.)De1t 2atte, D.,isdi1ti-n 0.,s.ant t- T+e C-nstit.ti-n -f t+e State -f 


Illin-is, A,ti1le VI T+e J.di1ia,*, Se1ti-n C. Ci,1.it C-.,ts?J.,isdi1ti-n )e1a.se le/al 


2al0,a1ti1e, f,a.d and ),ea1+ -f 1-nt,a1t 2atte,s 1-22itted 3it+in t+e State -f Illin-is.  


C. Ven.e is 0,-0e, 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?5=5E5) )e1a.se Defendant ADR SYSTEMS 


OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES is a G,esident G -f


C--9 C-.nt*, Illin-is and @7< ILCS </6?5=5E6) )e1a.se t+e f,a.d.lent Bindin/ Mediati-n 


A/,ee2ent 3as 1,eated and t+e Bindin/ Mediati-n Hea,in/ 3as 1-nd.1ted in C--9 C-.nt*, 


Illin-is.  


STATEMENT OF FACTS
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57. Plaintiff ,e0eats and ,ealle/es t+e alle/ati-ns 1-ntained in 0a,a/,a0+s HNUMBERJ 


t+,-./+ HNUMBERJ, in1l.sive, -f t+is C-20laint, as if f.ll* ,estated +e,ein. 


58. HFACTS SUPPORTING THE ELEMENTS OF THE CAUSE OF ACTIONJ.


5<. HFACTS SUPPORTING THE ELEMENTS OF THE CAUSE OF ACTIONJ. 


WHEREFORE, PlaintiffHsJ HNAMEES)J 0,a*HsJ t+at t+is C-.,t ente, D.d/2ent -n C-.nt 


HNUMBERJ -f t+e C-20laint in H+is/+e,/its/t+ei,J fav-, and a/ainst DefendantHsJ HNAMEES)J H, 


and ea1+ -f t+e2,J Hin t+e a2-.nt -f ;HNUMBERJ/f-, HOTHER RELIEF SOUGHTJJ, H0l.s 


inte,est,J a3a,d PlaintiffHsJ H+is/+e,/its/t+ei,J 1-sts Hand ,eas-na)le att-,ne*sI feesJ, and /,ant 


s.1+ -t+e, ,elief as t+is C-.,t dee2s D.st and 0,-0e,.  


��URY DEMAND


Plaintiff HNAMEJ de2ands a t,ial )* D.,* -n Hall iss.es t,ia)le )* a D.,*/HSPECIFIC ISSUES ON
WHICH A JURY TRIAL IS SOUGHTJJ.J


Dated4 HMONTHJ HDAYJ, HYEARJ Res0e1tf.ll* s.)2itted,


B*4 _________________________________


HATTORNEY NAMEJ HEARDC 
NUMBER)/HECOURT?ISSUED ID NUMBER)JJ


HLAW FIRMJ HECOURT?ISSUED ID NUMBER)J


HOFFICE STREET ADDRESSJ


HCITYJ, HSTATEJ HKIP CODEJ


Tel4 HTELEPHONE NUMBERJ


HEMAIL ADDRESSJ


Att-,ne*s f-, PlaintiffHsJ HNAMEES)J


�VERIFICATION
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STATE OF ILLINOIS )


) ss.4


COUNTY OF HCOUNTY NAMEJ )


HNAMEJ, )ein/ fi,st d.l* s3-,n -n H-at+/affi,2ati-nJ, de0-ses and states t+at H+e/s+eJ is t+e 


HPARTY/HTITLEJ -f HPARTYJJ in t+e a)-ve?1a0ti-ned 2atte,, t+at H+e/s+eJ +as ,ead t+e 


f-,e/-in/ HDOCUMENT NAMEJ, t+at H+e/s+eJ 9n-3s t+e 1-ntents t+e,e-f, and t+at t+e 2atte,s 


stated t+e,ein a,e t,.e and 1-,,e1t t- t+e )est -f H+is/+e,J -3n 9n-3led/eH, e:1e0t as t- t+e 


2atte,s t+e,ein stated t- )e -n inf-,2ati-n and )elief, and as t- t+-se 2atte,s H+e/s+eJ )elieves 


t+e2 t- )e t,.eJ.


____________________________________


HNAMEJ HDATEJ


HTITLEJ


Si/ned and s3-,n t- )ef-,e 2e, a N-ta,* P.)li1, -f __________ C-.nt*, Illin-is, )* 
___________________, t+is ___ da* -f __________, 6=__.


_________________________


N-ta,* P.)li1


ENOTARY SEAL)J


OR


�VERIFICATION �Y CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION  ! "#
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Unde, 0enalties as 0,-vided )* la3 0.,s.ant t- Se1ti-n 5?5=C -f t+e C-de -f Civil 


P,-1ed.,e, t+e .nde,si/ned 1e,tifies t+at t+e state2ents set f-,t+ in t+is inst,.2ent a,e t,.e and 


1-,,e1t, e:1e0t as t- 2atte,s t+e,ein stated t- )e -n inf-,2ati-n and )elief, and as t- s.1+ 2atte,s


t+e .nde,si/ned 1e,tifies as af-,esaid t+at H+e/s+eJ ve,il* )elieves t+e sa2e t- )e t,.e.


_____________________________________


HNAMEJ HDATEJ


HTITLEJJ
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 
REVOCABLE TRUST


Plaintiffs,


vs.


KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF 
ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC 
A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., 
JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN,
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 
CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 
RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A 
YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 
OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 
LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 
PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE
COMPANY


Defendants.


)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
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PLAINTIFFS� COMPLAINT AT LAW


Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST, )* and t+,-./+ t+ei, att-,ne*, Al0+-nse A. Tala,i1-, f-, t+ei, C-20laint


a/ainst Defendants, KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 


AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN 


LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 


LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.,  ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES, 


ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY, states as f-ll-3s4


NATURE OF THE CASE


5. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN,


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 


OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC 


A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., f-,  LE�AL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED 


ON THE ATTORNEYS� �REACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY �FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION��
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6. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendants JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES,  f-, LE�AL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED ON THE 


ATTORNEYS� �REACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY �FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION��


7. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED 


NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES f-, �REACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT�


8. T+is is an a1ti-n a/ainst Defendant  ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY f-, �REACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT� 


. In t+is a1ti-n, Plaintiffs see9 in e:1ess -f ;<=,===.=5 f,-2 ea1+ na2ed defendant.


PARTIES


�� �����	�

���
�����������������������������������������������


��������������������� ������!������!�"�
#������������$���
���%��	�&'$��


�%%
�������()*)���+%����$!
	��,-���
+������$���)**�.���'����!�������/$-�"����
!�	�$



&'�-'���!������!�"�
#���%��'$0���1��2$�	��
���$3�
!�	���������������$�����/$-�"��


�'
!�	�&'$����%%
�������()*)���+%����$!
	��,-���
+������$���)**�.�


>. Defendants a,e4


A)  KELLY N. BAUDIN  is an Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 7=8 S. 


M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58. S+e is als- t+e P,esident and A/ent f-, C-?


Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illin-is D-2esti1 C-,0-,ati-n 3+-se add,ess is 7=8 S. M1Hen,* 
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Aven.e, C,*stal la9e, Illin-is >==58 and d-es ).siness .nde, t+e Ass.2ed Na2e -f THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


B) WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II is an Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed 


add,ess -f 7=8 S. M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58. He is als- t+e Se1,eta,* f-, 


C-?Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illin-is D-2esti1 C-,0-,ati-n 3+-se add,ess is 7=8 S. 


M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal la9e, Illin-is >==58 and d-es ).siness .nde, t+e Ass.2ed Na2e -f 


THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


C) KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., is an Illin-is D-2esti1 


C-20an* 3it+ an ass.2ed na2e -f THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. Wit+ an add,ess -f 


7=8 S-.t+ M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58, and Re/iste,ed A/ent Kell* N. 


Ba.din 7=8 S-.t+ M1Hen,* Aven.e, C,*stal La9e, Illin-is >==58.


D) JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident and Att-,ne* 3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f <@=6 Elaine D,ive S.ite 5=8, 


R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=A.


E) CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident 3+- is n- l-n/e, a.t+-,iBed t- 0,a1ti1e la3 in t+e State -f Illin-is as -f 6=65 


3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 5A7@ Nati-nal Aven.e, R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=7.


F) RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin-is ,esident 3+- is n- l-n/e, a.t+-,iBed t- 0,a1ti1e la3 in t+e State -f Illin-is as -f 6=57 


3it+ a ,e/iste,ed add,ess -f 5<=< Nati-nal Aven.e, R-19f-,d, Illin-is >55=7.


G) ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES, is an Illin-is D-2esti1 LLC 3it+ a 0,in1i0al -ffi1e add,ess -f 6= N-,t+ Cla,9 St,eet 
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6Ct+ Fl--,, C+i1a/-, Illin-is >=>=6. T+e ,e/iste,ed a/ent is Ma,1 J. Be19e, 6= N-,t+ Cla,9 St,eet,


S.ite 6C==, C+i1a/-, Illin-is >=>=6.


H) ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY is an Illin-is 


D-2esti1 Dividin/ St-19 Ins.,an1e C-20an* 0.,s.ant t- t+e Illin-is Ins.,an1e C-de 65< ILCS 


</7<B?6= T*0e P&C D-2esti1 St-19. Its add,ess is 75== Sande,s R-ad, S.ite 65==, N-,t+),--9,


Illin-is >==>6. Its Pa,ent C-20an* is THE ALLSTATE CORPORATION. Its ,e/iste,ed a/ent is


CT CORPORATION SYSTEM, 6=A SOUTH LASALLE STREET SUITE A58, CHICAGO, 


ILLINOIS >=>=8.  


�URISDICTION AND VENUE


@. T+is C-.,t +as 0e,s-nal D.,isdi1ti-n f-, ea1+ Defendant as f-ll-3s4


@a.  KELLY N. BAUDIN 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)E@), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E56), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))


E6)F


@). WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II 0.,s.ant t-@7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)


E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E56), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS 


</6?6=CE))E6)F


@1.  KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6 


6=CEa)E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))E7)F
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@d. JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CE))E6)F


@e. CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 0.,s.ant 


t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< ILCS </6?


6=CE))E6)F


@f. RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E6), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E55), @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E58), @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CE))E6)F


@/. ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?6=CEa)E5), @7< ILCS </6 6=CEa)E@), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))


E7)F


@+. ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY 0.,s.ant t- @7< 


ILCS </6?6=CEa)E5), @7< ILCS </6?6=CE))E8).


A. T+is C-.,t +as s.)De1t 2atte, D.,isdi1ti-n 0.,s.ant t- T+e C-nstit.ti-n -f t+e State -f 


Illin-is, A,ti1le VI T+e J.di1ia,*, Se1ti-n C. Ci,1.it C-.,ts?J.,isdi1ti-n )e1a.se le/al 


2al0,a1ti1e, f,a.d and ),ea1+ -f 1-nt,a1t 2atte,s 1-22itted 3it+in t+e State -f Illin-is.  


C. Ven.e is 0,-0e, 0.,s.ant t- @7< ILCS </6?5=5E5) )e1a.se Defendant ADR SYSTEMS 


OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES is a G,esident G -f


C--9 C-.nt*, Illin-is and @7< ILCS </6?5=5E6) )e1a.se t+e f,a.d.lent Bindin/ Mediati-n 


A/,ee2ent 3as 1,eated and t+e Bindin/ Mediati-n Hea,in/ 3as 1-nd.1ted in C--9 C-.nt*, 


Illin-is.  


STATEMENT OF FACTS
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COUNT �


LE�AL MALPRACTICE��REACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY A�AINST DEFENDANTS


KELLY N� �AUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL �AUDIN II  AND KELRAN, INC A K A THE


�AUDIN LAW �ROUP, L!"�,


>>.. Plaintiff ,e0eats and ,ealle/es t+e alle/ati-ns 1-ntained in 0a,a/,a0+s 5 t+,-./+ ><, 


in1l.sive, -f t+is C-20laint, as if f.ll* ,estated +e,ein.


>@.  Plaintiff  ente,ed int- an Att-,ne*? Client a/,ee2ent 3it+ Defendants Kell* N. Ba.din,  


Willia2  Randal Ba.din II and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., -n 


Se0te2)e, 66, 6=5<. EPlease see E:+i)it 5 atta1+ed) 


>A.  P.,s.ant t- t+at  a/,ee2ent a ,elati-ns+i0 3as 1,eated 3+e,ein t+e Defendants -3ed a 


fid.1ia,* d.t* t- a1t in t+e )est inte,est -f t+ei, 1lient Plaintiff Pa.l R. D.l)e,/.


>C. Defendants ),ea1+ed t+ei, fid.1ia,* d.t* t- 0laintiff Pa.l R. D.l)e,/ as f-ll-3s4 


a) T+ese Defendants 9ne3 -, s+-.ld +ave 9n-3n t+at t+e 1-.nte,1lai2 filed )* t+e M1G.i,es 


a/ainst Ga/n-n -n Fe),.a,* 5, 6=57 3as n-t ans3e,ed )* Ga/n-n.
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)) T+ese Defendants 9ne3 -, s+-.ld +ave 9n-3n t+at )e1a.se Ga/n-n did n-t ans3e, t+e 


1-.nte,1lai2 filed -n Fe),.a,* 5, 6=57, Ga/n-n 3as effe1tivel* ad2ittin/ t+at t+e fa1ts stated in 


t+e 1-.nte,1lai2 3e,e t,.e.


1) T+ese Defendants 9ne3 -, s+-.ld +ave 9n-3n t+at )* n-t ans3e,in/ t+e 1-.nte,1lai2 filed )*


t+e M1G.i,es -n -, a)-.t Fe),.a,* 5, 6=57, Ga/n-n 3as 1-nt,adi1tin/ t+e state2ents in 3+at 


3as Ga/n-nHs de0-siti-n.


d) T+ese Defendants  9ne3 -, s+-.ld +ave 9n-3n t+at d-1.2ents s.1+ as IGa/n-n de0-siti-n 


e:+i)it 5I 3e,e +i/+l* J.esti-na)le and s+-3ed eviden1e -f )ein/ 2ani0.lated.


e)  T+ese Defendants 9ne3 -, s+-.ld +ave 9n-3n t+at Ga/n-n neve, filed ans3e,s t- t+e 


inte,,-/at-,ies sent )* P-0-vi1+ and Mast.


f) T+ese Defendants neve, as9ed Ga/n-nHs 1-.nsel f-, t+e ans3e,s t- inte,,-/at-,ies.


/) T+ese Defendants neve, inf-,2ed t+e D.d/e t+at t+e* neve, ,e1eived Ga/n-ns ans3e,s t- 


inte,,-/at-,ies.


+) T+ese Defendants 9ne3 -, s+-.ld +ave 9n-3n t+at an a.di- ,e1-,din/ -f a tele0+-ne 


1-nve,sati-n t+at Mast 1lai2ed t- +ave 3it+ Ga/n-n -n A0,il 55, 6=56 3as 2issin/ f,-2 t+e 


1ase file.


i) T+ese Defendants neve, inf-,2ed t+e D.d/e t+at D.l)e,/ +ad filed f-, )an9,.0t1*.


D) T+ese Defendants and T,.stee Olsen, t-/et+e,, 1-e,1ed D.l)e,/ a/ainst +is 3ill int- a )indin/ 


2ediati-n a/,ee2ent.


9) T,.stee Olsen t-ld t+e )an9,.0t1* D.d/e t+at t+e 0a,ties 3e,e in a/,ee2ent and D.l)e,/ did 


n-t 3ant a D.,* t,ial )e1a.se +e 3-.ldnHt )e a /--d 3itness.


l)  T+ese Defendants inf-,2ed D.l)e,/ t+at  t+e )an9,.0t1* D.d/e +as t+e a.t+-,it* and did  


f-,1e t+e )indin/  2ediati-n a/,ee2ent .0-n t+e 0a,ties.
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2) T+ese Defendants and T,.stee Olsen, t-/et+e,, de1ided t+at an* a,)it,ati-n a3a,d 3as t- )e 


1a00ed at ;7==,=== and f-,1ed t+e .00e, 1a0 -n D.l)e,/ 3it+-.t +is 1-nsent and 3+ile i/n-,in/ 


+is st,-n/ -)De1ti-n. 


n) T+ese Defendants and T,.stee Olsen, t-/et+e,, intenti-nall* /ave D.l)e,/ de1e0tive and 


2isleadin/ le/al -0ini-ns 3it+ ,es0e1t t- 3+- +as le/al a.t+-,it* t- de1ide f-, Plaintiff Pa.l R 


all 2aD-, iss.es ,e/a,din/ t+e di,e1ti-n -f D.l)e,/Hs 1ase a/ainst Ga/n-n.


-)  T,.stee Olsen and t+ese Defendants intenti-nall* 2is,e0,esented D.l)e,/Ks 3is+es t- t+e 


)an9,.0t1* D.d/e.


0) T+ese Defendants 2a* +ave f-,/ed D.l)e,/Hs si/nat.,e -n t+e Bindin/ Mediati-n A/,ee2ent.


EPlease see PlaintiffKs E:+i)it 55 atta1+ed)


@=. Defendants  Kell* N. Ba.din,  Willia2  Randal Ba.din II and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., a1ti-ns in f-,1in/ Plaintiff Pa.l R. D.l)e,/ int- Bindin/ 


Mediati-n 3it+ a ;7==,===.== 1a0 a/ainst +is stated desi,e and inst,.1ti-ns f-, an .n1a00ed  D.,*


t,ial  3as t+e 0,-:i2ate 1a.se -f PlaintiffKs 0e1.nia,* inD.,ies,


@5. Plaintiff Pa.l R. D.l)e,/Ks a1t.al da2a/es in an a2-.nt in e:1ess -f ;6>5.==. 


                                 


WHEREFORE,  Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R.


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST 0,a* t+at t+is C-.,t ente, D.d/2ent -n C-.nt 5 -f t+e 


C-20laint in t+ei, fav-, and a/ainst Defendants  Kell* N. Ba.din,  Willia2  Randal Ba.din II 


and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd.,  and ea1+ -f t+e2, in t+e 


a2-.nt in e:1ess -f ;6>5,===.==, 0l.s inte,est, a3a,d PlaintiffsK t+ei, 1-sts and ,eas-na)le 


att-,ne*sH fees, and /,ant s.1+ -t+e, ,elief as t+is C-.,t dee2s D.st and 0,-0e,.  
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COUNT #


LE�AL MALPRACTICE�FRAUDULENT MISREPRESENTATION A�AINST


DEFENDANTS KELLY N� �AUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL �AUDIN II  AND KELRAN,


INC A K A THE �AUDIN LAW �ROUP, L!"�,


@6.. Plaintiff ,e0eats and ,ealle/es t+e alle/ati-ns 1-ntained in 0a,a/,a0+s 5 t+,-./+ @5, 


in1l.sive, -f t+is C-20laint, as if f.ll* ,estated +e,ein.


@7. T+ese Defendants ,e0,esented t- Plaintiff t+at t+e )an9,.0t1* D.d/e +ad t+e a.t+-,it* and did


-,de, t+at Plaintiff 0.,s.e +is -n/-in/ liti/ati-n in Civil C-.,t t+,-./+ Bindin/ Mediati-n. 


@8.  T+ese DefendantsK ,e0,esentati-n 3as false as t+ese Defendant 3it+ t+e 1--0e,ati-n -f t+e 


Ban9,.0t1* T,.stee t-ld t+e Ban9,.0t1* C-.,t t+at Plaintiff desi,ed t- ente, int- )indin/ 


2ediati-n.


@<.  T+ese Defendants 9ne3 t+at t+e ,e0,esentati-n 3as false.


@>. T+e Ban9,.0t1* J.d/e ,eas-na)l* ,elied -n t+e t,.t+ -f t+e 2is,e0,esentati-n.


@@. T+e 2is,e0,esentati-n 3as 2ade t- 1-e,1e Plaintiff t- d- 3+at +e +as ,ef.sed t- d- t+at )ein/


t- a11e0t Bindin/ Mediati-n -f +is 1a.se -f a1ti-n 1.,,entl* 0endin/ in Ci,1.it C-.,t.


@A. Plaintiff Pa.l  R. D.l)e,/ ,elian1e -n t+e 2is,e0,esentati-n led t- +is 0e1.nia,* inD.,* as t+e 


Bindin/ Mediati-n +ad a 1a0 -f ;7==,===.== a/ainst a /,-ss a3a,d )* t+e Mediat-, -f 


;>>=,===.==.  


WHEREFORE,  Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R.


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST 0,a* t+at t+is C-.,t ente, D.d/2ent -n C-.nt 6 -f t+e 


C-20laint in t+ei, fav-, and a/ainst Defendants  Kell* N. Ba.din,  Willia2 Randal Ba.din II 


and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd.,  and ea1+ -f t+e2, in t+e 
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a2-.nt in e:1ess -f ;6>5,===.==, 0l.s inte,est, a3a,d PlaintiffsK t+ei, 1-sts and ,eas-na)le 


att-,ne*sH fees, and /,ant s.1+ -t+e, ,elief as t+is C-.,t dee2s D.st and 0,-0e,.  


COUNT $


LE�AL MALPRACTICE�AIDIN� AND A�ETTIN� A FRAUD A�AINST


DEFENDANTS �OSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A K A YALDEN, OLSEN % WILLETTE


LAW OFFICES, CRAI� A WILLETTE, A K A YALDEN, OLSEN % WILLETTE LAW


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A K A YALDEN, OLSEN % WILLETTE LAW


OFFICES


@C. Plaintiff ,e0eats and ,ealle/es t+e alle/ati-ns 1-ntained in 0a,a/,a0+s 5 t+,-./+ @A, 


in1l.sive, -f t+is C-20laint, as if f.ll* ,estated +e,ein.


A=. Defendant J-se0+ David Olsen 3as t+e se1-nd T,.stee a00-inted t- Plaintiff  Pa.l R. 


D.l)e,/Ks )an9,.0t1* a1ti-n.


@.����
��%��	�C$��6'���/�%�������'�%�'����?7?����&�5�
0�YALDEN, OLSEN &


 WILLETTE LAW OFFICES a00-inted as +is 1-.nsel in Plaintiff Pa.l R. )an9,.0t1* 2atte,.


A6 ��
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WHEREFORE,  Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R.


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST 0,a* t+at t+is C-.,t ente, D.d/2ent -n C-.nt 7 -f t+e 


C-20laint in t+ei, fav-, and a/ainst DEFENDANTS JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN


& WILLETTE LAW  and ea1+ -f t+e2, in t+e a2-.nt in e:1ess -f ;6>5,===.==, 0l.s inte,est, 


a3a,d PlaintiffsK t+ei, 1-sts and ,eas-na)le att-,ne*sH fees, and /,ant s.1+ -t+e, ,elief as t+is 


C-.,t dee2s D.st and 0,-0e,.  


&�URY DEMAND


Plaintiff LNAMEM de2ands a t,ial )* D.,* -n Lall iss.es t,ia)le )* a D.,*/LSPECIFIC ISSUES ON
WHICH A JURY TRIAL IS SOUGHTMM.M


Dated4 LMONTHM LDAYM, LYEARM Res0e1tf.ll* s.)2itted,


B*4 _________________________________


LATTORNEY NAMEM LEARDC 
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NUMBER)/LECOURT?ISSUED ID NUMBER)MM


LLAW FIRMM LECOURT?ISSUED ID NUMBER)M


LOFFICE STREET ADDRESSM


LCITYM, LSTATEM LNIP CODEM


Tel4 LTELEPHONE NUMBERM


LEMAIL ADDRESSM


Att-,ne*s f-, PlaintiffLsM LNAMEES)M


&VERIFICATION


STATE OF ILLINOIS )


) ss.4


COUNTY OF LCOUNTY NAMEM )


LNAMEM, )ein/ fi,st d.l* s3-,n -n L-at+/affi,2ati-nM, de0-ses and states t+at L+e/s+eM is t+e 


LPARTY/LTITLEM -f LPARTYMM in t+e a)-ve?1a0ti-ned 2atte,, t+at L+e/s+eM +as ,ead t+e 


f-,e/-in/ LDOCUMENT NAMEM, t+at L+e/s+eM 9n-3s t+e 1-ntents t+e,e-f, and t+at t+e 2atte,s 


stated t+e,ein a,e t,.e and 1-,,e1t t- t+e )est -f L+is/+e,M -3n 9n-3led/eL, e:1e0t as t- t+e 


2atte,s t+e,ein stated t- )e -n inf-,2ati-n and )elief, and as t- t+-se 2atte,s L+e/s+eM )elieves 


t+e2 t- )e t,.eM.


____________________________________


LNAMEM LDATEM


LTITLEM


Si/ned and s3-,n t- )ef-,e 2e, a N-ta,* P.)li1, -f __________ C-.nt*, Illin-is, )* 
___________________, t+is ___ da* -f __________, 6=__.


_________________________
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N-ta,* P.)li1


ENOTARY SEAL)M


OR


&VERIFICATION �Y CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION ���'(


Unde, 0enalties as 0,-vided )* la3 0.,s.ant t- Se1ti-n 5?5=C -f t+e C-de -f Civil 


P,-1ed.,e, t+e .nde,si/ned 1e,tifies t+at t+e state2ents set f-,t+ in t+is inst,.2ent a,e t,.e and 


1-,,e1t, e:1e0t as t- 2atte,s t+e,ein stated t- )e -n inf-,2ati-n and )elief, and as t- s.1+ 2atte,s


t+e .nde,si/ned 1e,tifies as af-,esaid t+at L+e/s+eM ve,il* )elieves t+e sa2e t- )e t,.e.


_____________________________________


LNAMEM LDATEM


LTITLEMM


&E)HI�IT &NUM�ER LETTER**
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From: Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com
Subject: Final Draft complaint


Date: December 8, 2022 at 12:56 PM
To: Paul Dulberg pdulberg@icloud.com, Paul Dulberg pdulberg@icloud.com


Please	review	and	sign	twice	on	last	page	and	return	the	last	page	only


Complaint IL 


Illinois…nt.doc


185 KB
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE 
TRUST


Plaintiffs,


vs.


KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 
AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   
KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW 
GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN,
A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE
LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE,
A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 
LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, 
A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 
LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF 
AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 
PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE 
COMPANY


Defendants.


)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)


CASE NO. __________________


PLAINTIFFS’ COMPLAINT AT LAW
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2


Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST, 2I and t8B?E78 t8eiB att?BneI, Al@8?nse A. TalaBi3?, f?B t8eiB C?=@laint 


a7ainst Defendants, KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 


AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN 


LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 


LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.,  ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES, 


ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY, states as f?ll?Gs�


NATURE OF THE CASE



. T8is is an a3ti?n a7ainst Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 


OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC 


A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., f?B LE�AL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED 


ON THE ATTORNEYS’ �REACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY �FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION��


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 231 of 915







Exhibit AH
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-12-08_1256 PM_RECV_Final Draft complaint_with attachments.pdf


�


�. T8is is an a3ti?n a7ainst Defendants JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES,  f?B LE�AL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED ON THE 


ATTORNEYS’ �REACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY �FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION��


�. T8is is an a3ti?n a7ainst Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED 


NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES f?B �REACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT�


�. T8is is an a3ti?n a7ainst Defendant  ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY f?B �REACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT�


PARTIES


�� *=2:?E:77D 2C6 *�.& +� �.&��+!
 #(�#/#�.�&&1 �(� -"� *�.& +�


�.&��+! +�/)���&� -+.,-� *2F= +� �F=36C8 :D 2? #==:?@:D C6D:56?E H9@D6


255C6DD :D ���� "2J56? �@FCE
 '4"6?CJ #==:?@:D ������ -96 *2F= +� +6G@423=6 -CFDE @7


H9:49 *2F= +� �F=36C8 2?5 -9@>2D 0� %@DE 2C6 �@�-CFDE66D :D 2? #==:?@:D +6G@423=6


-9CFDE H9@D6 255C6DD :D ���� "2J56? �@FCE
 '4"6?CJ #==:?@:D ������


�. Defendants aBe�


A) KELLY N. BAUDIN is an Illin?is Besident and Att?BneI Git8 a Be7isteBed addBess ?f ��� S. 


M3HenBI AvenEe, CBIstal La;e, Illin?is ���
�. S8e is als? t8e PBesident and A7ent f?B C?	


Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illin?is D?=esti3 C?B@?Bati?n G8?se addBess is ��� S. M3HenBI 
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�


AvenEe, CBIstal la;e, Illin?is ���
� and d?es 2Esiness EndeB t8e AssE=ed Na=e ?f THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


B) WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II is an Illin?is Besident and Att?BneI Git8 a Be7isteBed 


addBess ?f ��� S. M3HenBI AvenEe, CBIstal La;e, Illin?is ���
�. He is als? t8e Se3BetaBI f?B 


C?	Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illin?is D?=esti3 C?B@?Bati?n G8?se addBess is ��� S. 


M3HenBI AvenEe, CBIstal la;e, Illin?is ���
� and d?es 2Esiness EndeB t8e AssE=ed Na=e ?f 


THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


C) KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., is an Illin?is D?=esti3 


C?=@anI Git8 an assE=ed na=e ?f THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. Wit8 an addBess ?f 


��� S?Et8 M3HenBI AvenEe, CBIstal La;e, Illin?is ���
�, and Re7isteBed A7ent KellI N. 


BaEdin ��� S?Et8 M3HenBI AvenEe, CBIstal La;e, Illin?is ���
�.


D) JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin?is Besident and Att?BneI Git8 a Be7isteBed addBess ?f ���� Elaine DBive SEite 
��, 


R?3;f?Bd, Illin?is �

��.


E) CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin?is Besident G8? is n? l?n7eB aEt8?BiJed t? @Ba3ti3e laG in t8e State ?f Illin?is as ?f ���
 


Git8 a Be7isteBed addBess ?f 
��� Nati?nal AvenEe, R?3;f?Bd, Illin?is �

��.


F) RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illin?is Besident G8? is n? l?n7eB aEt8?BiJed t? @Ba3ti3e laG in t8e State ?f Illin?is as ?f ��
� 


Git8 a Be7isteBed addBess ?f 
��� Nati?nal AvenEe, R?3;f?Bd, Illin?is �

��.


G) ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES, is an Illin?is D?=esti3 LLC Git8 a @Bin3i@al ?ffi3e addBess ?f �� N?Bt8 ClaB; StBeet 
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�


��th Fl??B, C8i3a7?, Illin?is �����. T8e Be7isteBed a7ent is MaB3 J. Be3;eB �� N?Bt8 ClaB; StBeet, 


SEite ����, C8i3a7?, Illin?is �����.


H) ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY is an Illin?is


D?=esti3 Dividin7 St?3; InsEBan3e C?=@anI @EBsEant t? t8e Illin?is InsEBan3e C?de �
� ILCS 


�/��B	�� TI@e P&C D?=esti3 St?3;. Its addBess is �
�� SandeBs R?ad, SEite �
��, N?Bt82B??;, 


Illin?is �����. Its PaBent C?=@anI is THE ALLSTATE CORPORATION. Its Be7isteBed a7ent is 


CT CORPORATION SYSTEM, ��� SOUTH LASALLE STREET SUITE �
�, CHICAGO, 


ILLINOIS �����.


�URISDICTION AND VENUE


�. T8is C?EBt 8as @eBs?nal :EBisdi3ti?n f?B ea38 Defendant as f?ll?Gs�


�a.  KELLY N. BAUDIN @EBsEant t? ��� ILCS �/�	����a)��), ��� ILCS �/� ����a)��), ��� 


ILCS �/�	����a)�

), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�
�), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�
�), ��� ILCS �/�	


����2)��)�


�2. WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II @EBsEant t?��� ILCS �/�	����a)��), ��� ILCS �/� 


����a)��), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�

), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�
�), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�
�), ��� 


ILCS �/�	����2)��)�


�3. KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., @EBsEant t? ��� ILCS �/� 


����a)��), ��� ILCS �/�	����2)��)�


�d. JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


@EBsEant t? ��� ILCS �/�	����a)��), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�

), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�
�), ��� 


ILCS �/�	����2)��)�
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�


�e. CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES @EBsEant 


t? ��� ILCS �/�	����a)��), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�

), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�
�), ��� ILCS �/�	


����2)��)�


�f. RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES


@EBsEant t? ��� ILCS �/�	����a)��), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�

), ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�
�), ��� 


ILCS �/�	����2)��)�


�7. ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES @EBsEant t? ��� ILCS �/�	����a)�
), ��� ILCS �/� ����a)��), ��� ILCS �/�	


����2)��)�


�8. ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY @EBsEant t? ��� 


ILCS �/�	����a)�
), ��� ILCS �/�	����2)��).


�. T8is C?EBt 8as sE2:e3t =atteB :EBisdi3ti?n @EBsEant t? T8e C?nstitEti?n ?f t8e State ?f 


Illin?is, ABti3le VI T8e JEdi3iaBI, Se3ti?n �. CiB3Eit C?EBts	JEBisdi3ti?n 2e3aEse le7al 


=al@Ba3ti3e, fBaEd and 2Bea38 ?f 3?ntBa3t =atteBs 3?==itted Git8in t8e State ?f Illin?is. 


�. VenEe is @B?@eB @EBsEant t? ��� ILCS �/�	
�
�
) 2e3aEse Defendant ADR SYSTEMS 


OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES is a KBesident K ?f 


C??; C?EntI, Illin?is and ��� ILCS �/�	
�
��) 2e3aEse t8e fBaEdElent Bindin7 Mediati?n 


A7Bee=ent Gas 3Beated and t8e Bindin7 Mediati?n HeaBin7 Gas 3?ndE3ted in C??; C?EntI, 


Illin?is.  


STATEMENT OF FACTS


��� )? @C 23@FE )4E@36C 2
 2��� *&�#(-#   *2F= + �F=36C8  3682? 42==:?8 E96 @77:46 @7
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COUNT 

LE�AL MALPRACTICE��REACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY A�AINST DEFENDANTS 
KELLY N� �AUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL �AUDIN II  AND KELRAN, INC A�K�A THE 


�AUDIN LAW �ROUP, L('�,


��. Plaintiff Be@eats and Bealle7es t8e alle7ati?ns 3?ntained in @aBa7Ba@8s 
 t8B?E78 ��, 


in3lEsive, ?f t8is C?=@laint, as if fEllI Bestated 8eBein.


��.  Plaintiff  enteBed int? an Att?BneI	 Client a7Bee=ent Git8 Defendants KellI N. BaEdin,  


Willia=  Randal BaEdin II and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., ?n 


Se@te=2eB ��, ��
�. �Please see EH8i2it 
 atta38ed) 


�
. PEBsEant t? t8at  a7Bee=ent a Belati?ns8i@ Gas 3Beated G8eBein t8e Defendants ?Ged a 


fidE3iaBI dEtI t? a3t in t8e 2est inteBest ?f t8eiB 3lient Plaintiff PaEl R. DEl2eB7.


��. Defendants 2Bea38ed t8eiB fidE3iaBI dEtI t? @laintiff PaEl R. DEl2eB7 as f?ll?Gs� 


a) T8ese Defendants ;neG ?B s8?Eld 8ave ;n?Gn t8at t8e 3?EnteB3lai= filed 2I t8e M3GEiBes 


a7ainst Ga7n?n ?n Fe2BEaBI 
, ��
� Gas n?t ansGeBed 2I Ga7n?n.
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2�


2) T8ese Defendants ;neG ?B s8?Eld 8ave ;n?Gn t8at 2e3aEse Ga7n?n did n?t ansGeB t8e 


3?EnteB3lai= filed ?n Fe2BEaBI 
, ��
�, Ga7n?n Gas effe3tivelI ad=ittin7 t8at t8e fa3ts stated in 


t8e 3?EnteB3lai= GeBe tBEe.


3) T8ese Defendants ;neG ?B s8?Eld 8ave ;n?Gn t8at 2I n?t ansGeBin7 t8e 3?EnteB3lai= filed 2I 


t8e M3GEiBes ?n ?B a2?Et Fe2BEaBI 
, ��
�, Ga7n?n Gas 3?ntBadi3tin7 t8e state=ents in G8at 


Gas Ga7n?n�s de@?siti?n.


d) T8ese Defendants ;neG ?B s8?Eld 8ave ;n?Gn t8at d?3E=ents sE38 as �Ga7n?n de@?siti?n 


eH8i2it 
� GeBe 8i78lI AEesti?na2le and s8?Ged eviden3e ?f 2ein7 =ani@Elated.


e) T8ese Defendants ;neG ?B s8?Eld 8ave ;n?Gn t8at Ga7n?n neveB filed ansGeBs t? t8e 


inteBB?7at?Bies sent 2I P?@?vi38 and Mast.


f) T8ese Defendants neveB as;ed Ga7n?n�s 3?Ensel f?B t8e ansGeBs t? inteBB?7at?Bies.


7) T8ese Defendants neveB inf?B=ed t8e :Ed7e t8at t8eI neveB Be3eived Ga7n?ns ansGeBs t? 


inteBB?7at?Bies.


8) T8ese Defendants ;neG ?B s8?Eld 8ave ;n?Gn t8at an aEdi? Be3?Bdin7 ?f a tele@8?ne 


3?nveBsati?n t8at Mast 3lai=ed t? 8ave Git8 Ga7n?n ?n A@Bil 

, ��
� Gas =issin7 fB?= t8e 


3ase file.


i) T8ese Defendants neveB inf?B=ed t8e :Ed7e t8at DEl2eB7 8ad filed f?B 2an;BE@t3I.


:) T8ese Defendants and TBEstee Olsen, t?7et8eB, 3?eB3ed DEl2eB7 a7ainst 8is Gill int? a 2indin7 


=ediati?n a7Bee=ent.


;) TBEstee Olsen t?ld t8e 2an;BE@t3I :Ed7e t8at t8e @aBties a7Beed and DEl2eB7 did n?t Gant a 


:EBI tBial 2e3aEse 8e G?Eldn�t 2e a 7??d Gitness.


l) T8ese Defendants inf?B=ed DEl2eB7 t8at t8e 2an;BE@t3I :Ed7e 8as t8e aEt8?BitI and did 


f?B3e t8e 2indin7 =ediati?n a7Bee=ent E@?n t8e @aBties.
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=) T8ese Defendants and TBEstee Olsen, t?7et8eB, de3ided t8at anI aB2itBati?n aGaBd Gas t? 2e 


3a@@ed at ����,��� and f?B3ed t8e E@@eB 3a@ ?n DEl2eB7 Git8?Et 8is 3?nsent and G8ile i7n?Bin7 


8is stB?n7 ?2:e3ti?n. 


n) T8ese Defendants and TBEstee Olsen, t?7et8eB, intenti?nallI 7ave DEl2eB7 de3e@tive and 


=isleadin7 le7al ?@ini?ns Git8 Bes@e3t t? G8? 8as le7al aEt8?BitI t? de3ide f?B Plaintiff PaEl R. 


DEl2eB7 all =a:?B issEes Be7aBdin7 t8e diBe3ti?n ?f DEl2eB7�s 3ase a7ainst Ga7n?n.


?) TBEstee Olsen and t8ese Defendants intenti?nallI =isBe@Besented DEl2eB7Ls Gis8es t? t8e 


2an;BE@t3I :Ed7e.


@) T8ese Defendants =aI 8ave f?B7ed DEl2eB7�s si7natEBe ?n t8e Bindin7 Mediati?n A7Bee=ent.


�Please see PlaintiffLs EH8i2it 

 atta38ed)


��. Defendants  KellI N. BaEdin,  Willia=  Randal BaEdin II and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., a3ti?ns in f?B3in7 Plaintiff PaEl R. DEl2eB7 int? Bindin7 


Mediati?n Git8 a ����,���.�� 3a@ a7ainst 8is stated desiBe and instBE3ti?ns f?B an En3a@@ed  :EBI 


tBial  Gas t8e @B?Hi=ate 3aEse ?f PlaintiffLs @e3EniaBI in:EBies,


��. Plaintiff PaEl R. DEl2eB7Ls a3tEal da=a7es in an a=?Ent in eH3ess ?f ���
,��.��


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST @BaI t8at t8is C?EBt enteB :Ed7=ent ?n C?Ent 
 ?f t8e 


C?=@laint in t8eiB fav?B and a7ainst Defendants  KellI N. BaEdin,  Willia=  Randal BaEdin II 


and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., and ea38 ?f t8e=, in t8e 


a=?Ent in eH3ess ?f ���
,���.��, @lEs inteBest, aGaBd PlaintiffsL t8eiB 3?sts and Beas?na2le 


att?BneIs� fees, and 7Bant sE38 ?t8eB Belief as t8is C?EBt dee=s :Est and @B?@eB.  


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 255 of 915







Exhibit AH
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-12-08_1256 PM_RECV_Final Draft complaint_with attachments.pdf


2�


COUNT �
LE�AL MALPRACTICE�FRAUDULENT MISREPRESENTATION A�AINST 


DEFENDANTS KELLY N� �AUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL �AUDIN II  AND KELRAN, 
INC A�K�A THE �AUDIN LAW �ROUP, L('�,


��. Plaintiff Be@eats and Bealle7es t8e alle7ati?ns 3?ntained in @aBa7Ba@8s 
 t8B?E78 �
, 


in3lEsive, ?f t8is C?=@laint, as if fEllI Bestated 8eBein.


��. T8ese Defendants Be@Besented t? Plaintiff t8at t8e 2an;BE@t3I :Ed7e 8ad t8e aEt8?BitI and did 


?BdeB t8at Plaintiff @EBsEe 8is ?n7?in7 liti7ati?n in Civil C?EBt t8B?E78 Bindin7 Mediati?n. 


��.  T8ese DefendantsL Be@Besentati?n Gas false as t8ese Defendant Git8 t8e 3??@eBati?n ?f t8e 


Ban;BE@t3I TBEstee t?ld t8e Ban;BE@t3I C?EBt t8at Plaintiff desiBed t? enteB int? 2indin7 


=ediati?n.


��.  T8ese Defendants ;neG t8at t8e Be@Besentati?n Gas false.


��. T8e Ban;BE@t3I JEd7e Beas?na2lI Belied ?n t8e tBEt8 ?f t8e =isBe@Besentati?n.


��. T8e =isBe@Besentati?n Gas =ade t? 3?eB3e Plaintiff t? d? G8at 8e 8as BefEsed t? d? t8at 2ein7 


t? a33e@t Bindin7 Mediati?n ?f 8is 3aEse ?f a3ti?n 3EBBentlI @endin7 in CiB3Eit C?EBt.


�
. Plaintiff PaEl  R. DEl2eB7 Belian3e ?n t8e =isBe@Besentati?n led t? 8is @e3EniaBI in:EBI as t8e 


Bindin7 Mediati?n 8ad a 3a@ ?f ����,���.�� a7ainst a 7B?ss aGaBd 2I t8e Mediat?B ?f 


����,���.��.  


WHEREFORE,  Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST @BaI t8at t8is C?EBt enteB :Ed7=ent ?n C?Ent � ?f t8e 


C?=@laint in t8eiB fav?B and a7ainst Defendants  KellI N. BaEdin,  Willia= Randal BaEdin II 


and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., and ea38 ?f t8e=, in t8e 
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a=?Ent in eH3ess ?f ���
,���.��, @lEs inteBest, aGaBd PlaintiffsL t8eiB 3?sts and Beas?na2le 


att?BneIs� fees, and 7Bant sE38 ?t8eB Belief as t8is C?EBt dee=s :Est and @B?@eB.  


COUNT �
LE�AL MALPRACTICE�AIDIN� AND A�ETTIN� A FRAUD A�AINST 


DEFENDANTS �OSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A�K�A YALDEN, OLSEN � WILLETTE 
LAW OFFICES, CRAI� A WILLETTE, A�K�A YALDEN, OLSEN � WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A�K�A YALDEN, OLSEN � WILLETTE LAW 
OFFICES


��. Plaintiff Be@eats and Bealle7es t8e alle7ati?ns 3?ntained in @aBa7Ba@8s 
 t8B?E78 ��, 


in3lEsive, ?f t8is C?=@laint, as if fEllI Bestated 8eBein.


��. Defendant J?se@8 David Olsen Gas t8e se3?nd TBEstee a@@?inted t? Plaintiff  PaEl R. 


DEl2eB7Ls 2an;BE@t3I a3ti?n.


��� �676?52?E $@D6A9 �2G:5 )=D6? 925 9:D 2
<
2 &2H  :C> YALDEN, OLSEN &


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES a@@?inted as 8is 3?Ensel in Plaintiff PaEl R. 2an;BE@t3I =atteB.


��. �676?52?E $@D6A9 �2G:5 )=D6? 925 *=2:?E:77 �@F?D6= :? E96 �:C4F:E �@FCE


>2EE6C �� �(��(-, %�&&1 (� ��.�#(
 0#&&#�' +�(��& ��.�#( ##  2?5
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��


WHEREFORE,  Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST @BaI t8at t8is C?EBt enteB :Ed7=ent ?n C?Ent � ?f t8e 


C?=@laint in t8eiB fav?B and a7ainst DEFENDANTS JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN 


& WILLETTE LAW and ea38 ?f t8e=, in t8e a=?Ent in eH3ess ?f ���
,���.��, @lEs inteBest, 


aGaBd PlaintiffsL t8eiB 3?sts and Beas?na2le att?BneIs� fees, and 7Bant sE38 ?t8eB Belief as t8is 


C?EBt dee=s :Est and @B?@eB.  


COUNT 
 
�REACH OF CONTRACT A�AINST DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 


LLC�, ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES


��. Plaintiff Be@eats and Bealle7es t8e alle7ati?ns 3?ntained in @aBa7Ba@8s 
 t8B?E78 ��, 


in3lEsive, ?f t8is C?=@laint, as if fEllI Bestated 8eBein.


��� There was a valid and enforceable contract between Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg and


Defendants ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL


SERVICES and ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY dated 


December 8, 2016. (Please see Exhibit 11 attached)


95.  There existed an unsigned/undated draft of this agreement presented to Plaintiff’s


Bankruptcy Judge on October 31, 2016 by Defendant Joseph David Olsen. (Please see


Group Exhibit  6B attached)
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96. Major terms within the two agreements were changed including but not limited to:


a. Notifications under the title on page one;


b. Language under Parties B;


c. page 4 F1.b.  regarding who is liable to Plaintiff;


d. page 5 V.A.1. ADR Systems Fee Schedule;


e. page 5 V ADR Systems Fee Schedule boxed information;


f. page 6 section v number 5.


97. The specified language  of Paragraph III. B. Amendments to the Agreement were not 


followed.


98. Plaintiff did all that was required of him under the terms of the contract.


99. Defendant breached the contract by not following the terms regarding amending the 


contract.


100. Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00 because 


the contract under the changed terms should not be allowed to regulate the procedure.


WHEREFORE,  Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST @BaI t8at t8is C?EBt enteB :Ed7=ent ?n C?Ent � ?f t8e 
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�2


C?=@laint in t8eiB fav?B and a7ainst DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., 


ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES  in t8e a=?Ent in eH3ess ?f ���
,���.��, 


@lEs inteBest, aGaBd PlaintiffsL t8eiB 3?sts and Beas?na2le att?BneIs� fees, and 7Bant sE38 ?t8eB 


Belief as t8is C?EBt dee=s :Est and @B?@eB. 


COUNT � 
�REACH OF CONTRACT A�AINST DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND 


CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY



�
. Plaintiff Be@eats and Bealle7es t8e alle7ati?ns 3?ntained in @aBa7Ba@8s 
 t8B?E78 ��, 


in3lEsive, ?f t8is C?=@laint, as if fEllI Bestated 8eBein.


��2� There was a valid and enforceable contract between Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg and


DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY dated 


December 8, 2016. (Please see Exhibit 11 attached)


103.  There existed an unsigned/undated draft of this agreement presented to


Plaintiff’s Bankruptcy Judge on October 31, 2016 by Defendant Joseph David Olsen.


(Please see Group Exhibit  6B attached)


104. Major terms within the  two agreements were changed  including but not limited to:


a. Notifications under the title on page one;


b. Language under Parties B;
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c. page 4 F1.b.  regarding who is liable to Plaintiff;


d. page 5 V.A.1. ADR Systems Fee Schedule;


e. page 5 V ADR Systems Fee Schedule boxed information;


f.  page 6 section v number 5.


94. The specified language  of Paragraph III. B. Amendments to the Agreement were not 


followed.


105. Plaintiff did all that was required of him under the terms of the contract.


106. Defendant breached the contract by not following the terms regarding amending 


the contract.


107. Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00 because 


the contract under the changed terms should not be allowed to regulate the procedure.


WHEREFORE,  Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST @BaI t8at t8is C?EBt enteB :Ed7=ent ?n C?Ent � ?f t8e 


C?=@laint in t8eiB fav?B and a7ainst DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY in t8e a=?Ent in eH3ess ?f ���
,���.��, @lEs inteBest, aGaBd 


PlaintiffsL t8eiB 3?sts and Beas?na2le att?BneIs� fees, and 7Bant sE38 ?t8eB Belief as t8is C?EBt 


dee=s :Est and @B?@eB. 


�URY DEMAND�
� PERSONS
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Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG


REVOCABLE TRUST de=and a tBial 2I :EBI ?n all issEes tBia2le 2I a :EBI.


Dated� De3e=2eB �, ���� Res@e3tfEllI sE2=itted,


BI� /s/ Al@8?nse A. TalaBi3?
ARDC �
�����
CC �����
��� S;?;ie B?ElevaBd sEite ���
N?Bt82B??;, Illin?is �����
��
�) ���	
�
�
3?nta3t�laG?ffi3e?fal@8?nsetalaBi3?.3?=


Att?BneI f?B Plaintiffs� Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, 
INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG  
REVOCABLE TRUST


VERIFICATION �Y CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 
�
	�


UndeB @enalties as @B?vided 2I laG @EBsEant t? Se3ti?n 
	
�� ?f t8e C?de ?f Civil 


PB?3edEBe, t8e EndeBsi7ned 3eBtifies t8at t8e state=ents set f?Bt8 in t8is instBE=ent aBe tBEe and 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 263 of 915







Exhibit AH
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 55_Successive drafts of Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-12-08_1256 PM_RECV_Final Draft complaint_with attachments.pdf


��


3?BBe3t, eH3e@t as t? =atteBs t8eBein stated t? 2e ?n inf?B=ati?n and 2elief, and as t? sE38 =atteBs 


t8e EndeBsi7ned 3eBtifies as af?Besaid t8at 8e veBilI 2elieves t8e sa=e t? 2e tBEe.


  ___________________________________
PaEl R. DEl2eB7 


AFFIDAVIT PURSUANT TO SUPREME COURT RULE 222(b)


I, Paul R. Dulberg, after being duly sworn on oath depose and state as follows:


1. I have brought suit against Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,   KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID 
OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A 
YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN 
& WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY


2. The total of money damages I seeks does exceed $50,000;


3. I am filing this Affidavit pursuant to the provisions of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 222.


Dated: December 8, 2022


______________________________________
Paul R. Dulberg 
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From: Paul Dulberg pdulberg@icloud.com


Subject: Re: Final Draft complaint


Date: December 8, 2022 at 1:04 PM


To: Law Office Of Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com
Bcc: Paul Dulberg pdulberg@icloud.com


Scan 1.pdf


On Dec 8, 2022, at 12:56 PM, Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:


Please	review	and	sign	twice	on	last	page	and	return	the	last	page	only
<Complaint IL IllinoisRelated Content.doc>
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correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters 


the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 


Pa~~ 


AFFIDAVIT PURSUANT TO SUPREME COURT RULE 222(b) 


I, Paul R. Dulberg, after being duly sworn on oath depose and state as follows: 


1. I have brought suit against Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/KIA BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/KIA BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID 


OLSEN, A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/KIA 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN 


& WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, _LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 


COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY 


2. The total of money damages I seeks does exceed $50,000; 


3. I am filing this Affidavit pursuant to the provisions of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 222. 


Dated: December 8, 2022 


35 
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Dulberg  000758
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K-1 ORTON
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Cincinnati Insurance vs. Mayo Electric 
Adam P. Bainbridge, P.E., C.F.I. - 01/13/2014 


The signature of the witness, ADAM P. 


BAINBRIDGE, P.E., C.F.I., was reserved by agreement of 


counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


20th day of January, 2014. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


312 .:J3.:j_6936 
8?7.(i:::..3.67'.J6 
Fox 3"12./.36 b9!;3 
www.iensenlitigation.com 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: (312) 236-6936 


Page 84 
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K-� ORTON
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Englund vs. Sharkey Transportation 
Rachel K. Viel - 03/01/2013 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Page 73 


Witness my official signature on this 14th day 


of March, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


MAGGIE 
h LaSalle 


Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: (312) 236-6936 


JENSEN~ REPORTING 


RPR 
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K-� ORTON
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Garner vs. City of Country Club Hills 
Cynthia R. Singleton - 05/02/2013 Page 242 


In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my 


hand and affixed my seal of office at Chicago, Illinois, 


this 15th day of May, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, 
Phone: 


Illinois 60601 
(312) 236-6936 


JENSEN~ REPORTING 
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K-� ORTON
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Langkan vs. Patel 
Hansaben N. Patel - 07/08/2013 


The signature of the witness, HANSABEN N. 


PATEL, was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


22nd day of July, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


Jn n; 6936 
Ol7 0!13.6/:.i6 
Fnx 317. 230 6968 
wv,,w.je,nsenlitigotion.com 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: (312) 236-6936 


Page 35 
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Green vs. House 
Jah-Won Koo, M.D. -10/01/2013 


The signature of the witness, JAH-WON KOO, 


M.D., was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


11th day of October, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


:n2.230.6!i36 
U?/.o53.07J.6 
Fm:'.) 12.7.36.6'1'68 
www.jense-hlitlgC1tioh.com 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: (312) 236-6936 


Page 73 
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Tims vs. Rockwell Automation 
Andrew P. Tims - 01/07/2013 


The signature of the witness, ANDREW P. TIMS, 


was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


31st day of January, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone : ( 3 12 ) 2 3 6 - 6 9 3 6 


JENSEN~ REPORTING 


Page 149 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 273 of 915







Exhibit AJ2
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Fabrication 4 Gagnon deposition certi昀椀cation page/K1 to K20. ORTON.pdf


K-� ORTON


1 


2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


Jenkins vs. 858 West Lake LLC 
Darren L. Jenkins - 03/04/2014 


The signature of the witness, DARREN L. 


JENKINS, was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


17th day of March, 2014. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


312.136.6936 
Ul ! .6J3.6/JO 
Fcu :J l?.7.36 6968 
WW'w,iensenlitigation.com 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: (312) 236-6936 
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Miller vs. The City of Aurora dba The Aurora Fire Department 
Kevin T. Charvat, M.D. - 05/08/2014 


The signature of the witness, KEVIN T. 


CHORVAT, M.D., was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


21st day of May, 2014. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


3 '12.236.6936 
6/i.oj3_6/'.!6 
rax ;~ 12_2:..it. b963 
www.ie.ns.enlitigotion.com 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, 
Phone: 


Illinois 60601 
(312) 236-6936 
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Strong vs. Auto Owners 
Andrew J. Blint, M.D. - 08/07/2014 Page 51 


The signature of the witness, ANDREW J. BLINT, 


M.D., was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


14th day of August, 2014. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


312 .2Jo 6936 
I>!! .6:13 .6/'.j6 
Fax:~ l 7..2.3o 69!;8 
www.;ensenlitigot.on.com 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, 
Phone: 


Illinois 60601 
(312) 236-6936 
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Grafcor Packaging vs. Helstrom 
Anthony M. Frer-10/09/2014 Page 56 


The signature of the witness, ANTHONY M. FRER, 


was reserved by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


14th day of October, 2014. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


312.226.6936 
Uif.('1~,'L6/:J6 
fa>i; 31J .. 2.:3c': 6968 
www.jens11tnli1igation.cort1 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
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Chicago, 
Phone: 
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Strobel vs. Smith 
Carl N. Graf, M.D. - 02/01/2013 


The signature of the witness, CARL N. GRAF, 


M.D., was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


11th day of February, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: (312) 236-6936 
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Montemayor vs. Gagen 
Michael W. Montemayor- 04/01/2013 


The signature of the witness, MICHAEL W. 


MONTEMAYOR, was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


12th day of April, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: {312) 236-6936 
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Sliwinski vs. The Roy Houff Company, LLC. 
Edward J. Herba, M.D. - 06/11/2013 Page 31 


The signature of the witness, EDWARD J. HERBA, 


M.D., was reserved by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


20th day of June, 2013. 
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Chicago, 
Phone: 
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Sullivan vs. Smith 
Charles V. Sullivan - 08/14/2013 


The signature of the witness, CHARLES V. 


SULLIVAN, was reserved by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


27th day of August, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 
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Chicago, 
Phone: 
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Wall vs. Star, Inc. 
Stan V. Smith, Ph.D. - 11/18/2013 Page 119 


In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my 


hand and affixed my seal of office at Chicago, Illinois, 


this 25th day of November, 2013. 
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Laborers' vs. Industrial Industries 
Roger Calhoun - 02/10/2014 Page 40 


In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my 


hand and affixed my seal of office at Chicago, Illinois, 


this 17th day of February, 2014. 
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Barasha vs. Astro Trucking, Inc. and Michael Moskowitz 
William C. Barasha - 04/08/2014 


The signature of the witness, WILLIAM C. 


BARASHA, was reserved by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


21st day of April, 2014. 
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Riggs vs. Vargas 
AM Trial Stephanie Hoffman Testimony - 06/05/2014 


STATE OF ILLINOIS 


COUNTY OF COOK 


Page 37 


SS. 


Margaret Maggie Orton, being first duly sworn, 


on oath says that she is a Certified Shorthand Reporter 


and Registered Professional Reporter doing business in 


the City of Chicago, County of Cook and the State of 


Illinois; 


That she reported in shorthand the proceedings 


had at the foregoing trial; 


And that the foregoing is a true and correct 


transcript of her shorthand notes so taken as aforesaid 


and contains an excerpt of the proceedings had at the 


said trial. 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 


CSR No. 084-004046 


SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO 
before me this 24th day of 
June, A.D., 2014. 
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IRMO - Durchslag 
Kathryn S. Horos - 09/09/2013 


The signature of the witness, KATHRYN S. 


HOROS, was waived by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


16th day of September, 2013. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: (312) 236-6936 
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Silinskiene vs. France 
RogerW. Barrette - 11/25/2014 


The signature of the witness, ROGER W. 


BARRETTE, was reserved by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the 


within case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the 


parties. 


Witness my official signature and seal as 


Notary Public in and for Cook County, Illinois, on this 


3rd day of December, 2014. 


CSR No. 084-004046 


312.236.6936 
877 o53.67J6 
Fox 312.236 6968 
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MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON, CSR, RPR 
180 North LaSalle Street 
Suite 2800 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
Phone: {312) 236-6936 
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Page 214 


The signature of the witness, DAVID A. GAGNON, 


was reserved by agreement of counsel. 


The undersigned is not interested in the within 


case, nor of kin or counsel to any of the parties. 


Witness my official signature on this 9th day of 


December, 2013 . 


I ARET MAGIE ORTON/ CSR, RPR 


CSR No. 084-004046 


Dulberg 000758 
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Q-� ORTON


1 employee of such attorney or counsel, or 


2 financially interested di~ectly or 


3 indirectly in this action. 


4 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set 


5 my hand. 


6 
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10 Margaret aggie Orton 
Certified Shorthand Reporter 


11 Certificate No. 84-004046 
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Robin D. Williams, MFS, MS, D-BFDE


Board Certified


rwilliams@docexamination.com


Bonnie L. Schwid, B.S., D-BFDE


Board Certified


blschwid@docexamination.com


Mailing Address:


1253 Scheuring Road         1001 W. Glen Oaks Ln.                   161 N. Clark Street


           Suite A             Suite 21 9                   Suite 1600


  DePere, WI 54115              Mequon, WI 53092                Chicago, IL 60601


     (920) 339-9500        (262) 241-9100         (312) 346-9300


May 24, 2022


Attorney Alphonse A. Talarico
707 Skokie Blvd. #600
Northbrook, Illinois 60062


REPORT OF FINDINGS


RE: Dulberg v. Popovich et al 17 LA 377


Dear Attorney Talarico,


PART 1—PAULA ANN ERICKSON QUESTIONED SIGNATURES:
Pursuant to your request, I examined the following documents:
Documents containing the disputed signatures of Paula Ann Erickson
(machine copies)
Q-1 ERICKSON Page 108 - Court Reporter signature page; dated 4-9-2013.
Q-2 ERICKSON Page 61 - Court Reporter signature page; dated 4-9-2013.
Q-3 ERICKSON Page 53 - Court Reporter signature page; dated 4-9-2013.


Document(s) submitted as bearing the genuine signatures of Paula Ann Erickson
(machine copies):
K-1 ERICKSON Mortgage Broker Fee Agreement; dated 5-14-2013.
K-2 ERICKSON Credit Inquiry Explanation Letter; dated 5-14-2013.
K-3 ERICKSON Disclosure Notices document containing 3 known signatures; top signature


is K-3; dated 5-14-2013.
K-4 ERICKSON Disclosure Notices document containing 3 known signatures; center 


signature is K-4; dated 5-14-2013.
K-5 ERICKSON Disclosure Notices document containing 3 known signatures; bottom 


signature is K-5; dated 5-14-2013.
K-6 ERICKSON Notice of Termination; dated 7-11-2013.
K-7 ERICKSON Claim Coverage document; dated 3-26-2013.
K-8 ERICKSON Signature page with Federal National Mortgage Association/ Fannie Mae 


containing 2 known signatures; top signature is K-8; dated 5-21-2013.
K-9 ERICKSON Signature page with Federal National Mortgage Association/ Fannie Mae 


containing 2 known signatures; center of page signature is K-9; 
dated 5-21-2013.


OMNI 
Document Examinations 
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RE: Dulberg v. Popovich et al 17 LA 377
Page 2
May 24, 2022


K-10 ERICKSON Code Enforcement Disclosure document; dated 5-21-2013.
K-11 ERICKSON Buyer’s Arm Length Acknowledgement; dated 5-21-2013.
K-12 ERICKSON Real Estate Tax Information document; date is unknown.
K-13 ERICKSON Technical Support Incident Report sheet; dated 12-13-2013.
K-14 ERICKSON Erickson Reporting cover page for errata sheet; dated 9-18-2012.
K-15 ERICKSON Erickson Reporting cover page for errata sheet; dated 3-10-2014.
K-16 ERICKSON Receipt from Bubba’s in Cape Coral, Florida; dated 5-11-2013.


Assignment
The purpose of the examination was to determine whether the signatures of Paula Ann Erickson
in question on Items Q-1 ERICKSON, Q-2 ERICKSON, Q-3 ERICKSON and the signatures of 
Paula Ann Erickson submitted as genuine on Items K-1 ERICKSON to K-16 ERICKSON were 
written by the same person, Paula Ann Erickson.


Procedure
The examination consisted of visual and microscopic study of the writing style, the 
discriminating writing characteristics, natural variations, spatial arrangement, letter formations, 
letter connections, slant, letter designs, legibility, fine motor control and other significant 
handwriting features.


Opinion
It is the opinion of this examiner that it is highly probable that the signatures of Paula Ann 
Erickson that are in question on Items Q-1 ERICKSON, Q-2 ERICKSON and Q-3 ERICKSON
were not written by the same person whose signatures are on Items K-1 ERICKSON
to K-16 ERICKSON. 


Visual demonstrations regarding the reasons for my opinion on the Charts 1 through 48.


PART 2 —MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON QUESTIONED SIGNATURES:
Pursuant to your request, I examined the following documents:
Documents containing the disputed signatures of Margaret Maggie Orton
(machine copies)
Q-1 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 214”; first line reads: “1 The signature of 


the witness, DAVID A. GAGNON [sic]…; dated 12-9-2013.
Q-2 ORTON Top right of page reads: “37”; first line reads: “…employee of such attorney 


or counsel, or…”; date is unknown.
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Document�s� su�mitted as �earing the genuine signatures of Margaret Maggie Orton
(machine copies):
K-1 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 84”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Adam P.”…; dated 1-20-2014.
K-2 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 73”; first line reads: “The undersigned is not 


interested in the …”; dated 3-14-2013.
K-3 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 242”; first line reads: “In witness whereof, 


I have hereunto set my…”; dated 5-15-2013.
K-4 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 35”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


�ansaben N.”…; dated 7-22-2013.
K-5 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 73”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


�oh-(on Koo”…; dated 10-11-2013.
K-6 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 149”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Andrew P. Tims”…; dated 1-31-2013.
K-7 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 235”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Darren L.”…; dated 3-17-2014.
K-8 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 39”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Kevin T.”…; dated 5-21-2014.
K-9 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 51”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Andrew �. Blint”…; dated 8-14-2014.
K-10 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 56”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Anthony M. Frer”…; 10-14-2014.
K-11 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 53”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Carl N. Graf”…; dated 2-11-2013.
K-12 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 172”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Michael (.”…; dated 7-22-2013.
K-13 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 31”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Edward �. �erba”…; dated 6-20-2013.
K-14 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 96”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Charles V.”…; dated 8-27-2013.
K-15 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 119”; first line reads: “In witness whereof, I have 


hereunto set my…”; dated 11-25-2013.
K-16 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 40”; first line reads: “In witness whereof, I have 


hereunto set my…”; dated 2-17-2014.
K-17 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 160”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, (illiam C.”…; dated 4-21-2014.
K-18 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 37”; first line reads: “Margaret Maggie Orton, 


being first duly sworn,…”; dated 6-24-2014.
K-19 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 104”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Kathryn S.”…; dated 9-16-2013.
K-20 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 129”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Roger (.”…; dated 12-3-2014.
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Assignment
The purpose of the examination was to determine whether the signatures of Margaret Maggie 
Orton in question on Items Q-1 ORTON and Q-2 ORTON, and the signatures of Margaret 
Maggie Orton submitted as genuine on Items K-1 ORTON to K-20 ORTON were written by the 
same person, Margaret Maggie Orton.


Procedure
The examination consisted of visual and microscopic study of the writing style, the 
discriminating writing characteristics, natural variations, spatial arrangement, letter formations, 
letter connections, slant, letter designs, legibility, fine motor control and other significant 
handwriting features.


Opinion
It is the opinion of this examiner that it is highly probable that the signatures of Margaret Maggie 
Orton that are in question on Items Q-1 ORTON and Q-2 ORTON were not written by the same 
person whose signatures are on Items K-1 ORTON to K-20 ORTON. 
Visual demonstrations regarding the reasons for my opinion on the Charts 49 through 87.


�iscussion
This examination was conducted from machine copies of the documents in question and the 
exemplars used for comparison. I assume that they are accurate reproductions of the originals. If 
the original documents become available, I reserve the right to examine it and revisit my opinion.  
�owever, I do not believe my opinion will change.


Please allow four weeks in the event that my testimony is required.


Respectfully submitted,
Omni Document Examinations


Robin D. (illiams, MFS, MS, D-BFDE
Diplomate-Board of Forensic Document Examiners
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K-1


ERICKSON


3317383999 


MORTGAGE BROKER FEE AGREEMENT M 14 20 3 Date. ay . 1 


By signing below, you agree that: 


1. You have received an initial Good Faith Estimate within 3 business day~ of the mortgage loan 
application. 


2. You intend to proceed with the loan. 
3. This Mortgage Broker Fee Agreement has been explained to you and y<t>u understand it. 
4. You have not been charged any fees, other than a reasonable credit re~ort fee prior to signing 


this Mortgage Broker Fee Agreement. 
5. You voluntarily enter into this Mortgage Broker Fee Agreement and youiagree to the Broker Fees 


shown above. 
6. If your loan is an adjustable rate mortgage ("ARM"), you received the Consumer Handbook on 


Adjustable Rate Mortgages Booklet("C~ARM Booklet"). 
7. If your loan is for the purchase of a home, you received the Shopping far Your Home Loan -


HUD's Settlement Costs Booklet. 
8. You acknowledge that you have received and understand the Appraisal:Report Delivery 


Disclosure incluaed in your application package. • 


0 If this box is checked, this Mortgage Broker Fee Agreement has been am~nded with updated fees 


Borrowe,NT<~ 


Signature Q~ 


Date____,__.5'..._
1
.,_/_,_iL/ ......... /""'""l3 ______ _ 


Co-Borrower Name 


Signature ______________ _ 


Date ________________ _ 


PropertyAddress806 SW 54th Ln. Cape Coral. FL 33914-7069 


Mortgage BankerAnthony Lee Date ~05~/~l-+4~/2-0~1~3 ____ _ 


Mortgage Banker Signature 


2620671548 
2011/05 brfeagr2.pcl Page 2 of 2 
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Date: 05/14/13 


Paula A. Erickson 
1405 Linden Ct 
Genoa City, WI 53128 


3317383999 


Quicken·䰀漀ans· 
Engineered to Amaze·


Credit Inquiry Explanation Letter 
To process your loan quickly, it's important that we have an accurate representation of your financial obligations so 
we can determine if you qualify for this loan. Each time someone requests your credit report, an inquiry is noted. 
The most common reason this occurs is in connection with an application for credit �uch as a mortgage loan, auto 
loan, credit card, etc. 


During the loan application process, we continually monitor your credit activi漀⼀ and may pull a new credit 
report prior to closing. Any additional debts or obligations, disclosed or undisclosed, may impact your 
loan approval. You must quali昀礀 with any new accounts opened. 


The creditor(s) listed below have pulled your credit within the past 120 days: 


CIS INC 2013-04-30 CONSOLDTED 2013-04-30 
GULF COAST MORTGAGE 2013-04-30 BK OF AMER/LANDSAFE 2013-02-28 
BOFA/LANDSAF 2013-02-28 BOFA/LNDSF 2013-02-28 
AMERISAVE MORTGAGE C 2013-02-26 CREDCO 2013-02Ⰰⴀ26 
CREDCO 2013-02-26 


You must disclose if any new accounts were opened. Please select one of the boxes below: 


� I have NOT opened up new debt 
New debt is considered anything not currently listed in the Liabilities section of your Uniform 
Residential Loan Application. 


7 
1 I have opened up new debt 


Select this option if you have opened up new debt with any of the creditors listed above and 
include the details in the box below. In addition, if you have opened any new deqt please send 
in a loan document or billing statement indicating the balance owed and the new monthly payment. 


Creditor's Name : Account# : Balance Owed ···r· 


"''""''"'"•----·--""""""'""•--·-·· ""'"•.J. - - - - ·------·-·- ---- ·-·-·--·-----·-"-·"·---.. -· .. \ ·----·-····-


i 
By signing this Explanation Letter, you certify the liabilities section on your loan applic㄀㌀tion and additional 
information regarding your inquiries as accurate and complete. Also you agree to inform us of any new debt 
incurred up to and including the day of closing. Your failure to do so may result in civil liability or criminal 


�·,�•. •-挀娀v" 
Ĝᰨ 


Client Paula A. Erickson 


2011/01 cireltr.pcl
?昀㬀?⼀氀昀Ⰰ71 ss 1 


Page 1 of 1 
t Date 
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K-�
�K-�
�K-� ERICKSON
GCM Financial Services Inc:. LIC# 903812 NMLS# 903B12 I Originator: Anthony Edward Lee LIC# LO13868 NMLS# 67538 


Applicant(s): 
Paula A Erickson 


DISCLOSURE NOTICES 
Property Address: 


806 SW 54th Lane 
Cape Coral, FL 33914 


AFFIDAVIT OF OCCUPANCY 


Date: 05{13/2013 


Applicant(s) hereby certify and acknowledge that, upon laking title to the real property de~cribed above. their occupancy 
status will be as follows: 


Primary Residence - Applicant(s)shall occupy, establish, and use the Property as Appli't3nt(s) principal residence within 
60 days after closing and shall continue to occupy the Property as Applicant(s) principal residence for at leas! one year 
after the date of occupancy, unless Lender otherwise agrees in writing, which consent sh11II not be unreasonably withheld, 
or unless extenuating circumstances exist which are beyond Borrower's control. 


Secondary Residence - To be occupied by Applicanl(s) at least 15 days yearly, a$ second home (vacation, etc.), 
while maintaining principal residence elsewhere. [Please check this box if you plan to establish it as your primary 
residence at a future date (e.g., retirement)]. 


Investment Property - Nol owner occupied. Purchased as an investment to be held or rentejd. 


The Applicant(s) acknowledge ii is a federal crime punishable by fine or imprisonment, or bot~, lo knowingly make any false 
statement concerning I~;,e--nra'\ apf.licalion as applic.able. under the provisions of Title 18, Uniled Stales Code, Section 1014. 


(-'\ ~ 1 ---.:~-' J\ I. I I 


~~-_( c;b::.-C,L--=:~---~:, 1, /'-·1/1.J 
APPLICANT SIGNATURE CO-APPLICANT SIGNATURE 


ANTI-COERCION STATEMENT 


The insurance laws of this state provide that the lender may not require the applicant lo take insurance through any 
particular insurance agent or company lo protect lhe mortgaged property. The applicant, subjected to the rules aelopted by 
the Insurance Commissioner. has lhe right to have the insurance placed with an insurance ag~nl or company of his choice, 
provided the company meets the requirement of the lender. The lender has the right to designate reasonable financial 
requirements as to the company and the adequacy of the coverage. 
I have read the foregoing statemenl, or the rules of the Insurance Commissioner relative h~elo, and understand my rights 
and privileges and those of the lender relative to the placing of such insurance. 
I have selected the following agencies to write the insurance covering the property described above: 


Insurance Company Name Agent 


Agent's Telephone Number 


CO-APPLICANT SIGNATURE 


FAIR CREDIT REPORTING ACT 
An investigation will be made as to the credit standing of all individuals seeking credit in this a11>plication. The nature and scope 
of any Investigation will be furnished to you upon written request made within a reasonable period of time. In the event of credit 
denial due to an unfavorable c r report, you will be of the identity of the Consumer Reporting Agency making such 
re of your right to est \villi sixty (60) days the reason for the adverse action. pursuant to provisions of section 615(b) : 
o the Fai Credit R • Ac , ·~-: / • 


5//'f i 
CO-APPLICANT SIGNATURE 


FHA LOANS ONLY 


IF YOU PREPAY YOUR LOAN ON OTHER THAN THE REGULAR INSTALLMENT DATE, YOU MAY BE ASSESSED INTEREST 
CHARGES UNTIL THE END OF THAT MONTH. 


GOVERNMENT LOANS ONLY 


RIGHT TO FINANCIAL PRIVACY ACT OF 1978 - This is[a notice to you as required by the Right lo Fin~ncial Privacy Act of 1978 that the 
Department of Housing and Urban Development or Departinent of Veterans /1,ffairs has a right of access to!financial records held by a financial 
institution in connection with the consideration of administration of assistance to you. Financial records. involving your transaction will be 
available to the Department of Housing and Urban Development or Department of Veterans Affairs without further notice or authorization but 
will not be disclosed or released lo another Government agency or Department without your consent except as required or permitted by law. 


APPLICANT SIGNATURE CO-APPLICANT SIGNATURE 


Calyx Form - dionot. f= (9/10) 
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REO# 


NOTICE OF TERMINATION 


Seller: 


Purchaser: QA\ ), j o.,.. A Q i r ~-.w-, 


Property: 


C cl&.,,,, I I :i 3 9 I - 70 Lt 9 


Date: 


' 
Earnest Money Desposit S {) J 0\..' • ,;-.v 


Seller and Purchaser entered into an agreement dated ________ , 20 __ , (the 
"Agreement") whereby Seller would sell and Purchaser would purchase the Pro~rty. 


Seller's obligation to sell and Purchaser's obligation to purchase the Property is 


-


• ated/cancelled for the follil" ,~11ir 


I I ------


For the reasons stated above and under the tenns of the Agreement holder of the: Earnest Money 
Deposit is instructed to pay all amounts held as follows: 


Earnest money deposit in the amount of$ :J 5c)D • ol) to be refunded to Purchaser. 


Earnest money deposit in the amount of$ _______ to be paid to Sedler. 


$ ______ of the earnest money deposit to be paid to title/escrow company for actual 
II. I • I I - I -


SELLER: 


MAE 


o _____________ _,,as 
Attorney in Fact for Fannii:: Mae 


C FANNIE MAE as Attorney in Fact for 


Jan 2010 
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FRAUDULENT INSURANCE ACT, WHICH IS A CRIME AND SUBJECTS SUCH PERSON TO CRIMINAL AND 
CIVIL PENAL TIES. 


Declaration and Signature 


The undersigned, on behalf of all prospective insureds, after a reasonable inquiry, declares to the best of 
his/her knowledge and belief that the statements contained herein are truE1 and are the basis of the 
acceptance of the risk or the hazard assumed by the Company under this Policy. It is further agreed by 
the undersigned, its Subsidiaries and their directors, officers and trustees ~hat the Policy, if issued, is in 
reliance upon the truth of such representations. It is agreed that, although the signing of the Application 
does not commit the undersigned to purchase the insurance being appliedi for, the statements made in 
this Application shall become the basis of the Policy should one be purchaped. The Company is hereby 


..,...-,:,rno.r,,...rized to m tigation and inquiry in connection with this Application deemed necessary. 


_3_1dl2_1__L3 
Title Date 


Name of individual signing this application (printed) 


*Kentucky Residents Only: Due to state taxes and surcharges, please do not submit premium at this 
time. You will receive a quote from our underwriting department once your ~pp/ication is received and 
reviewed. 


Enclosed is mfcheck for$ _______ Effective Date Desired* ____ _ 
Make check payable to Marsh and return your check and this application in the envelope provided. 
*May not be earlier than the date the administrator receives and approves this application. 


I authorize Seabury & Smith to charge my: VISA MasterCard Amount $ _____________ _ 
Credit Card Number _____________________ Expir<1tion Date _____ _ 
Print name exactly as it appears on card __________________________ _ 


Coverage Underwritten by: Liberty Insurance Underwriters, Inc. 
PLEASE NOTE: This Application is for Claims-Made Coverage 


Administrator: 
Marsh U.S. Consumer 
a Service of Se<fury & Smith, Inc. 
Joan F. O'Sullivan, Licensed Agent 
PO Box 14576 
Des Moines, IA 50306-3576 
1-800-765-9408 


CA-0633005 


NCR-1000 (Ed. 12/2009) 
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, this Agreement has been duly executed by the Parties hereto as of the 
date first above set forth. 


"SELLER" "PURCHASER" 


Federal National Mortgage Association A/KIA Fannie Mae Paula A. Erickson 


f ---:.s 


Print Name: _________ _ Print Name: :kk1-d4L A. j( tso V\ 


Title: ____________ _ 


Date: ____________ _ 


Title:------:,-----------,-----;---------


Date: ~~'-+b_,_,,______,, I__._(-~-----


"ESCROW AGENT" "PURCHASER" 


NEW HOUSE TITLE, LLC 


4~ 
Print Name: __________ _ 


I 


Print Name: +1iA 1a..; A. N IC k:: w,n 
Title: ____________ _ Title:-----~--------


Date: ____________ _ Date: --c5c=J---,-1--./k"-d-(---l+-',('-""'.6'l-------
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Prepared by and Return to: 
Danielle Windham 
New House Title, LLC 


4919 Memorial Highway, Suite 200 
Tampa, Florida 33634 


ZONING AND BUILDING CODE COMPLIANCE, PENDING CODf: ENFORCEMENT 
VIOLATIONS, OPEN PERMITS , 


DISCLOSURE 


Re: File No. R13034209 
Borrower: Paula A. Erickson, 
Seller: 
Lender: 


Federal National Mortgage Association A/K/ A!Fannie Mae, 


Loan No. 
Property Address: 806 SW 54th Lane, Cape Coral, FL, 33914 


It is hereby agreed and understood by the parties signing below that neither Westcor Land Title 
Insurance Company nor New House Title, LLC, its agent, has conducted any searches to ascertain the 
property; the improvements located thereon; or any proposed use of the property; complies with 
applicable City or County Building and Zoning Codes. Including but n~t limited to, Miami-Dade 
County Ordinance 08-133 or any pending code enforcement issues and/ or open permits except to the 
extent of any notice of a violation regarding any Building and Zoning Ma~ter being recorded in the 
Official Records Books of the County containing the property that are aliready listed on your title 
commitment. 


It is hereby further agreed and understood by the parties signing below that i):1 the absence of a notice of 
violation regarding such matters being recorded in said Official Records Books, no insurance coverage 
regarding any Building and Zoning Matter is being provided by any title policy issued in connection 
herewith and neither Westcor Land Title Insurance Company nor New House Title, LLC, its agent, is 
responsible for any fees, costs or expenses arising from the existence of any Bµilding and Zoning Matter 
including any fees, costs or expenses incurred in complying with any City or County Building and 
Zoning Code. 


Any non-recorded Building and Zoning Matter may seriously affect the Buyer's use and enjoyment of 
the property and entail substantial financial consequences; the Buyer is urged to seek the advice of 
counsel and/ or conduct further due diligence regarding these matters. 


For and in consideration of New House Title, LLC' s agreement to close the transaction involving the 
Property and for other good and valuable consideration the receipt and suffia:iency of which are hereby 
acknowledged; the undersigned hereby releases and indemnifies New House Title, LLC, Federal 
National Mortgage Association, Westcor Land Title Insurance Company, their successors, parent 
companies, subsidiaries, past, present and future officers, directors, employe,s and agents, from any all 
liability and cause(s) of action relating to, around, arising out of and/ ot in connection with any 
unrecorded Building and Zoning Matters. • 


In witness whereof the parties have executed this agreement this ,j / <f day of ()' }a..--1 
----~ 2013. I 


Buyer(s): 


Paula A. Erickson 
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I , LC 
4919 Memorial Highway, Suite 200 


Tam pa, FL 33634 


Buyer's Arms Length Acknowledgement 


Purchaser: 
Property Address: 
Asset Number: 
File Number: 


Paula A. Erickson, 
806 SW 54th Lane Cape Coral, FL 33914 
A1304V8 
R13034209 


As Purchaser of the above referenced property, please respond to each question below: 
Are you, or any member of your immediate household, an employee of the Sell~r? 


___ Yes 


No 


Are you related by blood or marriage to the previous owner of the property? 


___ Yes 


Are you currently an active supplier approved to perform paid services for fill agent or relative of the 
seller? 


___ Yes 


No 


Signature 


Printed Name: ?Al>, la A 2A,c...~JV) 


Signature Date 


Printed Name: _____________ _ 
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IMPORTANT REAL ESTATE TAX INFORMATION 


BUYER(S): Paula A. Erickson, 
RE: Address: 806 SW 54th Lane, Cape Coral, FL, 33914 


The following disclosures explain New House Title's handling of propertyi tax pro-rations for the 
closing of your real estate transaction. • 


Buyer understands that real estate taxes and fees are prorated on the sejttlement statement. If 
current year taxes are not yet due and payable at the time of closing, pro-tations are based upon 
the gross tax amount from the prior year, and the amount shown on the ~ettlement statement is 
final. Taxes are not re-analyzed after the actual tax bill becomes known, even if the difference is 
substantial. Buyer understands and agrees that any shortfall in taxes is solely the responsibility of 
the buyer. r 


BUYER INITIALS -+aR~l:\~L...~=---


If taxes are due and payable at the time of closing, taxes are prorated base<jl on the actual amount 
d~. • 


BUYER INITIAL~ ? AL .. ,. 


Buyer should not rely on the Seller's current property taxes as the amount. o~roperty taxes that 
the Buyer may be obligated to pay in the year subsequent to purchase. A chcfflge of ownership or 
property improvements triggers reassessments of the property that could result in higher 
property taxes. If you have any questions concerning valuation, contact the County Pl'bp~rty 
Appraiser's Office for information. • 


BUYER INITIAL$ PA£, 


Should this property be subject to Non-Ad Valorem taxes, they may have been paid in advance 
by the seller resulting in a credit is due from buyer to seller on the settlement statement for the 
assessment period after the settlement date. 


BUYER INITIAL$ __,_P_._A~S...~_---


Tax bills for Florida properties are issued on November 1st. Contact the county tax 
collector should the bill not be received timely as discounts for ~arly payment may 
apply. The tax ID number for this property 15-45-23-C3-01664.0290. 


BUYER INITIALS PA [, J 


Buyer agrees that New House Title is not liable for accurate estimation ot proration of tax bills 


not yet issued. BUYER INITIALS __ V_-f4~f_. __ _ 


Paula A. Erickson 
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Per Incident Technical Suooort 


Full Svc# Product List Charge Per Hour Other One-Time Charge 


i 


Notes: i 


Subtotal One-Time Charges$ _N_IA _________ _ 


Per Incident Technical Support. In the event Customer is not licensing a Live Note product or service for which !technical support is included in the subscription 
charge, LiveNote may, upon Customer's request, provide technical support at 1-800-987-WEST or 1-800-LIVENOTE on a per incident basis at a charge of $150 per 
hour or a fraction thereof ! 


Term License. Live Note grants Customer a non-exclusive, non-transferable, term license to use the Software purs(1ant to the applicable terms and conditions of the 
Subscriber Agreement and/or End User Agreement and the terms and conditions of this Order Form. As used in th~ubscriber Agreement, "Subscriber shall mean 
"Customer." License Term commences upon contract execution. Subscription Charges are billed monthly in adv ce commencing upon execution of this Order 
Form and shall continue for twelve (12) months thereafter ("Minimum Term"). Upon conclusion of the Minimum T , monthly charges are billed thereafter at then­
current rates. Customer's right to access the Software ends with the termination of this Order Form and the Subscribjer Agreement and/or End User Agreement; upon 
termination Customer is required to uninstall and return any Software received under this Term License to LiveNo1,'e. Software licensed hereunder may be used by 
Customer in the normal course of his/her work related to providing commercial court reporting services. Software sll.all not be resold, redistributed or sub licensed by 
Customer. In the event there is a conflict between the terms and conditions of the Subscriber Agreement and/or End User Agreement and the terms and conditions of 
this Order Form, the terms and conditions of this Order Form shall control. 


Terms Applicable to RealLegal Publisher OCR. One OCR License is included with each RealLegal Publisher installation and/or Multimedia Subscription. 
Customer shall neither copy, sell, rent, lease, license, relicense, distribute or redistribute OCR or any of its components or its documentation, if any, nor shall 
Customer grant to any third party such rights or access to OCR or to any RealLegal application containing OCR by any technical means, including but not limited to 
network access. Customer may not reverse engineer, decompile, or disassemble OCR's programs, databases, libraries or other parts. Customer shall not use OCR in 
development and/or sales of OCR products. OCR IS PROVIDED "AS IS." LIVENOTE DOES NOT GUAR,t,.NTEE THAT OCR EMBEDDED INTO THE 
REALLEGAL APPLICATION WILL BE ERROR-FREE. TO THE MAXIMUM EXTENT ALLOWED BY APPLJCABLE LAW, LIVENOTE MAKES NO, AND 
HEREBY DISCLAIMS ALL, WARRANTIES OR REPRESENTATIONS, EXPRESS, IMPLIED OR STATUTQRY, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, 
WARRANTIES OF MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE WITH RESPECT TO OCR. IN NO EVENT SHALL LIVENOTE 
AND/OR ITS AFFILIATES BE LIABLE FOR CONSEQUENTIAL OR SPECIAL DAMAGES (INCLUDINO LOST PROFITS) WHETHER BASED ON 
CONTRACT, TORT, OR ANY OTHER LEGAL THEORY, EVEN IF LIVENOTE AND/OR ITS AFFILIATES H,i\ VE BEEN ADVISED OF THE POSSIBILITY 
OF SUCH DAMAGES. 


Perpetual License. LiveNote grants Customer a non-exclusive, non-transferable, perpetual license to use the OCR Software pursuant to the applicable terms and 
conditions of the End User Agreement; provided, however, that Customer maintains his/her subscription to Multimedia. Such perpetual license for OCR shall not 
include any customer support, software updates, telephone support, training, other maintenance, and the like. 


General Terms. This Order Form is subject to approval by LiveNote, and is governed by Minnesota law. The state and federal courts sitting in Minnesota will have 
exclusive jurisdiction. Except for expenses incurred by the trainer for Customized Training Session(s), training chaJ1ges and/or monthly subscription charges shall be 
billed on the date LiveNote processes Customer's order. Customer will pay all invoices in full within thirty (30) days from date of invoice. Applicable sales, use, 
personal property, value added tax (VAT) or equivalent, ad valorem and other taxes are the responsibility of Customer. Customer may be charged interest for overdue 
subscription and other open account charges. If any subscriptions or open account charges remain unpaid thirty (30) days after becoming due, amounts that are due 
and payable shall become immediately due and payable at the sole option of Live Note. Interest charged may be adj1.1sted to the then-highest current rate allowable on 
Minnesota contracts. This Order Form is non-transferable. All collection fees, including but not limited to attorneys fees, are payable by Customer. LiveNote may 
request a current financial statement and/or obtain consumer credit report on the undersigned individual to determine creditworthiness. LiveNote will only request 
consumer credit information on the undersigned if the undersigned is applying for credit as an individual or if the undersigned's consumer credit information is 
necessary for LiveNote to consider granting credit to the aforementioned company. If Customer inquires whether a credit report was requested, LiveNote will provide 
information of such, if a report was received and/or the name, address and telephone number of the agency that supplied the report. 


AUTHORIZED REPRESENTATIVE FOR ORDER FORM 


Printed Name Paula Erickson 


Tille 


Date f~/23_ 
s· 


~-
Expir.............__ 


Api Ex 
Total Ami. lo Charge 


9/1/13 SAM!net 624.dot 
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Erickson Reporting, LLC 


RESERVED SIGNATURE 
REGARDING THE CASE OF: CATHERINE NUNEZ V SEN~CA NURSING 


HOME, INC., et al. 


THE DEPOSITION OF: ROSELLE DUABAN, R.N. 
TAKEN ON: 9-10-12 


DATE: September 18, 2012 


Dear Mr. Geiger: 


Regarding the signature of the above-named witness, enclosed 
please find a signature page and an errata sheet. 


The witness should read the transcript of the deposition and 
note any change upon the errata sheet. The witness is allowed 
28 days to do so. After 28 days, the transcript may be used as 
though signed. 


After reading the transcript and noting any changes upon the 
errata sheet, the witness is required to sign the signature 
page. The signature page should be signed regardless of whether 
or not changes are noted. If a copy has not been ordered, please 
make arrangements through Erickson Reporting's office to have 
the witness appear and view the transcript, if you choose to do 
so. 


Please forward copies of the signature page and errata sheet to: 


ERICKSON REPORTING, LLC 
PO Box 375 
Wonder Lake, Illinois 60097 


Yours truly, 


~C
0


KS~C 


Paula A. Erickson, CSR, RPR 


CC: Mr. Thomas W. Dillon 


PO Box 375 815.236.5894 
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Erickson Reporting, LLC 


RESERVED SIGNATURE 
REGARDING THE CASE OF: Neubert V Northwoods Care Centre, LP 


THE DEPOSITION OF: Bernard Esguerra, R.N. 
TAKEN ON: March 10, 2014 


March 25, 2014 


Dear Ms. Ginett: 


Regarding the signature of the above-named witness, enclosed 
please find a signature page and an errata sheet. 


The witness should read the transcript of the deposition and 
note any change upon the errata sheet. The witness is allowed 
28 days to do so. After 28 days, the transcript may be used as 
though signed. 


After reading the transcript and noting any changes upon the 
errata sheet, the witness is required to sign the signature 
page. The signature page should be signed regardless of whether 
or not changes are noted. 


Please forward copies of the signature page and errata sheet to: 


ERICKSON REPORTING, LLC 
PO Box 375 
Wonder Lake, Illinois 60097 


Yours truly, 
ERICKSO~~IN1_, LLC 


0~ 
Paula A. Erickson, CSR, RPR 


CC: Mr. Thomas W. Dillon 


PO Box 375 815.236.5894 
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Tl~arks! Corrrs again. 
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Page 108 


I further certify that I am neither counsel for 


nor related to or employed by any of the parties to 


this action and that I am not a relative or employee 


of any counsel employed by the parties hereto or 


financially interested in the action. 


Dated this 


of 


Eri~ 


Certified Shorthand Reporter 


Registered Professional Reporter 


License No. 084-003899 


Notary Public 


2013. 


Dulberg 000543 
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I further certify that I am.neither counsel for 


nor related to or employed by any of the parties to 


this action and that I am not a relative or employee 


of any counsel employed by the parties hereto or 


financially interested in the action. 


Dated this 


of 


Certified Shorthand Reporter 


Registered Professional Reporter 


License No. 084-003899 


Notary Public 


9~ay 


, 2013. 
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I further certify that I am neither counse:a~::
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nor related to or employed by any of the parties to. 


this action and that I am not a relative or employee 


of any counsel employed by the parties hereto or 


financially interested in the action. 


Dated this 


of 


Certified Shorthand Reporter 


Registered Professional Reporter 


License No. 084-003899 


Notary Public 


0-L 
day 


I 2013. 
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Robin D. Williams, MFS, MS, D-BFDE


Board Certified


rwilliams@docexamination.com


Bonnie L. Schwid, B.S., D-BFDE


Board Certified


blschwid@docexamination.com


Mailing Address:


1253 Scheuring Road         1001 W. Glen Oaks Ln.                   161 N. Clark Street


           Suite A             Suite 21 9                   Suite 1600


  DePere, WI 54115              Mequon, WI 53092                Chicago, IL 60601


     (920) 339-9500        (262) 241-9100         (312) 346-9300


May 24, 2022


Attorney Alphonse A. Talarico
707 Skokie Blvd. #600
Northbrook, Illinois 60062


REPORT OF FINDINGS


RE: Dulberg v. Popovich et al 17 LA 377


Dear Attorney Talarico,


PART 1—PAULA ANN ERICKSON QUESTIONED SIGNATURES:
Pursuant to your request, I examined the following documents:
Documents containing the disputed signatures of Paula Ann Erickson
(machine copies)
Q-1 ERICKSON Page 108 - Court Reporter signature page; dated 4-9-2013.
Q-2 ERICKSON Page 61 - Court Reporter signature page; dated 4-9-2013.
Q-3 ERICKSON Page 53 - Court Reporter signature page; dated 4-9-2013.


Document(s) submitted as bearing the genuine signatures of Paula Ann Erickson
(machine copies):
K-1 ERICKSON Mortgage Broker Fee Agreement; dated 5-14-2013.
K-2 ERICKSON Credit Inquiry Explanation Letter; dated 5-14-2013.
K-3 ERICKSON Disclosure Notices document containing 3 known signatures; top signature


is K-3; dated 5-14-2013.
K-4 ERICKSON Disclosure Notices document containing 3 known signatures; center 


signature is K-4; dated 5-14-2013.
K-5 ERICKSON Disclosure Notices document containing 3 known signatures; bottom 


signature is K-5; dated 5-14-2013.
K-6 ERICKSON Notice of Termination; dated 7-11-2013.
K-7 ERICKSON Claim Coverage document; dated 3-26-2013.
K-8 ERICKSON Signature page with Federal National Mortgage Association/ Fannie Mae 


containing 2 known signatures; top signature is K-8; dated 5-21-2013.
K-9 ERICKSON Signature page with Federal National Mortgage Association/ Fannie Mae 


containing 2 known signatures; center of page signature is K-9; 
dated 5-21-2013.


OMNI 
Document Examinations 
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May 24, 2022


K-10 ERICKSON Code Enforcement Disclosure document; dated 5-21-2013.
K-11 ERICKSON Buyer’s Arm Length Acknowledgement; dated 5-21-2013.
K-12 ERICKSON Real Estate Tax Information document; date is unknown.
K-13 ERICKSON Technical Support Incident Report sheet; dated 12-13-2013.
K-14 ERICKSON Erickson Reporting cover page for errata sheet; dated 9-18-2012.
K-15 ERICKSON Erickson Reporting cover page for errata sheet; dated 3-10-2014.
K-16 ERICKSON Receipt from Bubba’s in Cape Coral, Florida; dated 5-11-2013.


Assignment
The purpose of the examination was to determine whether the signatures of Paula Ann Erickson
in question on Items Q-1 ERICKSON, Q-2 ERICKSON, Q-3 ERICKSON and the signatures of 
Paula Ann Erickson submitted as genuine on Items K-1 ERICKSON to K-16 ERICKSON were 
written by the same person, Paula Ann Erickson.


Procedure
The examination consisted of visual and microscopic study of the writing style, the 
discriminating writing characteristics, natural variations, spatial arrangement, letter formations, 
letter connections, slant, letter designs, legibility, fine motor control and other significant 
handwriting features.


Opinion
It is the opinion of this examiner that it is highly probable that the signatures of Paula Ann 
Erickson that are in question on Items Q-1 ERICKSON, Q-2 ERICKSON and Q-3 ERICKSON
were not written by the same person whose signatures are on Items K-1 ERICKSON
to K-16 ERICKSON. 


Visual demonstrations regarding the reasons for my opinion on the Charts 1 through 48.


PART 2 —MARGARET MAGGIE ORTON QUESTIONED SIGNATURES:
Pursuant to your request, I examined the following documents:
Documents containing the disputed signatures of Margaret Maggie Orton
(machine copies)
Q-1 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 214”; first line reads: “1 The signature of 


the witness, DAVID A. GAGNON [sic]…; dated 12-9-2013.
Q-2 ORTON Top right of page reads: “37”; first line reads: “…employee of such attorney 


or counsel, or…”; date is unknown.
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Document�s� su�mitted as �earing the genuine signatures of Margaret Maggie Orton
(machine copies):
K-1 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 84”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Adam P.”…; dated 1-20-2014.
K-2 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 73”; first line reads: “The undersigned is not 


interested in the …”; dated 3-14-2013.
K-3 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 242”; first line reads: “In witness whereof, 


I have hereunto set my…”; dated 5-15-2013.
K-4 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 35”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


�ansaben N.”…; dated 7-22-2013.
K-5 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 73”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


�oh-(on Koo”…; dated 10-11-2013.
K-6 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 149”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Andrew P. Tims”…; dated 1-31-2013.
K-7 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 235”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Darren L.”…; dated 3-17-2014.
K-8 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 39”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Kevin T.”…; dated 5-21-2014.
K-9 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 51”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Andrew �. Blint”…; dated 8-14-2014.
K-10 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 56”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Anthony M. Frer”…; 10-14-2014.
K-11 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 53”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Carl N. Graf”…; dated 2-11-2013.
K-12 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 172”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Michael (.”…; dated 7-22-2013.
K-13 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 31”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Edward �. �erba”…; dated 6-20-2013.
K-14 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 96”; first line reads: “The signature of the witness, 


Charles V.”…; dated 8-27-2013.
K-15 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 119”; first line reads: “In witness whereof, I have 


hereunto set my…”; dated 11-25-2013.
K-16 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 40”; first line reads: “In witness whereof, I have 


hereunto set my…”; dated 2-17-2014.
K-17 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 160”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, (illiam C.”…; dated 4-21-2014.
K-18 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 37”; first line reads: “Margaret Maggie Orton, 


being first duly sworn,…”; dated 6-24-2014.
K-19 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 104”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Kathryn S.”…; dated 9-16-2013.
K-20 ORTON Top right of page reads: “Page 129”; first line reads: “The signature of the 


witness, Roger (.”…; dated 12-3-2014.
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Assignment
The purpose of the examination was to determine whether the signatures of Margaret Maggie 
Orton in question on Items Q-1 ORTON and Q-2 ORTON, and the signatures of Margaret 
Maggie Orton submitted as genuine on Items K-1 ORTON to K-20 ORTON were written by the 
same person, Margaret Maggie Orton.


Procedure
The examination consisted of visual and microscopic study of the writing style, the 
discriminating writing characteristics, natural variations, spatial arrangement, letter formations, 
letter connections, slant, letter designs, legibility, fine motor control and other significant 
handwriting features.


Opinion
It is the opinion of this examiner that it is highly probable that the signatures of Margaret Maggie 
Orton that are in question on Items Q-1 ORTON and Q-2 ORTON were not written by the same 
person whose signatures are on Items K-1 ORTON to K-20 ORTON. 
Visual demonstrations regarding the reasons for my opinion on the Charts 49 through 87.


�iscussion
This examination was conducted from machine copies of the documents in question and the 
exemplars used for comparison. I assume that they are accurate reproductions of the originals. If 
the original documents become available, I reserve the right to examine it and revisit my opinion.  
�owever, I do not believe my opinion will change.


Please allow four weeks in the event that my testimony is required.


Respectfully submitted,
Omni Document Examinations


Robin D. (illiams, MFS, MS, D-BFDE
Diplomate-Board of Forensic Document Examiners
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Dulberg  001078
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Dulberg 003864
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG, THE PAUL DULBERG 
REVOCABLE TRUST, 


 Plaintiffs, 


v. 


KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF 
ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC 
A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., 
JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 
CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 
RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A 
YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 
OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 
LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 
PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE 
COMPANY, 


Defendants. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) Case No. 2022 L 010905 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
)  
) 
) 
)  
) 
) 
)  
) 
) 
)  
) 
) 
)  
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC�S 


 SECTION 2-615 MOTION TO DISMISS  


 Defendant ADR Systems of America, L.L.C., (�ADR�), pursuant to Section 2-615 of the 


Illinois Code of Civil Procedure (735 ILCS 5/2-615) respectfully moves the Court to dismiss 


Plaintiffs� Complaint with prejudice for failure to state a cause of action as to ADR. In support of 


its Motion, ADR states as follows: 


FILED
2/24/2023 1:23 PM
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ
CIRCUIT CLERK
COOK COUNTY, IL
2022L010905
Calendar, U
21615792
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Hearing Date: 3/28/2023 9:45 AM - 9:50 AM
Location: <<CourtRoomNumber>>
Judge: Calendar, U
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1. Plaintiffs Paul Dulberg and the Paul Dulberg Revocable Trust (collectively, 


�Dulberg�) have brought a 107 paragraph, 34-page rambling Complaint. (See Complaint, attached 


hereto as Exhibit A.) Among Dulberg�s various claims is �Count 4�, which attempts to allege a 


claim against ADR for breach of contract. Dulberg�s claim against ADR comes nowhere close to 


stating a valid cause of action and should be dismissed with prejudice. 


STANDARD OF REVIEW 


2. A Section 2-615 motion tests whether the complaint contains sufficient facts 


�which, if proved, would entitle the plaintiff to relief.� Evers v. Edward Hosp. Ass�n, 247 Ill. App. 


3d 717, 724 (2d Dist. 1993). �Illinois is a fact-pleading state, and conclusions of law and 


conclusory factual allegations unsupported by specific facts are not deemed admitted.� Alpha Sch. 


Bus Co., Inc. v. Wagner, 391 Ill. App. 3d 722, 735 (1st Dist. 2009).


3. Courts may take judicial notice of public documents and records in ruling on 


motions to dismiss pursuant to Section 2-615 and Section 2-619. Kopnick v. JL Woode Mgmt. Co., 


LLC, 2017 IL App (1st) 152054, ¶ 26. 


ARGUMENT 


4. ADR, based in Chicago, provides alternative dispute resolution services, which 


include arbitrations and mediations. 


5. The gist of Dulberg�s Complaint arises from his personal bankruptcy filed in the 


United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Illinois (Case No. 14-83578). It 


appears that Dulberg is unhappy that Defendant Joseph Olsen (the �Trustee�), who served as the 


bankruptcy trustee overseeing Dulberg�s personal bankruptcy (Case No. 14-83578), agreed to the 


recommendation of the Bankruptcy Court-approved special counsel, the Baudin Law Group, to 


participate in a binding mediation held at ADR in December 2016 with Allstate Insurance 
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concerning a personal injury claim the trustee controlled (Dulberg v. Gagnon) (�Dulberg�s Injury 


Claim�). (See Complaint, Ex. 7). 


6. In an October 31, 2016 hearing, the Bankruptcy Court approved (i) the proposal to 


hold a binding mediation of Dulberg�s Injury Claim, (ii) that this mediation would be subject to a 


$50,000-$300,000 (reflecting the applicable insurance policy limit) high/low agreement, and (iii) 


that the mediator who would preside over the binding mediation would not be made aware of that 


high/low agreement. (Complaint, Ex. 6A (October 31, 2016 Transcript of Proceedings) at 2-5). 


7. The Bankruptcy Court approved the submission of the claim to binding mediation 


before ADR. ADR played no role in the bankruptcy proceedings. ((Complaint, Ex. 8 (�Joseph D. 


Olsen, Trustee herein, is authorized to enter into a �Binding Mediation Agreement� as described 


in the Trustee�s Motion, and the Trustee may execute such documents as are necessary to 


accomplish the matters set forth herein.�).) 


8. On December 8, 2016, the parties, including Dulberg, participated in the binding 


mediation at ADR before the Honorable James Etchingham (ret.). (Complaint, ¶ 57). 


9. Prior to that binding mediation, the attorneys for the parties and Dulberg executed 


a Binding Mediation Agreement (Complaint, Ex. 11). That agreement reflects the �high/low� 


agreement that the Bankruptcy Court approved.1


10. On December 12, 2016, Judge Etchingham rendered an award in Dulberg�s favor 


of $561,000. The issuance of the award terminated ADR�s involvement in the proceeding. 


(Complaint, ¶ 64 and Ex. 10 thereto). 


1 According to the Complaint, Dulberg�s attorneys �may have forged Dulberg�s signature of the Binding 
Mediation Agreement.� (Complaint, ¶ 72 (p).) This equivocating allegation is noteworthy because Dulberg 
admits he attended the binding mediation. In any event, the Complaint is clear that the binding mediation 


occurred at ADR and ADR performed the services required of under the Binding Mediation Agreement. 
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11. In or about April 2017, the Trustee sought approval for the distribution of assets 


from the proceeds received as a result of the binding mediation to various attorneys and creditors. 


The Trustee�s request also included a distribution to Dulberg of more than $117,000. The 


Bankruptcy Court approved the distribution, and it appears Dulberg accepted his $117,000 without 


objection to the Bankruptcy Court. See Chapter 7 Trustee�s Final Account�, of which the Court 


may take judicial notice, attached hereto as Exhibit B. 


12. Now, six years later, Dulberg complains that his lawyers forced him into binding 


mediation against his will.  


13. Without commenting on the validity of the claims against the other parties, 


Dulberg�s claim against ADR is unfounded in fact or law.  


14. Dulberg admits that �there was a valid and enforceable contract� between Dulberg, 


Allstate and ADR. (Complaint, ¶ 94). 


15. Apparently, there was an unsigned and undated draft of a Binding Mediation 


Agreement that the Trustee submitted to the Bankruptcy Court as part of his motion seeking 


approval to submit the matter to binding mediation. (Complaint, ¶ 95.) Dulberg does not allege 


that this draft constituted a �valid and enforceable contract.� 


16. According to Dulberg, �Major terms within the two agreements were changed.� 


(Complaint, ¶ 96.) Dulberg offers no explanation as to the alleged relevance of the cited terms. 


(See, e.g., notifications, �Language under Parties B; �who is liable to plaintiff�; ADR�s fee 


schedule, ADR�s �Fee Schedule boxed information�; �page 6 section v number 5�.). 


17. Dulberg then alleges that ADR breached the Binding Mediation Agreement by not 


following the terms regarding amending the contract. However, Dulberg, by his own allegations, 
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admits that the only enforceable contract to which ADR was a party is the one the parties signed. 


(Complaint, Ex. 11). 


18. Dulberg then asserts in perplexing fashion that �Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury 


in an amount in excess of $261,000 because the contract under the changed terms should not be 


allowed to regulate the procedure.� (Complaint, ¶ 100).  


19. Beyond the fact that Count 4 makes little sense, Count 4 fails as to ADR because a 


valid breach of contract claim must identify the specific contractual provision at issue and the 


conduct constituting a breach thereof. See Babbitt Municipalities, Inc. v. Health Care Serv. Corp., 


2016 IL App (1st) 152662, ¶ 15 (affirming dismissal of breach of contract claim).  


20. Plaintiff�s Complaint admits (i) the enforceable contract to which ADR is a party 


is the Binding Mediation Agreement embodied in Exhibit 11 to the Complaint; (ii) a binding 


mediation dispute was presented to ADR for resolution; (iii) Dulberg attended the binding 


mediation; and (iv) Judge Etchingham rendered an award consistent with the terms of the Binding 


Mediation Agreement, which the parties accepted. 


21. ADR was not a party to the draft agreement that the Trustee attached to his motion, 


and the Complaint lacks any allegation that ADR engaged in any material breach of the executed 


Binding Mediation Agreement.  


22. Dulberg�s attempt, six years later, to hold ADR liable for anything relating to this 


matter should be rejected. Count 4 should be dismissed for failure to state a valid cause of action. 


23. As no basis exists by which Dulberg can remedy the defects in Count 4, the 


dismissal of the Complaint as to ADR should be with prejudice. 


WHEREFORE, Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, L.L.C. respectfully prays that 


this Court enter an order dismissing Plaintiffs� Complaint against ADR with prejudice. 
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     Respectfully submitted: 


     ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, L.L.C.


By: /s/ Robert A. Chapman     
     One of Its Attorneys 


Robert A. Chapman 
CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP    


190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850   
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 606-8752 
rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 
wdickmann@chapmanspingola.com 
Firm I.D. No. 29411 
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VERIFICATION 


I, Robert A. Chapman, pursuant to section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, 


state that the statements set forth in the above motion are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 


     By: /s/ Robert A. Chapman     
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil 


Procedure, I, Robert A. Chapman, an attorney, hereby certify that on February 24, 2023, I caused 


the foregoing (i) to be filed electronically using the Odyssey eFileIL system and (ii) to be served 


on counsel of record through the Odyssey eFileIL system, if registered, and by PDF/email at the 


following addresses:  


Alphonse A. Talarico  
Law Offices of Alphonse Talarico  
707 Skokie Blvd., Suite 600  
Northbrook, IL 60084  
contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com


George J. Manos  
Jason W. Jochum  
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, 


LLP 


550 W. Adams Street, Suite 300  
Chicago, Illinois 60661  
George.Manos@lewisbrisbois.com  
Jason.Jochum@lewisbrisbois.com 


Jeremy N. Boeder  
TRIBLER ORPETT & MEYER, P.C.  


225 W. Washington Street, Suite 2550  
Chicago, Illinois 60606  
(312) 201-6400  
docket@tribler.com 


 /s/ Robert A. Chapman   
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND
THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE 
TRUST


Plaintiffs, 


                                  vs. 


KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 
AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES,
KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW 
GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN,
A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE
LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE,
A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 
LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II,
A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE
LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF 
AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 
PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE 
COMPANY


                                    Defendants. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


CASE NO. __________________ 


PLAINTIFFS� COMPLAINT AT LAW


FILED
12/8/2022 3:50 PM
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ
CIRCUIT CLERK
COOK COUNTY, IL
2022L010905
Calendar, R
20609010
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All Law Division initial Case Management Dates will be heard via ZOOM.
For more information and Zoom Meeting IDs go to https://www.cookcountycourt.org/HOME/Zoom-Links/Agg4906_SelectTab/12
Remote Court date: 2/8/2023 9:30 AM


2022L010905
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Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST, by and through their attorney, Alphonse A. Talarico, for their Complaint 


against Defendants, KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 


AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN,


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN 


LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE


LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES, 


ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY, states as follows: 


NATURE OF THE CASE


1. This is an action against Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN,


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 


OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC 


A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., for LEGAL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED 


ON THE ATTORNEYS� BREACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY (FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION).
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2. This is an action against Defendants JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN &


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN &


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, for LEGAL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED ON THE 


ATTORNEYS� BREACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY (FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION).


3. This is an action against Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED 


NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES for BREACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT.


4. This is an action against Defendant ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY for BREACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT.


PARTIES


5. Plaintiffs are PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST.  Paul R. Dulberg is an Illinois resident whose


address is 4606 Hayden Court, McHenry Illinois 60051. The Paul R. Revocable Trust of


which Paul R. Dulberg and Thomas W. Kost are Co-Trustees is an Illinois Revocable


Thrust whose address is 4606 Hayden Court, McHenry Illinois 60051. 


6. Defendants are: 


A) KELLY N. BAUDIN  is an Illinois resident and Attorney with a registered address of 304 S. 


McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014. She is also the President and Agent for Co-


Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illinois Domestic Corporation whose address is 304 S. McHenry 
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Avenue, Crystal lake, Illinois 60014 and does business under the Assumed Name of THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


B) WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II is an Illinois resident and Attorney with a registered 


address of 304 S. McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014. He is also the Secretary for 


Co-Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illinois Domestic Corporation whose address is 304 S. 


McHenry Avenue, Crystal lake, Illinois 60014 and does business under the Assumed Name of 


THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


C) KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., is an Illinois Domestic 


Company with an assumed name of THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. With an address of 


304 South McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014, and Registered Agent Kelly N. 


Baudin 304 South McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014. 


D) JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illinois resident and Attorney with a registered address of 5702 Elaine Drive Suite 104, 


Rockford, Illinois 61108. 


E) CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illinois resident who is no longer authorized to practice law in the State of Illinois as of 2021 


with a registered address of 1837 National Avenue, Rockford, Illinois 61103. 


F) RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illinois resident who is no longer authorized to practice law in the State of Illinois as of 2013 


with a registered address of 1505 National Avenue, Rockford, Illinois 61103. 


G) ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES, is an Illinois Domestic LLC with a principal office addres  s of 20 North Clark 
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Street 29th Floor, Chicago, Illinois 60602. The registered agent is Marc J. Becker 20 North Clark 


Street, Suite 2900, Chicago, Illinois 60602. 


H) ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY is an Illinois 


Domestic Dividing Stock Insurance Company pursuant to the Illinois Insurance Code 215 ILCS 


5/35B-20 Type P&C Domestic Stock. Its address is 3100 Sanders Road, Suite 2100, Northbrook, 


Illinois 60062. Its Parent Company is THE ALLSTATE CORPORATION. Its registered agent is 


CT CORPORATION SYSTEM, 208 SOUTH LASALLE STREET SUITE 814, CHICAGO,


ILLINOIS 60604.   


JURISDICTION AND VENUE


7. This Court has personal jurisdiction for each Defendant as follows: 


7a.  KELLY N. BAUDIN pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2 209(a)(7), 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(a)(11), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(12), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 ILCS 5/2-


209(b)(2); 


7b. WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II pursuant to735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2 


209(a)(7), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(11), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(12), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(b)(2); 


7c.  KELRAN INC. A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2 


209(a)(7), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(b)(3); 


7d. JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES


pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(11), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(b)(2); 
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7e. CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES pursuant 


to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(11), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 ILCS 5/2-


209(b)(2); 


7f. RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES


pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(11), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(b)(2); 


7g. ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(1), 735 ILCS 5/2 209(a)(7), 735 ILCS 5/2-


209(b)(3); 


7h. ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY pursuant to 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(a)(1), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(b)(4). 


8. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to The Constitution of the State of 


Illinois, Article VI The Judiciary, Section 9. Circuit Courts-Jurisdiction because legal


malpractice, fraud and breach of contract matters committed within the State of Illinois.


9. Venue is proper pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-101(1) because Defendant ADR SYSTEMS 


OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES is a �resident � of 


Cook County, Illinois and 735 ILCS 5/2-101(2) because the fraudulent Binding Mediation 


Agreement was created and the Binding Mediation Hearing was conducted in Cook County, 


Illinois.


STATEMENT OF FACTS


10. On or about October 2, 2014 PLAINTIFF Paul R Dulberg began calling the office of
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Randy Baudin Sr. multiple times, but nobody called back until December of 2014. 


11. On or about September 22, 2015 Plaintiff Paul R Dulberg along with his mother 


Barbara Dulberg and brother Tom Kost went to meet with Randy Baudin Sr., and


  


Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin  at the office of Randal


 Baundin Sr. to discuss possible representation.


12. Upon entering the office of Randy Baudin Sr. Dulberg on September 22, 2015 


Plaintiff met with a receptionist who called herself Myrna and she introduced Dulberg to


Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin, attorneys of the firm.


13. When Barbara Dulberg inquired about Randy Baudin Sr, she was told that he was 


not available, not real active these days but doing okay.


14. A meeting took place on September 22, 2015 between Plaintiff Dulberg, Barbara


Dulberg, Tom Kost and Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N.


Baudin. 


15. On September 22, 2015 Plaintiff Dulberg entered into a fee agreement with Baudin 


& Baudin, an association of attorneys which at the time was located at 2100 Huntington


Dr., Suite C Algonquin IL. 60102 (Please see Plaintiffs� exhibit 1 attached).


16.  At the time Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin
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belonged to Defendant KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., located 


at 304 McHenry Ave., Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014. 


17. Plaintiff Dulberg informed Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N.


  


Baudin at their opening meeting that he intended/required that they were willing to take


the case to trial.  


18. Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin agreed to take the


case to trial if necessary.


19. Plaintiff Dulberg hired Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. 


Baudin to represent him in prosecuting his claims in the pending case designated as


12 LA 178 and that the case was an asset of the Bankruptcy Estate Bk No.:14-83578.


20. Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin did not review or did


not use the relevant fact that within 12 LA 178 there was an unanswered (and never 


answered) cross-claim that would have determined liability for the remaining 


defendant. 


21. Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin did not review or did


not use the relevant fact that within 12 LA 178 there was an unanswered (and never 
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answered) Interrogatories that  may have determined liability for the remaining


defendant.  


22. Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin did not inform


  


Circuit Court Judge handling 12 LA 178 that Plaintiff Paul Dulberg had filed for


bankruptcy protection in Bk No.:14-83578.


23. On July 15, 2016 Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin


invited Dulberg and his mother, Barbara Dulberg, to meet at Jamison Charhouse.


24. On July 15, 2016 at 2:22 PM from (815) 814-2193 Defendant WILLIAM RANDAL 


BAUDIN II sent a text message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Kelly and I would like speak 


with you and your mom Monday night at 630"


25. On July 15, 2016 at 2:27 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendants  


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin stating "Okay, Monday the 18th at 


6:30 pm. Do we need to bring anything?"


26. On July 15, 2016 at 2:29 PM Defendant WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II sent a text


message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Maybe the social security report if you have it? We


will Jameson's Charhouse crystal lake at 630 in meeting room there."
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27. On July 18, 2016 at 4:26 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II stating "Still on for tonight?"


28. On July 18, 2016 at 4:26 PM Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II sent a text 


message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Yes sir."


29.On July 18, 2016 Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and Kelly N. Baudin


met with Dulberg and his mother, Barbara Dulberg, at the Jamison Charhouse. During


  


this meeting, Randal and Kelly Baudin informed Dulberg about ADR and tried to


convince Dulberg to say Yes to the ADR. Dulberg did not agree with the ADR. Randy


asked Dulberg to think it over and Dulberg agreed to think it over and get back to him.


30. On July 18, 2016 at 8:54 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II stating "Would we be in a better position if the SSDI


decision was already in and would that make a difference in the amount the arbitration


judge would award?"


31. On July 18, 2016 at 10:12 PM Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and sent


a text message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "So sorry came in garbled. Are you taking


our recommendation as to the binding mediation?"


32. On July 18, 2016 10:13 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant
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WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II "You will have an answer tomorrow"


33. On July 19, 2016 at 12:23 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN III stating "Sorry but I want to get this to you while its fresh


Please answer this in the morning How are costs and attorney fees handled in binding


arbitration? Do they come out of the award or are they in addition to the award like a


trial?"


34. On July 19, 2016 at 3:57 AM Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II sent a text


  


message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Both Handled the same as trail."


35. On July 19, 2016 at 7:02 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II stating "Does that mean your fees and costs are


awarded separate from the award or do they still come out of the 300k cap?"


36. On July 19, 2016 at 7:06 AM Defendant WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II sent a text 


message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating If at trial and win 300 max Costs not above that.


Same as mediation. We can ask for judge to award costs in both. Up to judge to


award. Also costs mean filing fee service fee. Not the costs like experts bills. 


37. On July 19, 2016 at 7:54 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W.
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Randall Baudin II stating "We are thinking that if we can get Allstate to agree in 


advance and in writing to cover your % (fee) and all the costs including deposition fees,


expert witness fees and medical above and beyond any award the arbiter sees fit then


we would be willing to go forward. Let's just see if they are open to it"


38. On July 19, 2016 at 7:56 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to


  


Plaintiff Dulberg stating "They won't. The judge will decide what the award is and that is


the award. We again urge you to do the binding mediation."


39. On July 19, 2016 at 8:40 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 


Randall Baudin II stating "They are the ones pushing for arbitration correct? Why?"


40. On July 19, 2016 at 8:47 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W.


Randall Baudin II stating "I have to run to the dr's appointment. I'd tell Kelly to ask that


  


Allstate wait till possibly Thursday for their answer. It's not like it cost them anything"


41. On July 19, 2016 at 10:07 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message


to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "I told you they don't care if we arbitrate. We as your lawyers


say that it is the best that you do the binding mediation. We are deciding this based on


facts and odds as to give you the best outcome. It appears to me that you are still 


looking for some justification or rationalization to carry on as if it will make it better. It
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won't. This will give you the best possible outcome."


42. On July 19, 2016 at 1:46 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 


Randall Baudin II stating "Randy, Yes arbitration is appealing because it saves a few


thousand dollars and maybe a few years but I don't like the idea of being blindly boxed


in on their terms alone without any assurances as to your fees, medical expenses or


even what we spent out of pocket in costs to get here. I want some 


assurances/concessions on their part prior to walking in or it's no deal. Going in blind 


with no assurances, I can't help but to feel like a cow being herded thinking its dinner


time but it's really slaughter time. They need to give somewhere prior to arbitration or


it's a good indication as to how they will negotiate once we start. In other wards, if they 


won't concede anything prior to arbitration then they won't negotiate or concede


anything once the arbitration starts and if that's the case, what's the point. We need


something to show they are sincere in trying to resolve this. Up the lower limits from


50k to 150k, concede on the medical portion, out of pocket expenses, attorneys fees or 


how about just resolving their portion and leave their chainsaw wielding idiot open to


defend himself in this lawsuit. Perhaps they can give on something I haven't thought of 
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yet, Anything will do but giving on nothing prior to walking in there spells out what I'm 


going to get and if that's the case then I'll spend money and roll the dice. Convince me


I'm not going being lead to slaughter and I'll agree To do it"


43. On July 19, 2016 at 4:28 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to


Plaintiff Dulberg stating "So sorry your texts come in out of order. Binding mediation or


no."


44. On July 20, 2016 at 11:44 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message


to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "All right, Kelly called and we have Cole show Sean in the


next hour or so. Kelly had promised her we were calling yesterday, they have to know


what's going on and make arrangements regarding additional counsel. Again, as your


attorneys we are strongly urging you to participate in the binding mediation. It is your


best opportunity for the greatest possible recovery and the guarantee that you would at


least walk away with something if you got 0. Again, this gives us the most control of the


situation."  


45. On July 20, 2016 at 1:04 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 


Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Yes binding mediation?"


46.On July 20, 2016 at 1:24 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
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Randall Baudin II stating "Randy, I truly appreciate yours and Kelly's honest advice and 


I hope I continue to receive it in the future. Please don't take this personal because it's


not. I value everything you have to offer more than you know. I will be moving forward 


with litigation at this time. However, should Allstate consider a full settlement with no


strings attached in the future so they can save the cost of litigation or a humiliating 


defeat I'm not opposed to entertaining it and most likely will accept it. This is too


important to me and my family. I just cannot give up the protections of a public trial with


the possibility of review should something be handled wrongly in the hopes of saving a 


few thousand dollars and time. Thank you both for your honest advice now let's move


forward together and enjoy winning this case together."


47. On August 16, 2016 at 7:42 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant 


W. Randall Baudin II stating "Randy, I have to ask again, why is it wise to agree to


mediate before permanent disability is determined by social security since the


permanent disability rating would be a large factor in determining what the insurance 


adjuster is willing to give? Both mom and myself need a real answer to this question"


48. On September 27, 2016, W. Randall Baudin II signed an affidavit "AFFIDAVIT OF
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W.RANDALL BAUDIN, II PURSUANT TO RULES 2014(a), 2016(b) and 5002 TO


EMPLOYEE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. AS SPECIAL COUNSEL FOR THE


TRUSTEE".  


Section 1 states:   


"I am a member of the law firm of Boudin Law Group, Ltd. located at 304 South 
McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, IL 60014 and in that capacity I have personal 
knowledge of, and authority to speak on behalf of the firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd. 
with respect to the matters set forth herein.  This Affidavit is offered in support of the 
Application of the Trustee for Authorization to Employ Baudin Law Group, Ltd. as 
special counsel for the Trustee. The matters set forth herein are true and correct to the 
best of my knowledge, information and belief.


Section 5 of the affidavit states:   


"To the best of my knowledge, information and belief, Baudin Law Group, Ltd. does not 
hold or represent a party that holds an interest adverse to the Trustee nor does it have 
any connection with the Debtor's creditors, or any party in interest or their respective 
attorneys and accountants with respect to the matters for which Baudin Law Group, Ltd. 
is to be employed, is disinterested as that term is used in 11 U.S.C. § 101(14) and has 


no connections with the United States Trustee or any person employed in the Trustee's 
office, except that said firm has represented the Debtor's pre-petition with respect to the 
subject personal injury claim."


Section 6, part A states:   


"My firm and I are obligated to keep the Trustee fully informed as to all aspects of this 
matter, as the Bankruptcy estate is my client until such time as the claim in question is 
abandoned by the Trustee, as shown by a written notice of such abandonment."


Section 6, part D states:   


"No settlements may be entered into or become binding without the approval of the 
Bankruptcy Court and the Trustee, after notice to the Trustee, creditors and parties of 
interest."


Section 6, part E states:   


"All issues as to attorneys fees, Debtor's exemptions, the distribution of any recovery 
between the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors, or any other issue which may come to 
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be in dispute between the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors are subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court. Neither I nor any other attorney or associate of the 
Firm will undertake to advise or represent the Debtor as to any such matters or issues. 
Instead, the Firm will undertake to obtain the best possible result on the claim and will


leave to others any advice or representation as to such issues."


Section 6, part F states:   


"The Firm is not authorized to grant any "physician's lien" upon, offer to protect payment 
of any claim for medical or other services out of, or otherwise pledge or encumber in 
any way any part of any recovery without separate Order of this Court, which may or 
may not be granted."


(Please see Exhibit 2 and exhibit 3 attached). 


49. On October 4, 2016 bankruptcy trustee Olsen filed 2 motions with the bankruptcy 
court.   


(Please see Exhibit 4 and  5 attached)


50. On or about October 9, 2016 Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg received a phone call  from 


W. Randal Baudin II informing Dulberg that the binding mediation process will take


place even though Dulberg does not approve of the process and refused to sign the


arbitration agreement. W. Randal Baudin II informed Dulberg that the bankruptcy


 trustee and judge had the authority to order the process into a binding mediation


agreement without Dulberg's consent. 


51. On October 18, 2016 at 10:50 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to


Defendant W. Randall Baudin II stating "Hi Randy, since we haven't received the IME


report in 10 days as the Dr stated we would, I'd like to move back the date of the
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mediation thingy I'm being forced into so we have more than only a few weeks to deal 


with whatever the report may show. At least 2-3 months should do it considering the


defense has already had the treating Dr's reports and depositions for months and years


already. Let me know"


52. On October 31, 2016 Trustee Olsen appeared before the Honorable Thomas M. 


Lynch  in the Northern District of Illinois, Western Division, US Bankruptcy Court and the


following occurred:


MR. OLSEN: Good morning, Your Honor. Joseph Olsen, trustee. This comes before the


Court on two motions. One is to authorize the engagement of special counsel to pursue


 a personal injury litigation, I think it's in Lake County, involving a chainsaw accident of


some sort. And then, presumably, if the Court grants that, the second one is to


authorize the estate to enter into -- I'm not sure what you call it, but binding mediation.


But there's a floor of $50,000, and there's a ceiling of $300,000


And I guess I've talked with his attorney. He seems very enthusiastic about it. There


may be some issues about the debtor being a good witness or not, I guess. It had to do


with a neighbor who asked him to help him out with a chainsaw, and then I guess the


neighbor kind of cut off his arm, or almost cut off his arm right after that. There's some 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1
2
/8


/2
0


2
2
 3


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 435 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


19


bitterness involved, understandably, I guess.


But I don't do personal injury work at all, so I'm not sure how that all flows through to a 


jury, but he didn't seem to want to go through a jury process. He liked this process, so...


THE COURT: Very well. Mr. Olsen, first of all, with regard to the application to employ


the Baudin law firm, it certainly appears to be in order and supported by affidavit. Their


proposed fees are more consistent with at least what generally is the market than some


of the fees you and I have seen in some other matters. One question for you: Have you 


seen the actual engagement agreement?


MR. OLSEN: I thought it was attached to my motion.


THE COURT: Okay.


MR. OLSEN: If it's not, it should have been. It's kind of an interesting -- actually, this is


kind of a unique one. The debtor actually paid them money in advance, and then he's 


going to get a credit if they actually win, which I guess enures, now, to my benefit, but


t that's okay. And there's a proviso for one-third, except if we go to trial, then it's 40 


percent. So these are getting more creative by the PI bar as we plod along here, I


guess, but...


THE COURT: It's a bar that's generally pretty creative. And my apologies. I saw the 
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affidavit, but you did have the agreement attached, and one was in front of the other. 


And the agreement is just as you describe it. It appears to be reasonable, and so I'll 


approve the application. Tell me about this binding mediation. It's almost an oxymoron,


isn't it?


MR. OLSEN: Well, I guess the mediators don't know there's a floor and a ceiling. I'm not


sure where that comes from, but that's -- yeah. And whatever number they come back 


at is the number we're able to settle at, except if it's a not guilty or a zero recovery, we


get 50,000, but to come back at 3 million, we're capped at 300,000.  


THE COURT: Interesting.


MR. OLSEN: A copy of the mediation agreement should also be attached to that 


motion.


THE COURT: And I do see that. That appears to be in order. It's one of those you wish


them luck


MR. OLSEN: I don't want to micromanage his case.


THE COURT: But that, too, sounds reasonable. There's been no objection?


MR. OLSEN: Correct.
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THE COURT: Very well. I will approve -- authorize, if you will, for you to enter into the


binding mediation agreement, see where it takes you.


MR. OLSEN: Thanks, Your Honor."


(Please see Group Exhibit  6A and B attached)


53. On October 31, 2016 both orders were issued by bankruptcy judge. 


(Please see Exhibit 7 and Exhibit 8 attached)


54. On October 31, 2016 at 10:41AM trustee Olsen sent an email to Randall Baudin II


stating: "Randy- The Court authorized your appointment this morning, as well as entry


into that "Binding Mediation Agreement"; Do you want the debtor to /s/ the form, or me


as trustee? Let me know, thanks."


(Please see Exhibit 9 p2 attached)


55. On October 31, 2016 at 10:50AM Randall Baudin II sent an email to Trustee Olsen


  


stating: "You can good ahead sign it."


(Please see Exhibit 9 P3 attached)


  


56. On or about November15, 2016 W. Randal Baudin II told Dulberg that even though


he does not want the binding mediation to take place, he should attend the hearing


anyway because the judge will look down on a person that doesn't attend as if they are


uninterested in their own case.


57. On December 8, 2016, Dulberg attended the binding mediation with his mother, 
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Barbara Dulberg, even though he did not agree to the process, did not want it to


happen, and refused to sign any agreement or consent to the process.


58. Dulberg believed at the time that the bankruptcy judge was the person who ordered


the case into binding mediation at the request of the Trustee and Dulberg believed the


bankruptcy judge had the legal authority to make that decision without anyone else's


consent. Dulberg believed this because W. Randall Baudin II told him it was true.


59. Towards the end of the Binding Mediation, the Mediator was informing Dulberg that 


he was finding in Dulberg's favor but wasn't going to make the award so high that a 


neighborhood war would break out and Dulberg would have to wait to find out the


award amount.  


60. At that point some yelling started outside the room, to Dulberg and Barbara Dulberg


it sounded like Kelly Baudin and Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Allstate Defense


Attorney).


61. Dulberg continued to talk with the Mediator and W. Randall Baudin II quickly


excused himself to deal with the yelling.


62. Upon return, W. Randall Baudin II told Barbara Dulberg that Shoshan was angry 
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because she was informed they had a deal with prior counsel and the case would be


settled for $50,000.


63. When W. Randall Baudin II sat down, Dulberg moved Dr. Bobby L. Lanford's report


in front of W. Randall Baudin II and pointed to the statement "... the McGuires � were


also somewhat responsible ...".  


Dulberg asked, Is that true?


  


W. Randall Baudin II looked and replied, That's what it says


. 


Dulberg replied, Mast ******** lied.


64. On December 12, 2016 The ADR Mediator The Honorable James P. Etchingham, 


(Ret) issued a Binding Mediation Gross Award of $660,000.00. (Please see Exhibit 10


attached) 


65. On December 12, 2016 W. Randall Baudin II called Dulberg to inform Dulberg of


the award.  


66. W. Randall Baudin II spoke of the $561,000 net award informing Dulberg that both


he and Kelly thought they did good and unfortunately the cap of $300,000 was in place


but we think we did good.


 67. Dulberg replied, Yeah you two did good, real good and I thank both of you


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1
2
/8


/2
0


2
2
 3


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 440 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


24


sincerely. I just can't help it, what I see here is a gift of $261,000 given to those


responsible for my injuries. 


68. Dulberg was informed that the trustee would receive the $300,000 award, but the 


money would not be issued unless Dulberg signed a document, which Dulberg signed in


order to have the money issued to the bankruptcy trustee to pay his creditors


COUNT 1


LEGAL MALPRACTICE-BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY AGAINST DEFENDANTS 


KELLY N. BAUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II AND KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd.,


69. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 65, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein. 


70. Plaintiff  entered into an Attorney- Client agreement with Defendants Kelly N. Baudin,  


William Randal Baudin II and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., on


September 22, 2015. (Please see Exhibit 1 attached)  


71.  Pursuant to that  agreement a relationship was created wherein the Defendants owed a 


fiduciary duty to act in the best interest of their client Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg. 


72. Defendants breached their fiduciary duty to plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg as follows: 


a) These Defendants knew or should have known that the counterclaim filed by the McGuires 


against Gagnon on February 1, 2013 was not answered by Gagnon. 
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b) These Defendants knew or should have known that because Gagnon did not answer the 


counterclaim filed on February 1, 2013, Gagnon was effectively admitting that the facts stated in 


the counterclaim were true.


c) These Defendants knew or should have known that by not answering the counterclaim filed by 


the McGuires on or about February 1, 2013, Gagnon was contradicting the statements in what 


was Gagnon's deposition. 


d) These Defendants  knew or should have known that documents such as "Gagnon deposition 


exhibit 1" were highly questionable and showed evidence of being manipulated. 


e) These Defendants knew or should have known that Gagnon never filed answers to the 


interrogatories sent by Popovich and Mast. 


f) These Defendants never asked Gagnon's counsel for the answers to interrogatories. 


g) These Defendants never informed the judge that they never received Gagnons answers to 


interrogatories. 


h) These Defendants knew or should have known that an audio recording of a telephone 


conversation that Mast claimed to have with Gagnon on April 11, 2012 was missing from the 


case file.


i) These Defendants never informed the judge that Dulberg had filed for bankruptcy. 


j) These Defendants and Trustee Olsen, together, coerced Dulberg against his will into a binding 


mediation agreement.


k) Trustee Olsen told the bankruptcy judge that the parties agreed and Dulberg did not want a 


jury trial because he wouldn't be a good witness. 


l) These Defendants informed Dulberg that  the bankruptcy judge has the authority and did  


force the binding  mediation agreement upon the parties.
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m) These Defendants and Trustee Olsen, together, decided that any arbitration award was to be 


capped at $300,000 and forced the upper cap on Dulberg without his consent and while ignoring 


his strong objection.  


n) These Defendants and Trustee Olsen, together, intentionally gave Dulberg deceptive and 


misleading legal opinions with respect to who has legal authority to decide for Plaintiff Paul R. 


Dulberg all major issues regarding the direction of Dulberg's case against Gagnon. 


o) Trustee Olsen and these Defendants intentionally misrepresented Dulberg�s wishes to the 


bankruptcy judge. 


p) These Defendants may have forged Dulberg's signature on the Binding Mediation Agreement. 


(Please see Plaintiff�s Exhibit 11 attached) 


73. Defendants  Kelly N. Baudin,  William Randal Baudin II and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., actions in forcing Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg into Binding 


Mediation with a $300,000.00 cap against his stated desire and instructions for an uncapped  jury 


trial was the proximate cause of Plaintiff�s pecuniary injuries,


74. Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg�s actual damages in an amount in excess of $261,00.00  


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 1 of the 


Complaint in their favor and against Defendants  Kelly N. Baudin,  William Randal Baudin II


and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd.,  and each of them, in the 


amount in excess of $261,000.00, plus interest, award Plaintiffs� their costs and reasonable 


attorneys' fees, and grant such other relief as this Court deems just and proper.   
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COUNT 2


LEGAL MALPRACTICE-FRAUDULENT MISREPRESENTATION AGAINST 


DEFENDANTS KELLY N. BAUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II AND KELRAN, 


INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd.,


75. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 71, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein. 


76. These Defendants represented to Plaintiff that the bankruptcy judge had the authority and did 


order that Plaintiff pursue his ongoing litigation in Civil Court through Binding Mediation.  


77.  These Defendants� representation was false as these Defendant with the cooperation of the 


Bankruptcy Trustee told the Bankruptcy Court that Plaintiff desired to enter into binding 


mediation.


78. These Defendants knew that the representation was false.


79. The Bankruptcy Judge reasonably relied on the truth of the misrepresentation.


80. The misrepresentation was made to coerce Plaintiff to do what he has refused to do that being 


to accept Binding Mediation of his cause of action currently pending in Circuit Court.


81. Plaintiff Paul  R. Dulberg reliance on the misrepresentation led to his pecuniary injury as the 


Binding Mediation had a cap of $300,000.00 against a gross award by the Mediator of 


$660,000.00.


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 2 of the 


Complaint in their favor and against Defendants  Kelly N. Baudin,  William Randal Baudin II


and KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., and each of them, in the 
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amount in excess of $261,000.00, plus interest, award Plaintiffs� their costs and reasonable 


attorneys' fees, and grant such other relief as this Court deems just and proper.   


COUNT 3


LEGAL MALPRACTICE-AIDING AND ABETTING A FRAUD AGAINST


DEFENDANTS JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE


LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW


OFFICES 


82. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 78, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein.


83. Defendant Joseph David Olsen was the second Trustee appointed to Plaintiff  Paul R. 


Dulberg�s bankruptcy action. 


84. Defendant Joseph David Olsen had his a/k/a Law Firm YALDEN, OLSEN &


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES appointed as his counsel in Plaintiff Paul R. bankruptcy matter.


 85. Defendant Joseph David Olsen had Plaintiff Counsel in the Circuit Court


 matter DEFENDANTS KELLY N. BAUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II  and


KELRAN, INC A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., appointed as his special


counsel in Plaintiff�s bankruptcy case.


86. Defendant Joseph David Olsen aided Defendant William Randal Baudin II to


promote the misrepresentation that Plaintiff desired to enter into a binding


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1
2
/8


/2
0


2
2
 3


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 445 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


29


mediation agreement because plaintiff was not a good witness. 


87. Coercing Plaintiff into a binding mediation agreement was a wrongful act  


causing Plaintiff pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00. 


88. Defendant Joseph David Olsen was aware of his role when he presented his


motions to hire Defendant William Randal Baudin II as Special Counsel and to


enter into a binding mediation agreement for Plaintiff and also when he told the


bankruptcy judge that Plaintiff desire to avoid a jury trial because he was not a


good witness.


89. Defendant Joseph David Olsen knowingly and substantially assisted


Defendant William Randal Baudin II  in his misrepresentations.


90. The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, coerced Dulberg against his will


into a binding mediation agreement.


91. Trustee Olsen told the bankruptcy judge that the parties agreed


and Dulberg did not want a jury trial because he wouldn't be a good witness.


92. The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, decided that any arbitration award


was to be capped at $300,000 and forced the upper cap on Dulberg without his


  


consent and while ignoring his strong objection
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 3 of the 


Complaint in their favor and against DEFENDANTS JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN 


& WILLETTE LAW  and each of them, in the amount in excess of $261,000.00, plus interest,


award Plaintiffs� their costs and reasonable attorneys' fees, and grant such other relief as this 


Court deems just and proper.   


COUNT 4


BREACH OF CONTRACT AGAINST DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 


LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES  


93. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 89, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein.


94.  There was a valid and enforceable contract between Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg and 


 Defendants ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


 SERVICES and ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY dated  


December 8, 2016. (Please see Exhibit 11 attached) 


95.  There existed an unsigned/undated draft of this agreement presented to Plaintiff�s 


  


Bankruptcy Judge on October 31, 2016 by Defendant Joseph David Olsen. (Please see 


 Group Exhibit  6B attached) 
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96. Major terms within the  two agreements were changed  including but not limited to: 


a. Notifications under the title on page one; 


b. Language under Parties B; 


c. page 4 F1.b.  regarding who is liable to Plaintiff; 


d. page 5 V.A.1. ADR Systems Fee Schedule; 


e. page 5 V ADR Systems Fee Schedule boxed information; 


f.  page 6 section v number 5. 


97. The specified language  of Paragraph III. B. Amendments to the Agreement were not  


followed. 


98. Plaintiff did all that was required of him under the terms of the contract. 


99. Defendant breached the contract by not following the terms regarding amending the  


contract. 


100. Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00 because  


the contract under the changed terms should not be allowed to regulate the procedure. 


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 4 of the 
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Complaint in their favor and against DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., 


ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES  in the amount in excess of $261,000.00, 


plus interest, award Plaintiffs� their costs and reasonable attorneys' fees, and grant such other 


relief as this Court deems just and proper.  


COUNT 5


BREACH OF CONTRACT AGAINST DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND


CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY


101. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 97, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein.


102.  There was a valid and enforceable contract between Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg and  


DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY  dated  


December 8, 2016. (Please see Exhibit 11 attached) 


103.  There existed an unsigned/undated draft of this agreement presented to 


 Plaintiff�s Bankruptcy Judge on October 31, 2016 by Defendant Joseph David Olsen. 


 (Please see Group Exhibit  6B attached) 


104. Major terms within the  two agreements were changed  including but not limited to: 


a. Notifications under the title on page one; 


b. Language under Parties B; 
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c. page 4 F1.b.  regarding who is liable to Plaintiff; 


d. page 5 V.A.1. ADR Systems Fee Schedule; 


e. page 5 V ADR Systems Fee Schedule boxed information; 


f.  page 6 section v number 5. 


94. The specified language  of Paragraph III. B. Amendments to the Agreement were not  


followed. 


105. Plaintiff did all that was required of him under the terms of the contract. 


106. Defendant breached the contract by not following the terms regarding amending  


the contract. 


107. Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00 because  


the contract under the changed terms should not be allowed to regulate the procedure. 


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 5 of the 


Complaint in their favor and against  DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY in the amount in excess of $261,000.00, plus interest, award 


Plaintiffs� their costs and reasonable attorneys' fees, and grant such other relief as this Court 


deems just and proper.  
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JURY DEMAND-12 PERSONS


Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG


REVOCABLE TRUST demand a trial by jury on all issues triable by a jury.


Dated: December 8, 2022 Respectfully submitted,


By: /s/ Alphonse A. Talarico


ARDC 6184530


CC 53293


707 Skokie Boulevard suite 600 


Northbrook, Illinois 60062 


(312) 808-1410 


contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com


Attorney for Plaintiffs: Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, 
INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG
REVOCABLE TRUST


VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 1-109


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil 


Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true and 
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correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters 


the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 


Pa~~ 


AFFIDAVIT PURSUANT TO SUPREME COURT RULE 222(b) 


I, Paul R. Dulberg, after being duly sworn on oath depose and state as follows: 


1. I have brought suit against Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/KIA BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID 


OLSEN, A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/KIA 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN 


& WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 


COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY 


2. The total of money damages I seeks does exceed $50,000; 


3. I am filing this Affidavit pursuant to the provisions of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 222. 


Dated: December 8, 2022 


35 
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FEE AGREEMENT 


L Paul Dulberg, hereby agree to retain and employ BAUDIN & BAUDIN, an 
association of attorneys, to prosccutc and/or settle all suits and claims for damages. which may 
include personal injuries and property damage, against responsible parties, including their 
insurance companies and my insurance companies, or any other responsible insurance 
oomparues. arising out of events which occum,d on or about the 28111 day of Jwie, 2011, at or 
near t 0 16 W. Elder Avenue. McHenry, Illinois. 


I agree to pay BAUDIN & BAUDJN as compensation for services (1) a non-refundable 
retainer fee of $3,333.33; AND (2) a sum of money equaJ to one-third (113) of the gross amount 
reali7.ed ftom this claim by settlement prior to trial of this matter, OR, if this proceeds to 
trial which is defined as any time after the fmal pre-trial conference will the Court has 
concluded, 1 agree to pay BAUDIN & BAUDIN as compensation for its services a sum of 
money equal to forty percent (40%) of the gross amount realized from such 84tioo. Should this 
matter conclude by way of settlement. negotiations, trial, arbitration or judpleot in my favor. 
BAUDJN & BAUD.IN agrees to reduce its percentage fee by an amount of $3,33333 as an 
offset for the non-refundable retainer fue; however, in no cvent will the $3.333 .33 be ~funded to 
me once this agreement has bcell executed. 


I realize, uodeJstand and agree that all expenses and costs related to my claim, such as 
medical expenses for my/our care and treatment and related costs such as costs for obtaining 
medical reconk and bills, as well as court costs. including filing fees. costs of ck,positioJls. costs 
of experts, etc. are my obligation and responsibility and shall be paid as those bills become due 
from time to time. 


It is further agreed and understood that there will be no further charges for lepJ services 
over and above the $3,33333 nou-rcfwldable retainer fee by BAUDIN & BAUDIN {with the 
exception of the aforesaid expenses and costs refmed to in paragraph 3) unless recovery is made 
in this claim. and that no settlement will be made without the consent of the claimant(s). 


I hereby authorize and direct that BAUDlN & BAUDIN is authorized to endo.rse and 
deposit any proceeds received in regard to the aforesaid claim herein, and to disburse those 
funds fur purposes of client payments, resolution of liens, reimbursement of costs advanud, and 
aaomcy's fees. 


This cause was not solicited either directly or indirectly from me/us by anyone. This 
apement is being executed with duplicate originals. 


Signed this &_Jday of 5!,,,,/4-.I ..._._ , 2o{>-, and copy received by 


claimant(s) or claitnant(s)'s represen~vc. ..1.U!--~~.:!~fl~~-------


Claimant~ 


.. -~-
Algonquin, IL 60102 


Revised 9/2015 847.658.5295 FAX: 847.658.S0JS 
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INRE: 


DULBERG, PAUL 


UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


Debtors. 


) CHAPTER 7 
) 
) CASE NO. 14-83578 
} 
} JUDGE: TIIOMAS M. LYNCH 


AFFIDAVIT OF W. RANDAL BAUDIN, Il PURSUANT TO RULES 2014(a), 
2016(b) AND 5002 TO EMPLOY BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


AS SPECIAL COUNSEL FOR THE TRUSTEE 


STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 
) ss 


COUNTY OF McHENRY ) 


Personally appeared before the undersigned officer, duly authorized to administer oaths, W. 
Randal Baudin, II, and after being duly sworn, states as follows: 


1. I am a member of the law finn of Baudin Law Group, Ltd. located at 304 South 
McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, IL 60014 and in that capacity I have personal knowledge of, and 
authority to speak on behalf of the firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd., with respect to the matters set 
forth herein. This Affidavit is offered in support of the Application of the Trustee for Authorization 
to Employ Baudin Law Group, Ltd. as special counsel for the Trustee. The maners set forth herein 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 


2. Baudin Law Group, Ltd. has no partners, associates or other professional employees who 
are related to any judge of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Illinois. 


3. Neither the finn of Baudin Law Group, Ltd. nor I have agreed to share any compensation 
or reimbursement awarded in this case with any persons other than partners and associates of the 
firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd .. 


4. Baudin Law Group, Ltd. shall be compensated for their services on a contingent fee basis 
pursuant to terms of the attached agreement. 


5. To the best of my knowledge, infonnation and belief, Baud in Law Group, Ltd. does not 
hold or represent a party that holds an interest adverse to the Trustee nor does it have any connection 
with the Debtor's creditors, or any party in interest or their respective attorneys and accountants with 
respect to the matters for which Baudin Law Group, Ltd. is to be employed, is disinterested as that 
tennis used in 11 U.S.C. § 101(14), and has no connections with the United States Trustee or any 
person employed in the Trustee's office, except that said firm has represented the Debtors pre­
petition with respect to the subject personal injury claim. 


EXHIBIT 
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6. I understand and agree that: 


A. My Finn and I are obligated to keep the Trustee fully infonncd as to all 
aspects of this matter, as the Bankruptcy Estate is my client until such time 
as the claim in question is abandoned by the Trustee, as shown by a written 
notice of such abandonment. 


B. AU proceeds of any settlement or recovery must be paid to the Trustee in lhe 
first instance, and none may be disbursed without approval in writing of the 
Trustee or an Order of the Bankruptcy Coun. 


C. If this application for appointment is approved, any fees or reimbursement of 
costs from the proceeds of any recoveries will be paid by the Trustee only 
after approval of the Bankruptcy Court. 


D. No settlements may be entered into or become binding without the approval 
of the Bankruptcy Court and the Trustee, after notice to the Trustee, creditors 
and parties in interest. 


E. All issues as to attorneys fees, Debtor's exemptions, the distribution of any 
recovery between the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors, or any other issue 
which may come to be in dispute between the Debtor and the Trustee or 
creditors are subject to the jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court. Neither I nor 
any other attorney or associate of the Finn will undertake to advise or 
represent the Debtor as to any such matters or issues. Instead, the Firm will 
undertake to obtain the best possible result on the claim. and will leave to 
others any advice or representation as to such issues. 


F. The Firm is not authorized to grant any "physician's lien" upon, offer to 
protect payment of any claim for medical or other services out of, or 
otherwise pledge or encumber in any way any part of any recovery without 
separate Order ofthis Court, which may or moy not be granted. 


G. Authorization to hire experts. As part of this representation, I will need to 
hire experts to advise and assist in the conduct of this litigation, specifically 
medical experts, liability or forensic experts, vocational or economic experts, 
or other experts on issues of liability or damages. ln this regard, I agree that: 


1. My Firm or I will pay or advance any fees or cost retainers required 
by such experts with the W1derstanding that such payment or advance 
will be included as a cost in any subsequent fee application my Firm 
or I make to this Court; and 


ii. Before entering into any such retention or paying any initial fees or 
costs, I will consult with the Trustee, provide the Trustee any 
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information requested including estimates of total costs and fees, 
provide a copy of any fee agreements, and obtain the Truslee's 
advance written approval to the proposed terms of retention. 


iii. I will see that copies of any bills submitted by such experts are 
submined to the Trustee when I receive them and a reasonable time 
before I or my Firm pays them, and are approved in advance, by the 
Trustee, in writing. 


1v. Such fees or expenses of such experts are subject to reimbursement 
only by the Bankruptcy Estate, upon approval of this Court, to be paid 
as an administrative expense in this Bankruptcy case pw-suant to 11 
U.S.C. § 726, out of proceeds of any settlement or recovery in the 
litigation my Firm and I will be handling. 


Subscribed and swo to before 


\ 


) 
OFFICIAL SEAL 


MYRNA E BOYCE 
NOTARY PU8LJC • STATE OF ILLINOS 
MY COMI.ISSICW EXPIRES:09117/19 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 35-3 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 Desc 
Affidavit Page 1 of 3 


INRE: 


DULBER.0, PAUL 


UNTl'BO STATES BANICRUPTCY COURT 
FOR nl£ NORTiiER.N DJSTJUCT OF JLLINOIS 


WESTERN DMSION 


Debtors. 


) CHAPTER 7 
) 
) CASE NO. 1 ~83578 
) 
) ruDOE: raoMAS M. LYNCH 


AFFIDA VlT OF W. RANDAL BAUDIN, D P1JBSl1ANT TO Rm.ES 2014(•), 
2016(b) AND 5002 TO EMPLOY BAVDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


AS SPECIAL COUNSEL FOR THE TRUSTEE 


STATEOF-IWNOIS ) 
) ss 


COUNTYOFMcHBNR:Y ) 


Pcrsoully appeared before the undersiped ofticer,.duly authorized to edministcr oaths, W. 
Randal Baudin. U. and after being duly swam, stales u follows: 


1. I am I member of the Jaw firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd. IOCl!ed at 304 South 
~Henry Avmuc, Qystal Lake, n. 60014 and in lhat ~pacny ( have pcnooal lmowlodp of, and 
au&bority 10·spcak on~ of 1bo firm of Baudin Law Gro1q>, Ltd,, with respect to tbe.matten set 
forth herein. TbiJAffidavit isoffaed in support of the Application of the Trustee for Authorization 
10 Employ Baudin Law Oroup,.Ud. as special counsel for 1he Trustee. lbe manen set fcntb·herein 
are ttue aod correct 10 the best of.my knowledp., information and belief. 


2. Baudin Law Oroupt Ltd. has no partners, auociare,or other professional employees who 
are relall:d to anyjudgc of1be United S1atcs.Bankruptcy Coun for thc'Nonhem Dillric:t oflllinois. 


3. Neither the firm of .Baudin Law Oroup, Ltd. nor I have qrud ta &bare any compensation 
or reimbursement awarded in lhls case with any persom olhcr than pu1DCIS IDd usociatca of lhc 
firm of Baudin Law Oroup. Lui .. 


4. Baudio Law Group, Ltd. shall be compensated for their services on a contingent fee basis 
pursuant to tams of the auacbed qrecment 


S. To the best ofmy knowledae. infi>nnation and beU~ Baudin Law Group, Ltd. does not 
hold orn:pn:satt a party that holds an inu:rest Id.verse to the Trustee-nor doea it haw any connection 
wilb the Debaor•• c:red!tol"B. or any party in lnlerest ord\elrrespectfve attomeys and accountants with 
!especl to the matters for which BIUd.in Law Gn>up, Ltd. is to be employed, ls dllintclau:d IS that 
term is used in 11 U.S.C. § 101(14), and has no COMcctions with the United Slatcs Trustee or any 
person employed in the Trustee's office, except that said fum has represented the Debtors pre• 
petition with respect to the subject pel'IOllal irtjury claim. 


EXHIBIT 


3 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 35-3 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 Desc 
Affidavit Page 2 of 3 


6. J understand and-apee thar: 


A. My Finn and I are obligated to .keep the TIUSlee fully infonned u lo all 
upccts of thi1·matter, as the Bankruptay Estate is my client until such time 
as .the claim in question is abandoned by the Trustee, as shown by a written 
notice of such abandonment. 


B. All proceeds or any settlement or recovery must be paid to the TNS1ec in the 
first instance, and none may be disbul'Jcd without approval in wrilina of lhc 
Truslee or an Order oflhc BuikrupLcy Court. 


C. If this application for appointment is approved, any fees or rcimbw-semcnt of 
cOSIS from the proceeds of any recoveries will be paid by the Trustee only 
after approval of the Bankruplcy Court . 


. D. No settlements may be c111Cred inlo or become biadine without the approval 
of 1hc Bankruptcy Cowt and the T rustce, after notice to the Tnastee, creditors 
and parties in intm:s1. 


E. All issues as to attorneys tees, Debtor's exemptions, the distribution or any 
recovery between lbe Debtor and·the Trustee or credicors, or any other.issue 
which may come to be in dispute bctw=n lhc Debtor and the Tl'Ulec or 
creditors are subjecl to thejurisdicdoo otthc Bankruptcy Court. Neither I nor 
any other attorney or associate of the Finn will undertake 10 advise or 
represent the Debtor as to any such maners or issues. lnsleld, the Finn will 
undertake to obtain the best possible JC5Ult on lhe claim, Md will leave 10 


others any advice or representation u to such issues. 


F. The Firm is not authorized to grant any "physician's Jieri" upon, offer to 
protect payment of any claim for medical or other services our of, or 
otherwise pledge or encumber in any way any part of any recovery without 
sepamte Order of this Coun, which may or may not be granted. 


0. Aulhorization to hire experts. M _part of this representation,. J will need to 
hire experts to advise and assist in·the conduct of this lil,aation. ~cifically 
medical experts. liability or forensic experts, vocational or economic experts, 
or olber expens on is5ucs of liability or damages. In this regard. I ape thal: 


i. My Finn or I will pay or advarn.c: ony fees or cost rc&aincrs required 
by such expms wilh the understandina that sud, p .. yment ondvanee 
will be included as a .cost in any subsequent fee application my Firm 
or I, make to this Cowt; and 


ii. Before entering into any such retention or paying any initial fees or 
cost.s, I will c;onsult with the TNStec, provide the Trustee any 
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information requested including estimates of total costs and fee,, 
provide I copy of any fee apcemcnts, and obtain the Tnaslec's 
advance wrintn approval to the proposed terms of retention. 


iii. I will sec lhal cQpies of any bills submlncd by such cxpcns arc 
submined 10 \he Tl'USlee when I receive tllCII\ and a reasonable time 
before l or my firm pays diem, and are approved in advance, by the 
Trustee, in writing. 


iv. Such fees or expenses of such expens are subject to reimbursement 
only by the Bankruptcy Eatate, upon approval of this Court, to be paid 
as an adminisuative expense in this Bankruptcy.case pursuant io I I 
U.$.C. § 726, out of proceeds of any settlement or recovery in the 
litigation my Firm and J will be hlllldling. 


OFFIC&AlSEAL 
MYRNA E BOYCE 


NOTM\'l'UllJC. STATE OF WN01S 
,,, CO¥MISSIONEJOI .... ,7/11 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 34 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Main 


INRE: 
PAUL DULBERG 


Document Page 1 of 4 


UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTI-IERN DlSTRJCT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


Debtor. 


) 
) 
) 
) 


CHAPTER 7 
Case Number: 1~83S78 


JUDGE THOMAS M. LYNCH 


NOTICE TO CREDITORS AND OTHER PARTIES IN INTEREST 


Notified via Electronic filing: Anorncy David Stmch and U.S. Trustee's Office, 


Notified via U.S. Postal Service: See atta'1hed service list. 


Joseph D. Olsen, Trustee has filed papers with the Court regarding his Motion for Authority to 
Inter blto Medtadoa Aareement" la attordaace wltb tbe .. Biadla1 Medladoa 
A&l'ftllleat" which 1s atmclled bereto and made • part •ereof u Eshlblt A, 


A copy of said Motion referred to herein is available for inspection at the ofr1ees of the Clerk of 
the U.S. Bankruptcy C.ourt or at the offices of Vaiden, Olsen&, Willette, during usual business hours. 


Vour rights may be affected. You should read thc$e papers carefully and discuss them with your 
attorney, if you have one in this bankruptcy case. (If you do not have an attomey, you may wish to 
consult one.) 


If you want the Court to consider your views on the Motion, then you or your attorney must: 


Attend tbe llearin& on scheduled 10 be held oa tbe~ day of October • 2016 at 9:30 am 
in courtroom 3100, United States Bankruptcy Court. 327 Soutb Cbuttb St., Rockford, IL 61101. 


If you or your attorney do not take these steps. the Coun may decide that you do not oppose the 
relief sought in the Motion and may enter an order granting that relief. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
YaJden, Olsen & Willette 
1311 Eut State Street 
Rockford, rL 61104 


Joseph 0. Olsen, Trustee 


By: Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETfE. his attorneys 


By:_-=sJ...,s .... J ... o.,.se .. ph...,.D,..., ... 0,..1 ... se ... n..._ __ _ 


CERTIFICATE QF SERVJCE 


r. the undersigned, c:enify that on October 4 . 2016 I caused the aforesaid to be served upon all 
persons to whom ii is directed (see attached Service List) by Uniled States Mail by depositing the same in 
the United States Mail a& Rockford, Illinois, at or about the hour ofS:00 p.m. 


sis Martj Marayich 
EXHIBIT 


If 
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Case 14-83578 


IN RE: 


PAUL DULBERG 


Doc 34 Filed 10/04/16 
Document 


Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 
Page 2 of 4 


UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR rnE NORTHERN DJSTRJCT Of ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


Debtor. 


) 
) 
) 


CHAPTER 7 
Case Number: l 4•83578 


) JUDGE: THOMAS M. LYNCH 


MOTION FOR AUTHORITY TO ENTER INTO A 
"BINDING MEDIATION AGREEMENT". 


Desc Main 


NOW COMES lhe Trustee, Joseph D. Olsen, by his attorneys, Vaiden, Olsen & Willene, 


pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 9019, and for his Motion for Authority to Enter into a .. Binding Mediation 


Agreement", states as follows: 


J. That the Debtor, Paul Dulberg, filed his Voluntary Petition for Relief pursuant to Chapter 7 of 


Title 11 on November 26, 2014; 


2. That Joseph 0. Olsen is lhe duly appointed and qualified acting case Truslee of the above 


captioned Estate; 


J. That on the date of the petition the Debtor, Paul Dulberg, had a certain claim against David 


Gagnon, et al for certain personal injuries suffered in a chainsaw injury. This certain personal injury case 


is pending in the circuit cowt of the 22• Judi(:iaJ C~uit. McHenry County, Illinois in call5C number 


12LA171. 


4. Hcn:toforc lhc Trustee has hired u his Special Counsel, the Baudin Law Oroup, Ltd. to 


prosecute the Bankruptcy Estate's claim In this matter. After discussions with Randy Baudin, the lead 


attorney on the file. Mr. Baudin has recommended participation in the "Binding Mediation Aarccment", a 


copy of which apccmcnt is anac:hed hcrc10 and made a part hereof as Exhibit A. There can be no 


guarantee oflhe amount oflhe award that is eventually provided under the .. Binding Mediation 


Agreement'' but it has a floor of no Ins Chan SS0,000.00 and a ceiling of no s,eater than $300.000.00. 


The Trustee, in consultation with his special counsel. believes the "Binding Mediation 


Agreement" would be in the best inlerest of the Estate. 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 34 Filed 10/04/16 
Document 


-2-


Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 
Page 3 of 4 


Desc Main 


WHEREFORE, the Trustee requests authority to enter into the afore-described "Binding 


Mcdiacion Agreement" and to execute any document necessary or approprialc to process the Debtor's 


claims lhrough thal binding mediation p~. 


Prq>ared by: 
Joseph D. Olsen 
Vaiden, Olsen & Willene 
13 11 East Slate Street 
Rockford, IL 61 l 04 
(SIS) 965-8635 


JOSEPH D. OLSEN, Trustee 


By: Y ALDEN, OLSEN & Wll.LEITE, his attorneys 


By: sis Joseph D. Olsen 


www.fraudcmthecourt.neUexhibits/Group Exhibit 56 Complete le~l ar~ment betwelll!1J1Sl1lms/2023-02-24 Defendant AD R's Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 52 615.pdf 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 462 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1


2
/8


/2
0


2
2


 3
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


Case 14-83578 


lllliu lrotllln 1141cal Qroap 
JIOlaaHU 
Ill.fut, MUS.SSH 


luoeiated IIIUDlogr IC 
lffO lollutar Dri" 
SUitt 251 
Lil,utyrillt, D, '80fMJO 


cu.1u,uac.tar 
World' I fohl!Dlt lat 
,0 IOI mo, 
IJ.lw:elD, HS01-2m 


capital GIit .. 1ml, u. 
NI Im 71111 
cwJotte, 1t um-1ou 


bad lupq IIIOO!atu, IC 
Dr. llpma / Dr. lidon 
515 If, Alpqllil lold 
&rl!Jlgtce lliptl, IL lffDMtos 


lllraiu luqllcr Pllpddw 
PO ICII nSt 
WladelpMa, n um-em 


lmtMlt SQdl1atlu AM1tliulologl1 
110 lol.Uou C.ttr 
Cbiup, n, "'"·"01 


Olk fruit Credit IA!oa 
4ft I lw Id, ~ti 111 
wan, IL m02-1m 


1lalgrHU 
ms,. Ualtmt 
llclmy, IJ, I0050-4Jll 


lllrid L. ltnta 
Law Offtet of ltmd L. Strttc.h 
SU7 lut 1111 Talley bid 
llcBlluy, IL HISMUI 


Doc 34 Filed 10/04/16 
Document 


Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 
Page 4 of 4 


Desc Main 


1W of lltrica 
,o IOI 151001 
nauu, n mas-1001 


Clpltal DIii 111111. 
Attl:Ganl~• 
PO Im lD215 
Silt l.lka City, ft HUt-1215 


Dr. Prlllk ,. Ill: 
.,., •. Ila ltrllt 
llcllWy, IL H051.f015 


llcllllry Wiologlttt ' Jugillg 
,0 IOI UD 
11c1my, n, mn-om 


IIDrtllm Illlmil lllliCll Clltlr 
Ull llldlcal C.tlr Dri11 
11r:1my, IL ,mo.am 


Oak fruit Crldit lllllGI 
1 ,_. UO Sllmlt lnoae 
Guhroat Ttrnct, n. com 


0pu Mnactd m of loa4 LIU 
llddm 
'° 1mm 
latouah, IT lOSl'-1512 


lllmrt fWlllc:y 
JIil lm1Dg lraol: Puu loalmrd 
lohuburf, U. HOSl·SUS 


,1111 •• Dwbtrt 
U051qdea0:lllrt 
lk:lary, n. ,oos1-1,11 


IUIOI AmICl 
'° 101 mu, 
IL f.UO Tl 7ffff.22JI 


Capital Grat luk IIIW, 1.1. 
'° 11az m2 
CUls1 ltna, IL H1tMU2 


llyDmie 1111d flllrlPf' 11Mb 
UI I, m llpnr 12 
IW.tt C 
hi t.m, IL 


lidllllrlca 11111d to Aoalder Clute 
Dr. Taltrlco 
75 lalttucl Drive, hit, HJS 
Cbie&90, n, ,oe;1Hm 


lortJINlt Clamity lolpltll 
mtt •tam: flac• 
CbiClgO, IL IN7MUT 


lp)OAI '1111ST t!IDIT arIQI 
UUlllllU!IH 
PW1rI1U1 IL mu-mt 


IGU'I PIIIDDft Im 
CIIILI' I CUI YW 
10a12m 
LIJaU, a mti-m, 


Worlds foneo,t lau ll 


lit'""' 
Qutt JOO 
Lincol.a, n ,as21.,,,1 


lttomy I. lllldal l&t4il, II 
IIIIIUI lilw Olalp, Ltd, 
HOO I. lllllu.,ta tr hite C 
llgaaqm, IL '°102 


www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument betwellCUl(!)Jl]!llms/2U23-U2-24_Delendant ADK's Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 463 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1
2
/8


/2
0


2
2


 3
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0
1


0
9
0


5
F


IL
E


D
 D


A
T


E
: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


Case 14-83578 Doc 34-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Exhibit 
Pa e 1 of 6 


Binding Mediation Agreement 
ADR Systems FHe # 33391BMAG 


Revised for Spedal BIiiing 


I. Parties 


A. Paul Dulberg, by attorneys, Kelly N. Baudln and Randall Baudtn, II 


a. David Gagnon, by anomey, Shoshan Reddington 


SPECIAL BILLING - Section V.B.5 - Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plaintiff's 
Binding Mediation Costs. 


11. Date, Time and Location of the Binding Mediation 


Date: 
Time: 
Location: 


Thursday, December 8, 2016 
1:30 P.M. 
AOR Systems of America, LLC 
20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago. IL 60602 
Contact Alex Goodrich 
312-960-2267 


Ill. Rules Govemlng th• Mediation 


Each party rPany1 to t.hls agreement rAgreement") hereby agrees to submit the above dispute for 
binding mediation rMedlatloni to ADR Systems of Arnenca, L.L.C., ("AOR Systemsi In accordance 
with the following terms: 


A. Powers of the Mediator 


t. The Parties agree that The Honorable James P. Etchlngham (Ret) shall serve as the sole 
Mediator In this matter (the •Mediator"). 


2. The Mediator shall have the power to determine the admissibility of evidence and to rule 
upon the law and the facts of the dispute pursuant to Section 11110)(1). The Mediator shall olso 
have the power to rule on objec:tlons to evidence which artse during the hearing. 


3. The Mediator 15 authortzed to hold Joint and separate caucuses with the Parties and to make 
oral and written recommendations for settlement purposes. 


4. The Parties agree that the Mediator shall decide au luues concemlng Dablflty and 
damages arising from the dispute If this matter cannot be settled, unless eny of the above 
ls waived. Any other Issues to be decided must be upon by the Parties, and 
Included In this contract. 


5. Any failure to object to compliance with these Rules shall be deemed a waiver of such 
Objection. 


AOR Sysl@ms • 20 Nori!> Clork Str•el • Floor 29 • Chicago. IL 60602 


312.960.2260 • 1nt0,uorsy11ems.com • www.•drsystwm$.COm 


EXHIBIT 11A" 
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B. Amendments to the Agreement 


1. No Party shall amend the Agreement at any tJme without the consent and approval of such 
changes by the opposing Party, and ADR Systems of America. 


2. When changes or amendments to the Agreement are being requested, the Parties Shall 
lnform the ADR Systems case manager by telephone. The agreed proposal must also be 
submftted to the ADR Systems case manager In wrttlng, by fax or emaH, If necessary, and the 
contract changes MUST be made by ADR Systems. No changes made outside these 
guldettnes will be accepted. Furthermore, If the amended contract made by AOR Systems Is 
not signed by both Parties. the Agreement shall be enforced In It:; original form, without 
changes. 


C. Pre-Hearing Submission 


1. Mediation statements are permitted provided that the statement Is shared among the other 
parties. The Mediation Statement may Include: statement of facts, lndudlng a descrlpUon of 
the Injury and a Hst of spectal damages and expenses Incurred and expected to be Incurred; 
and a theory of Hablllty and damages and authorities In support thereof. 


D. Evidentiary Rules 


1. The Parties agree that the followlng documents are allowed Into evidence, without 
foundation or other proof, provided that said Items are served upon the Mediator and the 
opposing Party at least 17 (seventeen) days prior to the hearing date: 


a. Medlcel records end medical bills for medical services: 


t>. Bills for drugs end mea1ca1 appliances (for example, prostheses); 


c. Property repair bllls or estimates; 


d. Reports of lost lime from employment, and I or lost compensation or wages; 


e. The written statement of any expert witness, the deposition of a witness, the statement of 
a witness, to which the witness would be allowed to express If testifying In person, If the 
statement Is made by affidavit swom to under oath or by certification as provided In 
sectJon 1-109 of the llllnols Code of Civil Procedure; 


f. Photographs; 


g, Pollce reports; 


h. Arry other document not speclflcally covered by any of the foregoing provisions that a 
Party believes In good faith should be considered by the Mediator, and 


I. Each Party may Introduce any other evidence, lndudlng but not limited to documents or 
exhibits, In accordance with the rules or evidence of the State of llllnols. 


2. The Parties egree that they wm not disclose any and all dollar figures relating to the hlgMow 
agreement last offer and last demand; policy llrnlts; and /or set-offs orally or In written form, 
to th• Mediator at any time before or during the conference, or whlle under advisement. 
prior to the Mediator's final dedslon. 


____ 2 ____ @ 
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a. VlolaUon of this rule set forth In (0)(2) shall constitute a material breach of this Agreement 
The noo-dlscloslng Party must formally object to the Mediator upon learning of the 
breoch. or the breach wlll be considered waived. The non•dlseloslng Party shall lhen have 
the opUon to continue the Mediation from the point of objection to Its complcttlon; or to 
terminate the Mediation at the point of objection as null and void. The ADR Systems case 
manager must be made aware of this breach at the time of the objection, so the objection 
Is addressed In accordance wtth the Agreement and 


b. If the Mediation Is terminated as null 1t11d void, all costs of the MedlaUon will be charged 
entirely to the Cllscloslng Party. A new Mediation shal then take place with a new 
Mediator on a new date. If the Mediation Is not terminated, the costs of the Mediation 
shall remain the responsibility of each Peny or In accordance With the Agreement 


3. The Parties agree If a Party has an objection to the evidence or material submitted by any 
other Party pursuant to Paragraph (D)(t), notice of the objection shall be given to the ADR 
Systems case manager and opposing counsel by telephone and In writing at least seven days 
prior to the Mediation. If resolution cannot be obtGlned, tM eese manager wlll forward the 
objection to the MedlatOC' to be ruled upon before or at the Mediation. The case manager will 
notify each of the Parties of the objection. The objection may result In a po5tponement or the 
proceedings. If the objection Is because of new material being dlsclosed with the 
IUbmlAlon for 1he ftm time (for example, new or eddltlonel raports, eddltfonel 
medlceUwage loss clelms, etc.) then the disclosing party shell be c:herged for the total cost 
assodated with 1he continuance. 


4. The Parties agree that any Party desiring to Introduce any of the Items descr1beCI In 
Paragraph (0)(1) without foundation or other proof, must deHver said Items to the MedlatQr 
and to the other Panles no later than Monday, November 21, 2016. 


5. The Items are considered delivered as of the date that one of the following events occur: 


a. If malled. by the date of the postmar1c; 


b. If delivered by a courier or a messenger, the date the Item ts received by the courier or 
messenger. and 


c. The date transmitted by fac:slmlle or emBII. 


6. The Partles agree to deliver any of the Items described In Paragraph (C)(1) and (OX1> to the 
followlng addresses: 


If emafllng Submissions, please send to submlsslons@adrsvstems.com, hOwever, please do 
not send anything over 50 pages, Including exhibits. 


The Honorable James P. Etchlngham. (Ret) (Mediator) 
C/O AOR SYSTEMS 
20 North Clerk Street 
Roor29 
Chicago. IL 60602 


Kelly N. Baudln, Esq. / Randall Baudln, 11, Esq. (Plaintiff Attorneys) 
BAU0IN LAW GROUP 
304 MeHenry Avenue 
Crystal Lake, IL 60039 


----3---@ 
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Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Defense Attorney) 
LAW OFFICES OF STEVEN LIHOSIT 
200 N. La Salle Street 
Suite 2550 
Chicago, IL 60601 


E. Cont.ranee Procedure 


1. The Parties may present opening statements bUt there WIii be no live testimony. 


2. The Parties wlll attempt to reach a voluntary settlement through negotiation wtth the 
assistance of the Mediator. 


3. If the Parties cannot votuntarlty reach a settlement, the Med'8tor wlll advise the Parties that 
settlement cannot be reached. The Mediator wlll then take the matter under advisement and 
render an award that wlll be binding to ell Parties, (the •Award"), subject to the tenns of any 
htgh/lOw agreement that the Parties may have as described below In Paragraph (F)(1). 


F. Award Urntb 


1. The PartJes may agree prtor to the Meoiauon that a minimum and maximum amount wlll 
serve as parameters for the Award (sometJmes referred to as a •hlgMow agreementi. such 
that the actual amount that must be paid to the plaintiff or claimant shall not exceed a certain 
amount (the "high" or •maximum award; and shall not be less than a certain amount (the 
•1ow-or "minimum awarer). 


a. If llabllny Is disputed and comparative fault or negligence Is asserted as an afflrmatlVe 
defense. the Mediator shall make a finding regarding comparative fault or negllgence, If 
any. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of the plaintiff 
that Is greater than 5~ (fifty percent), the plalntlff shall receive the negotiated minimum 
award. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of 5~ (fifty 
percent) or less. against the plalntlff, then any damages awarded In favor of the plaintiff 
shall be reduced by the amount of the plalntlff's comparative fault or negligence, but 
Shall be no less than the minimum parameter or more than the maximum parameter. 


b. All award minimum and ma1dmum parameters are subject to applicable set-offs If any, as 
governed by pollcy provisions If not specified In the Agreement 


The PeirtJes agree that for this Mediation the minimum award to Paul Dulberg wlll be 
$50,000.00. Also, the maximum award to Paul Dulberg wlll be $300,000.00. These 
amounts reflect the minimum and maximum amounts of money that David Gagnon shall 
be Hable to pay to Paul Dulberg. 


IV. Effect of this Agreemen1 


A. After the commencement of the Mediation, no Party shell be pennltted to cancel this Agreement 
or the Mediation and the Mediator shall render a decision that shall be Jn eccordance with the 
terms set forth In this AgreemenL When the Award Is rendered. the MedlaUon Is tesolved, and 
any Award artsing from this Mediation shall operate as a bar ~nd complete defense to any action 
or proceeding tn any court or tribunal that may arise from the same Incident upon which the 
Mediation Is based. 


----4---@ 
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8. The Parties further agree that any pending lltlg1Uon will be dismissed, with prejudice, as to those 
Parties partldpoUng In this Mediation upon the conclusion thereof. Arrt and all liens. Including 
contractual rights of subrogatJon owed are subject to •xlsttng llllnols law. By agreement of1he 
Parties, the Mediator's Award wlll be final and binding and not subject to appeal or motion for 
reconsideration by any Party. 


V. Mediation Coata 


A. Al>R Systems FM Schedule 


1. A deposit IS required for the Administrative Fee, Mediator's estimated revtew, session, end 
follow-up time rMedlatJon Costs1. BJndlng-MediaUons are bllled at a four hour per day 
minimum. The required deposit amount la Sl,590.00 from Party B and Is due by 
November 21, 2016. Arry unused porUon of the deposit will be refunded based on the four 
hour minimum. If the Mediator's review, se,slon and follow-up time go over the estimated 
amount. each Party wlB be Invoiced for the additional Ume. 


2. Mediation Costs are usually dlvkfed equaly among all Pantas, unless otherwise agreed upon 
by the Parties. ADR Sylhtm• mult be notffled of special fee a1T11nv-,nents. 


3. All deposits are due two weeks prior to the session. AOR Systems reserves the right to cancel 
a sessk>n If deposits are not received from an Parties two weeks prior to the session. 


4. ADR Systems requires 14-day notice In wrftfng or vi• elactronlc transmhlslon of canceNatlon 
or conunuance. For Binding-Mediations cancelled or continued within 14 days of the session, 
the Party causing the canceUatlon will be bllled for the Mediation Costs of ell the Parties 
involved, which lndudes the four hour per dey minimum, eddttlonal review time, and any 
other expenses lncurred("cancellatlon fees"). tf the cancallatJon Is by agreement or ell Parties, 
or If the case has settled, the cancellauon fees wW be spilt equany among all Parties, unless 
ADR Systems Is Instructed otherwise. The cancellation fees may be waived If the Mediator's 
lost time can be fflled by another matter. 


Administrative Fee $390.00 (Non-refundoble) 
Medlatofs Review Time $450.00 Der hour 
Session Time $450.00 per hour 
Mediator's Dedston Writing Time $450.00 per hour 
Mediator's Travel Time Pf anv) $75.00 par hour 


B. Responsibility for Payment .. Sl)Klal Bllllng 


1. Each Party and Its counsel (Including that counsel's firm) shall be JolnUy and sev«aly 
responsible for the payment of that Party's alocated share of the Mediation Costs as set forth 
above. 


2. All expenses ond disbursements made by AOR Systems In connec11on with the Medla1lon, 
lndudlng, but not Hmlted to, outside room rental fee, meals, express maH and messenger 
charges, and any other charges associated with the Mediation. wtll be billed equlfly to the 
ParUes at the time of the Invoice. 


____ s ___ @ 


www.fraudcmthecourt.neUexhibits/Group Exhibit 56 Complete le~l ar~ment betwelll!1J1Sl1lms/2023-02-24 Defendant AD R's Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 52 615.pdf 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 468 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1


2
/8


/2
0
2
2


 3
:5


0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2


2
L
0


1
0
9


0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


Case 14-83578 Doc 34-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Exhibit 
A Page 6 of 6 


3. In the event that a Party and/or Its counsel falls to pay ADR Systems In accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement, then that Party and/or Its counsel sh~I be responsible for ell costs, 
tnclUdtng anome)"s fees, Incurred by AOR Systems In connection with the coNectlon of any 
amount due end owing. Payment of addltlonal costs Incurred by ADR Systems In connection 
with the c:ollectlon of any amount due and owing shall be made within 15 days of Invoice. 


4. In the event AOR Systems· session rooms are completely booked on your selected session 
date, AOR Systems wlll anempt to find another compltmeniary venue for your session. If AOR 
Systems cannot find a compllmentary venue or the parties cannot agree on the 
compllmentary venue, AOR Systems reserves the right to schedule your case In a locaUon 
that may Involve a facilities charge. The facllltles charge will be split equalty among the 
parties unless ADR Systems ts lnsttuc:ted otherwise. 


5. •Defendant egNff to .,-y up to $3,600.00 of Plalntlfrs Binding MedJetJon Costs. 


VI. Adcnowtedgment of AgnNment 


A. By 5'gnlng this Agreement. I acknowledge that I have reed and agree to ell the provisions as set 
tonh aboVe. 


B. Each Party Is responsible for only his/her own signature where Indicated and will submit this 
signed Agreement lo AOR Systems within 10 days of receipt of the Agreement Counsel may sign 
on behalf of the Party. 


By: _____________________ _ 


Paul Dulberg I Plaintiff Date 


By: _____________________ _ 


Kelly N. Baudln / Attorney for the Plalntlff Date 


By.-------------------------
Randall Baudln, II / Attomey for the Plaintiff Date 


By. ________________________ _ 


Shoshan Reddington / Anomey for the Defendant 


ADR Systems Rle I 333918MAG 
AOR Systems Tax 1.0. I 36-~77108 


Date 


Date of Hearing: Thursday, December 8, 2016 


----6---@ 
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INRE: 


DULBERG, PAUL 


Document Page 1 of 4 


UNITED ST A TES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTIIERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


Debtor. 


) CHAPTER 7 
) 
) CASE NO. 14-83578 
) 
) JUDGE THOMAS M. LYNCH 


NOTICE TO CREDITORS AND OTHER PARTIES IN INTEREST 


Notified via Electronic filing: Attorney David Stretch and U.S. Trustff's Office, 


Notified via U.S. Postal Service: See attached service list. 


Joseph D. Olsen. Trustee has filed papers with the Court regarding his Motion to Employ Special 
Coauel, Baadln Law GrouP, Ltd, u actorH)'I for the T1111tee to panae a penonal Injury cane of 


A copy of said Motion nfened to herein is aYlilable for inspection at the offices of the Clert of the 
U.S. Bankruptcy Court or at the off1CCS of Y alden, Olsen 4: Willette, during usual business hows. 


Vour dlNI may be affeclfd. You should read these papers carefully and discuss them with your 
attorney. if you have one in this bankruptcy case. (If you do not have an attorney, you may wish to consult 
one.) 


lf you want the Court to consider your views on the Motion. then you or your attorney must: 


Anead 1M laearlac oa acbeduled to be beld on tile.JC., day or Oetober, 2016 at 9:30 •• In 
courtroom 3100. United Slates Baakruptcy Court, 327 Soatb Claarcla Street, Rockford, IL 61101. 


If you or your attorney do not take these steps, the Court may decide that you do not oppose the relief 
sought in the Motion and may enter an order granting lhat relief. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Vaiden. Olsen & Willette 
J 311 East State Street 
Rockford, IL 61104 


Joseph D. ()jsen, Trustee 


By: Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE. his attorneys 


By: __ s1.,s lr:..:a2 .. mqcub ..... Pu,...,P~lseaun ___ _ 


CERTIFICATE OF SERYJCE 


I, the undcrsipcd, certify that oa October 4, 2016 I caused the aforesaid to be served upon all 
persons to whom it is directed (see attac:hed Service List) by United States Mall by depositing the same in 
the United States Mail at Rockford, Illinois, at or about the hour of S:00 p.m. 


Pis Marti Mavk:b EXHIBIT 


G 
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Desc Main 


INRE: 


UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


) CHAPTER 7 
) 


PAUL DULBERG, ) CASE NO. 14-83571 
) 
) 


Debtors. ) JUDGE: THOMAS M. LYNCH 


MOTION TO EMPLOY SPECIAL COUNSEL 


NOW COMES Joseph D. Olse11, Trustee, by his attorneys, Yaldcn, Olsen & Willette, and for his 


Motion 10 Employ Special Counsel, hereby states u follows: 


I. JOSEPH D. OLSEN is the duly qualified. appointed, and acting Trustee in the abovc-<:aptioned 


case. 


:2, To perfonn his duties as Trustee, your movant requires lhe services of an attorney for the 


following purposes: 


A. To appear for and prosecute the Eslale's interest regarding a personal injury cause of action; 


8. To usi5t in the preparation of such pleadinas, motions, notices, and orders which an: Rquircd; 


3. For the foregoing and all other necessary and proper purposes, movant desires to retain the la\V 


otr'ICC of Baudin Law Group, Ltd., as counsel for lhe Trustee. 


4. Movant feels that the law office ia well qualified to render the foregoina services. 


S. The law office ofBaudin Law Group, Ltd. has no connections with the Debtor(s), creditors, or 


any party in interest. their respective attorneys and accounlants, the U.S. Trustee, or any person employed 


in the offu:e of the U.S. Trustee as defined in 11 U.S.C. Sec:tion 101(14), except as follows: 


Post petition the Debtor entered into a conlingent fee agreement with Baudin & Baudin (the 


predecessor law group to the Baudin Law Group, Ltd.) whereby lhe Debtor paid Sl.333.33 as a 


nonrefundable retainer (to lhe offset against any future recovery) and to pay Baudin & Baudin 


331/3% es• contingency feo if the matter settled prior to trial and 40% if the matter proceeds to lrial. 
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Desc Main 


6. The attorneys requests that they be compensated in accordance with Baud in Law Group, Ltd. fee 


agreement which is attached hemo and made a part hereof u "Exhibit A." 


WHEREFORE. JOSEPH D. OLSEN. Trustee, prays lhat he be authorized to employ the law office 


ofBaudin Law Group, Ltd., u his anomeys to render services in the areas described above and compensation 


be paid as an administrative expense and in such amounls as this Court may hereinafter detcnnine and allow. 


JoscphD.OlleD 
Y ALDEN, OLSEN&. Wll.LETTE 
131 I Eat State Street 
Rockford, lL 61104 
(11S)96S-163S 
Fax(81S)96S-4573 


JOSEPH D. OLSEN, Trustee 


By: Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE, his Attorneys 


By: sis Joseph P, Olsen 


www.fraudcmthecourt.neUexhibits/Group Exhibit 56 _Complete legal argument betwe!ll!IJ1Sl1lms/2023-02-24_Defendant AD R's Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 52 615.pdf 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 472 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1


2
/8


/2
0
2
2


 3
:5


0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9


0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


Case 14-83578 


.Uaiu lrotllera Wical anv, 
,0 lor 5511 
ltlfut, a ,ms-sn, 


IIIDC11tad laolclgy IC 
ltff IOllilw Drift 


lldtt JH 
Lillertyrillt, IL HHl-52U 


C11:111u ,ua caw 
1Drl4'1faraltlm 
,o laat IHH 
Lilala, 11se1-m, 


Clpital (lu ... {VSI) I "'• 


,0 IICII 71Dll 
Qadotte, JC um-1111 


111d 1w1UJ lllocilta, SC 
Dr,,..._, Dr, lldon 
5151. u,,,.,, IIOIII 
lrlbgta ..._t,, IL fNOMHS 


IDrllu ftpiclm 
,01111m, 
.Wbdal~•• Pl 1'111.fflt 


lartaelt llwliwllta •t.lolopa 
IUl lolltiau Clater 
t\lQfO, IL Hffl•lffl 


OU TrUt Credit VDiCIII 


,u I IDla Id, llltt 111 
bhn, D. HS02°Nlt 


ltalpeeu 
HU I, Ila ltnlt 
1t1ary, IL ,Hso-tm 


Dadd L. Jtntcb 
LP Off.la of L. ltntcli 
Sffl tut 11111 "1111' load 
fdmy, It HIS0-7411 


Doc35 Filed 10/04/16 
Document 


Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 
Page 4 of 4 


Desc Main 


1111: of Amica 
,o 1111 U1N1 
Dlllu, ff 75215-lltl 


Cqitd ODt 1111: 
Atta, Gard Contlpalaet 
,o Im J0215 
lalt 1i1a en,, vr HJJt-tm 


Dr, Prlllk I, ht 
HOI I. Ila ltnet 
llelluy, lL f0050~tl5 


IIClllrf Wiolo,iltl I IUfiat 
,o1m m 
11c1mJ, n, ms1-1m 


IIDrtMca llUIDb lldtal c.ter 
un Wical C11t1r 1n" 
llelmy, Dr IHS1°Nff 


OU tzut Chtit aw. 
1 lolatll&SO ~ti.. 
OIJlllirook 'llrncl, D, 51111 


Opu Mnlee4 DI of lamd Lau 
lldcllu 
POIOl5tJ 
lltoau, n lUJC-1512 


llllau~l'Umacy 
JHl lmilf lroot Pam blnard 
Jowblq, IJ. UISMUS 


PIil I, DulbtrJ 
Uff..,...Colrt 
lelllry, IL '"SMHI 


1&1101.IIIIIQ 
,01111 mm 
IL PASO ff mN-lllt 


capital QII lat (llill, l.l, 
JO In '4'1 
euol ltnu, u. iom-,m 


Dpanie lllufllenpr, lablb 


m •· os 11,-., 12 
kite C 
fem r.ab, IL '80JMHI 


IUdlluica lad to lllcMll• Clialc 
Dr. Tallrlco 
75 lea!ttuc, Drin, hite ms 
Qieap, u mn-ms 


IDrtMlt Olamlty IDlplt&l 
2SlfflmortPIAc9 
"1a,,, n MnMm 


(p)QII Dffl (DUT tmlll 
122511111?159 
PLIDnlUI D. HSIMlH 


~'lftlllll)S!UII 
CIIILl'la.laffll 
IO IOI IJIH 
L11CGL11, 6HOMff, 


1'11rl41 ,.._t 1111k D 
HM lit ltnlt 
hita JII 
Lbcola, m21-tm 


Attoalf •· a.dal 111141D, n 
llldia La Qrmip, LU. 
UM , . ._tllgtae 1r lulu e 
.U,-quil, IJ, 11102 


www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument betwel}if3!t(Wl;11Ls/2023-02-24_Defendant AD R's Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 473 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1


2
/8


/2
0
2


2
 3


:5
0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2
L


0
1
0
9


0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


Case 14-83578 Doc 35-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 Desc Exhibit 
A Page 1 of 1 


Fn:AGREE~ 


I, hu) OulberJ, hereb)' earee to retain and employ BAUDIN & BAUDIN, ID 
usoci11ion of .acmeys. m pn,secule mdlcw dle..U mils and CWIDl for damages, wlaidl may 
Jncludc pcnon1I mjuria and property damlae, ICainst reapaas)blc paticl, 1bcir 
imurca mmpmP.S and my inannce COfflPIDies. or any olbc:r rc,pomlble insmnce 
comp1Dia. lrismg out of-cvcats which oc:cumd on or about the 2 .. day of June, 2011, ll or 
near 1016 W. Elda-AYIDUC, MeH.mry. Olinois. 


I 18fCt ro .-.y BAUDIN & BAWIN as CCllllpcmation for sc:rvica {I) a DOHCNDdable 
rc:&aiDcr fee of $3,333.33; AND (l) a MD of 1DOa8)' equal to on&,tblrd (1/3) of lh6 gross .lffloant 
ra1in,d fram U111 aim by NUJomcnt prior to 1ril1 of this DIIUa', OR, ff this mdcr proceeds CD 
1riaJ, wmch is defined u 1111)' time der tbe fmal pre-trial «)llfcra,ce wftb 1he Comt bas 
concluded. 1 a,rce to pay BAUDIN & BAUDIN u compen11don for its services• sum of 
money oqua1 ro forty percent (4CM) of the poa amoant rt.almd from mdudiaa. Should dais 


c:oncludc by way of sealcmmt, zmaotildoas. trial, arbilndioa or .iud&mcnt in my favor, 
BAUDIN A BAUDIN qrecs 1D reduce ID perceaflp fee by an amount of $3,333.33 a 111 
omec fill' die DOQ-rcfimdlblo reaa1Dcr frc; however, iD nent will the $3,333.33 be refi.lndcd to 
me oacetbis..,eanmt bas.bea mnad. 


I realize, undalllnd 111d 11JS 1hlt all e:JCpeMft IIDd com ralatrd to my claim. such as 
medical e:xpaaaes fbr my/our m and tralmCDt and rellbl com such u COits far obtaia.iDg 
medical ffJ00l'ds and bills, u well u coun C0llt. mc.lodilla 6liaa.fca, COIII of dcposiliom, colt& 
of e:xpc:ns. di:. ac my obllptioa aud 1Cll-'()Nibilky IDd lhaU be paid u la01e bDb become due 
fiomdmclDtime.. 


It is 1brtber -aareed and undeai100d 1111t.tbm-e Will be DO fiu1ber cblrps in- lepl 1C1Vices 
emir md above the $3,333.33 DOIHefiandl .. ralaer fee by BAUDIN A BAUDIN (with 1he 
acepdcn oflbe afONllli<J expen,ea IDCl c:oscs mared to In pvqrapb 3) UDlas recovery ls made 
in 1ml daim, and dlllt no ICUlome:at wiD be made witboat die coaseat of1be daimlld(s). 


I llercby lldbarizc and din:d 1bat BAUDIN & BAUDIN ls ubormld to endorse and 
dopolit ,ay proceeds rec:eiYed In re...,d 10 the lbmld daim hereiD. md 10 -dilbum dlDSG 
fllDdl b paposes af alitmt paymeacs, rcsoludon oflirm. ftlfmbunc:mmt or costs ad'¥anccd, ad 
idblll)''I fees. 


Thil C11J1C was not solic:ited ollhcr dinlcdy or indirectly fi'am mehu by aaycoe. This 
aar-nent is bc:ina mcec:uaect with duplic&cl ~-


S!ped this~ day of' s~-- . ""tot ( ad capynalved by 
claimant(s) or dalman1(s)'s reprcscni.ifk. 


Claimant 


IN 
2100 N. Huntington Orivc. s• 
Alp,nquiD, n. 60102 


~9/lOIS 847.658.5295 FAX: 847.658.SOJS 


EXHIBIT "A" 
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


PAUL R. DULBERG, ) 
) 
) 


Debtor.) 


No. 14 B 83578 
Rockford, Illinois 
9:30 a.m. 
October 31, 2016 


TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE 
HONORABLE THOMAS M. LYNCH 


APPEARANCES: 


U.S. Trustee: Mr. Joesph D. Olsen. 


EXHIBIT 


'A 
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1 


2 


2 


THE CLERK: Paul Dulberg, 14 83578. 


MR. OLSEN: Good morning, Your Honor. 


3 Joseph Olsen, trustee. 


4 This comes before the Court on two 


5 motions. One is to authorize the engagement of 


6 special counsel to pursue a personal injury 


7 litigation, I think it's in Lake County, involving a 


8 chainsaw accident of some sort. 


9 And then, presumably, if the Court 


10 grants that, the second one is to authorize the 


11 estate to enter into -- I'm not sure what you call 


12 it, but binding mediation. But there's a floor of 


13 $50,000, and there's a ceiling of $300,000. 


14 And I guess I've talked with his 


15 attorney. He seems very enthusiastic about it. 


16 There may be some issues about the debtor being a 


17 good witness or not, I guess. 


18 It had to do with a neighbor who asked 


19 him to help him out with a chainsaw, and then I guess 


20 the neighbor kind of cut off his arm, or almost cut 


21 off his arm right after that. There's some· 


22 bitterness involved, understandably, I guess. 


23 But I don't do personal injuf~ work at 


24 all, so I'm not sure how that all flows through to a 


25 jury, but he didn't seem to want to go through a jury 
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3 


1 process. 


2 


He liked this process, so ... 


THE COURT: Very well. 


3 Mr. Olsen, first of all, with regard 


4 to the application to employ the Baudin law firm, it 


5 certainly appears to be in order and supported by 


6 affidavit. 


7 Their proposed fees are more 


8 consistent with at least what generally is the market 


9 than some of the fees you and I have seen in some 


10 other matters. 


11 One question for you: Have you seen 


12 the actual engagement agreement? 


13 MR. OLSEN: I thought it was attached 


14 to my motion. 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


25 


THE COURT: Okay. 


MR. OLSEN: If it's not, it should 


have been. 


It's kind of an interesting -­


actually, this is kind of a unique one. The debtor 


actually paid them money in advance, and then he's 


going to get a credit if they actually win, which I 


guess enures, now, to my benefit, but that's okay. 


And there's a proviso for one-third, 


except if we go to trial, then it's 40 percent. So 


these are getting more creative by the PI bar as we 
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4 


1 plod along here, I guess, but ... 


2 THE COURT: It's a bar that's 


3 generally pretty creative. 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


And my apologies. I saw the 


affidavit, but you did have the agreement attached, 


and one was in front of the other. 


And the agreement is just as you 


describe it. It appears to be reasonable, and so 


I'll approve the application. 


Tell me about this binding mediation. 


It's almost an oxymoron, isn't it? 


MR. OLSEN: Well, I guess the 


mediators don't know there's a floor and a ceiling. 


I'm not sure where that comes from, but that's -­


yeah. 


And whatever number they come back at 


is the number we're able to settle at, except if it's 


a not guilty or a zero recovery, we get 50,000, but 


to come back at 3 million, we're capped at 300,000. 


THE COURT: Interesting. 


MR. OLSEN: A copy of the mediation 


22 agreement should also be attached to that motion. 


23 THE COURT: And I do see that. That 


24 appears to be in order. 


25 them luck. 


It's one of those you wish 
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5 


1 MR. OLSEN: I don't want to 


2 micromanage his case. 


3 


4 


5 


6 


reasonable. 


THE COURT: But that, too, sounds 


There's been no objection? 


MR. OLSEN: Correct. 


THE COURT: Very well. I will approve 


7 -- authorize, if you will, for you to enter into the 


8 binding mediation agreement, see where it takes you. 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


25 


MR. OLSEN: Thanks, Your Honor. 


(End of audio to be transcribed.) 
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1 


2 


3 


CERTIFICATE 


4 I, JERRI ESTELLE, CSR, do hereby 


5 certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate 


6 


6 transcription of proceedings electronically recorded 


7 in the matter of PAUL R. DULBERG, 14 B 83578 on 


8 October 31, 2016, which was submitted to D&E 


9 Reporting for transcription; it contains all the 


10 content in said recording; and it has been 


11 transcribed to the best of my ability. 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


25 


Jerri Estelle, CSR /S/ 
License Number: 084-003284 
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Binding Mediation Agreement 
ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 


Revised for Special BIiiing 


I. Parties 


A. Paul Dulberg, by attorneys, Kelly N. eaudln and Rendall Boudin, II 


8. David Gagnon, by attorney, Shoshan Reddington 


SPECIAL BILLING - Section v.e.s - Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plaintiff's 
Binding Mediation Costs, 


II. Date, Time and Location of the Binding Mediation 


Date: Thursday, December 8, 2016 
Time: 1:30 P.M. 
Location: ADR Systems of America, LLC 


20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 
Contact Alex Goodrich 
312-960-2267 


Ill. Rules Governing the Mediation 


Each party rParty") to this agreement (nAgreement") hereby agrees to submit the above dispute for 
binding mediation rMedlatlon; to ADR Systems of America, L.L.C .. ("ADR Systems") In accordance 
with the following terms: 


A. Powers of the Mediator 


1. The Parties agree that The Honorable James P. Etchlngham (Ret.) shall serve as the sole 
Mediator In this matter (the •Medlatori. 


2. The Mediator shall have the power to determine the admlsslblllty of evidence and to rule 
upon the law and the facts of the dispute pursuant to Section 111(0)(1). The Mediator shall also 
have the power to rule on objections to evidence which arise during the hearing. 


3. The Mediator Is authorized to hold Joint and separate caucuses with the Parties and to make 
oral and written recommendations for settlement purposes. 


4. The Parties agree that the Mediator shall decide all Issues concerning liability and 
damages arising from the dispute If this matter cannot be settled, unless any of the above 
Is waived. Any other Issues to be decided must be agreed upon by the Parties, and 
Included In this contract. 


5. Any failure to object to compllance with these Rules shall be deemed a waiver of such 
objection. 


ADA Syslem:. • 20 Norlh Clark Strl'el , Floor 29 , C:hlca90. IL 60602 
312.960.2260 • info Gadrsys1ems.eom • www.adrsys1em$.Com 
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B. Amendments to the Agreement 


t No Party shalt amend the Agreement at any time without the consent and approval of such 
changes by the opposing Party, and ADR Systems of America. 


2. When changes or amendments to the Agreement are being requested, the Parties shall 
Inform the ADR Systems case manager by telephone. The agreed proposal must also be 
submitted to the ADR Systems case manager ln wrttlng, by fax or email, If necessary, and the 
contract changes MUST be made by AOR Systems. No changes made outside these 
guidelines wlll be accepted. Furthermore, If the amended contract made by AOR Systems Is 
not signed by both Parties. the Agreement shall be enforced In Its original form, without 
changes. 


C. Pre-Hearing Submission 


1. Mediation statements are permitted provided that the statement Is shared among the other 
parties. The Mediation Statement may Include: statement of facts, Including a description of 
the Injury and a list of special damages and expenses Incurred and expected to be Incurred; 
and a theory of llablllty and damages and authorities In support thereof. 


D. Evldentlary Rules 


1. The Parties agree that the following documents are allowed Into evidence, without 
foundation or other proof, provided that said Items are served upon the Mediator and the 
opposing Party at least 17 (seventeen) days prior to the hearing date: 


a. Medical records and medical bllls for medical services; 


b. Bills for drugs and medical appliances (for example, prostheses); 


c. Property repair bllls or estimates; 


d. Reports of lost time from employment, and / or lost compensation or wages; 


e. The written statement of any expert witness, the deposition of a witness, the statement of 
a witness, to which the witness would be allowed to express If testifying In person, If the 
statement Is made by affidavit sworn to under oath or by certification as provided In 
section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of Clvll Procedure; 


f. Photographs; 


g. Police reports; 


h. Any other document not speclflcally covered by any of the foregoing provisions that a 
Party believes In good faith should be considered by the Mediator; and 


I. Each Party may Introduce any other evidence, Including but not limited to documents or 
exhibits, In accordance with the rules of evidence of the State of llllnols. 


2. The Parties agree that they will not disclose any and all dollar figures relatlng to the high/low 
agreement; last offer and last demand; policy limits; and /or set-offs orally or In written form, 
to the Mediator at any time before or during the conference. or while under advisement. 
prior to the Mediator's final decision. 


---------------2--------------@ 
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a. Violation of this rule set forth In (0)(2) shall constitute a material breach of this Agreement. 
The non-disclosing Party must fonnally object to the Mediator upon learning of the 
breach, or the breach wlll be considered waived. The non-disclosing Party shall then have 
the option to continue the Mediation from the point of objection to Its completion; or to 
terminate the Mediation at the point of objection as null and void. The AOR Systems case 
manager must be made aware of this breach at the time of the objection, so the objection 
Is addressed In accordance with the Agreement. and 


b. If the Mediation Is terminated as null and void, all costs of the Mediation wlll be charged 
entirely to the disclosing Party. A new Mediation shall then take place with a new 
Mediator on a new date. If the Mediation Is not terminated, the costs of the Mediation 
shall remain the responslblllty of each Party or In accordance with the Agreement. 


3. The Parties agree If a Party has an objection to the evidence or material submitted by any 
other Party pursuant to Paragraph (0)(1), notice of the objection shall be given to the ADR 
Systems case manager and opposing counsel by telephone and In writing at least seven days 
prior to the Mediation. If resolution cannot be obtained, the case manager wlll forward the 
objection to the Mediator to be ruled upon before or at the Mediation. The case manager wlll 
notify each of the Parties of the objection. The objection may result In a postponement of the 
proceedings. If the objection Is because of new material being disclosed with the 
submission for the first time (for example, new or addltlonal reports, additional 
medlcal/wage loss claims, etc.) then the disclosing party .shall be charged for the total cost 
associated with the continuance. 


4. The Parties agree that any Party desiring to Introduce any of the Items described In 
Paragraph (0)(1) without foundation or other proof, must deliver said Items to the Mediator 
and to the other Parties no later than Monday, November 21. 2016. 


5. The Items are considered delivered as of the date that one of the foll owing events occur: 


a. ff malled, by the date of the postmark; 


b. If delivered by a courier or a messenger, the date the Item ts received by the courier or 
messenger: and 


c. The date transmitted by facsimile or email. 


6. The Parties agree to deliver any of the Items described In Paragraph (C)(1) and (0)(1) to the 
following addresses: 


If emailing Submissions, please send to submlsslons@adrsystems.com, however, please do 
not send anything over 50 pages, Including exhibits. 


The Honorable James P. Etchlngham, (Ret) (Mediator) 
C/0 ADR SYSTEMS 
20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chic.ago, IL 60602 


Kelly N. Baudln, Esq. / Randall Baudln, II, Esq. (Plaintiff Attorneys) 
BAUOIN LAW GROUP 
304 McHenry Avenue 
Crystal Lake, IL 60039 


----3---@ 
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Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Defense Attorney) 
LAW OFFICES OF STEVEN LIHOSIT 
200 N. La Salle Street 
Suite 2550 
Chicago, IL 60601 


E. Conference Procedure 


1. The Parties may present opening statements but there will be no llve testimony. 


2. The Parties wlll attempt to reach a voluntary settlement through negotiation with the 
assistance of the Mediator. 


3. If the Parties cannot voluntarily reach a settlement, the Mediator will advise the Parties that 
settlement cannot be reached. The Mediator wlll then take the matter under advisement and 
render an award that wtll be binding to all Parties, (the •Award"). subject to the terms of any 
hlgMow agreement that the Parties may have as described below In Paragraph (F)(1). 


F. Award Limits 


1. The Parties may agree prtor to the Mediation that a minimum and maximum amount will 
serve as parameters for the Award (sometimes referred to as a "high/low such 
that the actual amount that must be paid to the plaintiff or claimant shall not exceed a certain 
amount (the •high• or •maximum award1 and shall not be less than a certain amount (the 
"low• or "minimum award"). 


a. If llablllty Is disputed and comparative fault or negligence Is asserted as an affirmative 
defense, the Mediator shall make a finding regarding comparative fault or negligence, If 
any. In the event that there Is e finding of comparative fault or negligence of the plaintiff 
that Is greater than 50% (flfty percent), the plaintiff shall receive the negotiated minimum 
award. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of 50% (fifty 
percent) or less against the plaintiff, then any damages awarded In favor of the plaintiff 
shall be reduced by the amount of the plaintiffs comparative fault or negligence, but 
shall be no less than the minimum parameter or more than the maximum parameter. 


b. AQ award minimum and maximum parameters are subject to applicable set-offs If any, as 
governed by policy provisions If not specified In the Agreement 


The Parties agree that for this Mediation the minimum award to Paul Dulberg wlll be 
$50,000.00. Also, the maximum award to Paul Dulberg wlll be $300,000.00. These 
amounts reflect the minimum and maximum amounts of money that David Gagnon shall 
be Hable to pay to Paul Dulberg. 


IV. Effect of this Agreement 


A. After the commencement of the Mediation. no Party shell be permitted to cancel this Agreement 
or the Mediation and the Mediator shall render a decision that shall be In accordance with the 
terms set forth In this Agreement When the Award Is rendered, the Mediation Is resolved, and 
any Award arising from this Mediation shall operate as a bar and complete defense to any action 
or proceeding In any court or tribunal that may arise from the same Incident upon which the 
Mediation Is based. 


----4---@ 


www.fraudcmthecourt.neUexhibits/Group Exhibit 56 Complete le~l ar~ment betwelll!1J1Sl1lms/2023-02-24 Defendant AD R's Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 52 615.pdf 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 484 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1


2
/8


/2
0
2
2


 3
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9


0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


Case 14-83578 Doc 34-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Exhibit 
A Page5of6 


e. The Parties further agree that any pending lltlgatlon wlll be dismissed, with prejudice, as to those 
Parties participating In this Mediation upon the concluslon thereof. Any and aU llens, Including 
contractual rights of subrogation owed are subject to existing llllnols law. By agreement of the 
Parties, the Mediator's Award wlll be final and binding and not subject to appeal or motion for 
reconsideration by any Party. 


V. Mediation Costs 


A. ADR Systems FN Schedule 


1. A deposit Is required for the Administrative Fee, Mediator's estimated review, session, and 
follow-up time C-Medlatlon Costs~). Binding-Mediations are bllled at a four hour per day 
minimum. The required deposit amount Is $2.590.00 from Party B and Is due by 
November 21, 2016. Any unused portion of the deposit wUI be refunded based on the four 
hour minimum. If the Mediator's review, session and follow-up time go over the estimated 
amount, each Party will be Invoiced for the addltlonal time. 


2. Mediation Costs are usually divided equaUy among all Parties, unless otherwise agreed upon 
by the Parties. ADR Systems must be notified of special fee arrangements. 


3. All deposits are due two weeks prior to the session. ADR Systems reserves the right to cancel 
a session If deposits are not received from all Parties two weeks prior to the session. 


4. ADR Systems requires 14-day notice In writing or via electronic transmission of cancellation 
or continuance. For Binding-Mediations cancelled or continued within 14 days of the session, 
the Party causing the cancellation will be billed for the Mediation Costs of all the Parties 
Involved, which Includes the four hour per day minimum, addltlonal review time, and any 
other expenses lncurred("cancellatlon fees"). If the cancellatlon Is by agreement of all Parties. 
or If the case has settled, the cancellation fees will be split equally among all Parties, unless 
ADR Systems Is Instructed otherwise. The cancellation fees may be waived If the Mediator's 
lost time can be fllled by another matter. 


Administrative Fee $390.00 (Non-refundable) 
Mediator's Review Time $450.00 per hour 
Session Time $450.00 per hour 
Mediator's Decision Writing Time $450.00 per hour 
Mediator's Travel Time (If any) $75.00 per hour 


B. Responsibility for Payment .. Special Blllln~ 


1. Each Party and Its counsel (Including that counsel's firm) shall be Jointly and severally 
responsible for the payment of that Party's allocated share of the Mediation Costs as set forth 
above. 


2. All expenses and disbursements made by ADR Systems In connection with the Mediation, 
Including, but not llmlted to, outside room rental fee, meals, express mall and messenger 
charges, and any other charges associated with the Mediation, wlll be bllled equally to the 
Parties at the time of the Invoice. 


----5---@ 
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3. In the event that a Party and/or Its counsel falls to pay ADR Systems In accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement, then that Party and/or Its counset shall be responsible for all costs, 
Including attorney's fees, Incurred by ADR Systems In connection With the collection of any 
amount due and owing. Payment of additional costs Incurred by ADR Systems In connection 
with the collection of any amount due and owing shall be made within 15 days of Invoice. 


4. In the event ADR Systems' session rooms are completely booked on your selected session 
date, AOR Systems will attempt to find another complimentary venue for your session. If ADR 
Systems cannot find a complimentary venue or the parties cannot agree on the 
complimentary venue, ADR Systems reserves the right to schedule your case In a location 
that may Involve a facilities charge. The facilities charge wlll be split equally among the 
parties unless ADR Systems Is Instructed otherwise. 


5. "Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plalntlffs Binding Mediation Costs. 


VI. Acknowledgment of Agreement 


A. By signing this Agreement, I acknowledge that I have read and agree to all the provisions as set 
forth above. 


B. Each Party Is responsible for only his/her own signature where Indicated and wlll submit this 
signed Agreement to AOR Systems within 10 days of receipt of the AgreemenL Counsel may sign 
on behalf of the Party. 


By:------------------
Paul Dulberg / Plaintiff Date 


By.--------------------------
Kelly N. Baudln / Attorney for the Plaintiff Date 


By.-------------------------
Randall Baualn, II / Attorney for the Plaintiff Date 


By. ________________________ _ 


Shoshan Reddington / Attorney for the Defendant Date 


ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 
AOR Systems Tax I.D. # 36-39n108 


Date of Hearing: Thursday, December 8, 2016 


----6---@ 
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In Re: 
PAUL DULBERG 


Debtor(s} 


Document Page 1 of 1 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 


NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
Western Division 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


BK No.: 14-83578 


Chapler: 7 
Honorable Thomas M. Lynch 


ORDER TO EMPLOY SPECIAL COUNSEL 


THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard on this 3 I st day of October, 2016 upon the Trustee's 
Motion to employ the law office of Baudin Law Group, Ltd.' as attorneys for the estale. the Court after 
considering the Motion, the statements of counsel, pleadings on file and being fully advised in the 
premises: 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Joseph D. Olsen. Trustee herein. is authorized to employ th1: 
Baudin Law Group, Ltd. to represent the estate in regards to the Debtor's personal injury claim, more 
fully described in the Trustee's Motion, and that lhe Trustee is allowed to adopl the contingency contract 
between Debtor. Paul Dulberg and Baudin Law Group. Ltd. as described in the Trustee's Motion, and 
the Trustee may execute such documents as are necessary to accomplish the matters set forth herein. 


Dated: October 31. 2016 


Prepared by: 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Yalden, Olsen & Willette 
13 18 East State Street 
Rockford, IL 61 I 04 
815-965-8635 (phone) 
815-965-4573 (fax) 


Enter: 


Honorable Thomas M. Lynch 


United States Bankruptcy Judge 


EXHIBIT\ 


i J_ 
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In Re: 
PAUL DULBERG 


Debtor(s) 


Document Page 1 of 1 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 


NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
Western Division 


) 


) 
) 


) 
) 


) 
) 


ORDER 


BK No.: 14-83578 


Chapter: 7 


Honorable Thomas M. Lynch 


THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard on this 31st day of October.2016 upon the Trustee's 
Motion for Authority to Enter into a • Binding Mediation Agreement"". the Court afler considering the 
Motion, the statements of counsel. pleadings on file and being fully advised in the premises: 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that Joseph D. Olsen, Trustee herein. is authorized to enter into a 
"Binding Mediation Agreement" as described in the Trustee's Motion. and the Trustee may execute 
such documents as are necessary to accomplish the matters set forth herein. 


Dated: October 31. 2016 


Prepared by: 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Yalden, Olsen & Willette 
13 18 East State Street 
Rockford, IL 61104 
815-965-8635 (phone) 
815-965-4573 (fax) 


' 


Enter: 


Honorable Thomas M. Lynch 


United States Bankruptcy Judge 


EXHIBIT 
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From: Joe Olsen jolsenlaw@corncast.net ,­
Subject: Fwd: Re: Paul Dulberg 14-83578 & 12LA 178 


Date: December 2, 2019 at 2:05 PM 
To: juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net 


Joseph D. Olsen- Yalden, Olsen & Willette 
838 North Main Street, Roddord, IL 61103-6906 
(815) 965-8635 I Fax (815) 965-4573 I jo)senlaw@comcast.net 


We have moved! Our new address is noted above. Our phone, fax, and email addresses will remain the same. 
Thank you. 


---- Original Message ---
From: Joe Olsen <jolsenlaw@comcast.net> 
To: Randy Baudin Il <randybaudin2@gmail.com> 
Cc: jolsenlaw <jolsenlaw@oomcast.net> 
Date: December 13, 2016 at 2:33 PM 
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg 14-83578 & 121.Al.78 


Randy-


Just a follow up to our conf. this afternoon, where you advised the results of the binding mediation; 


First off, thank you. 


Difficult having a Ch. 7 Trustee hovering around your file. I appreciate your professionalism and cooperation; 


Secondly, Re medical liens, I reviewed what I had. I came across 1 lien claim, that from U.S. Physical Therapy, Inc., it looks pretty 
defective. Did you or one of the prior attys. on file ever get notice from them? From any other lien claimant? If you have any such 
information, could you send me a complete copy of whatever it is you have? 


Third, Re your compensation (most important), do we have to worry about any of the debtor's previous atty's possible claim for 
lien? 


If so, can you give me whatever you have re same? The quickest way to get you paid, is if you can provide mew/ the equivalent of a 
settlement statement which would show how much is owed under the contingent fee contract, plus any costs/expenses claimed by 
you. 


If there is any other claim by any other party to the settlement proceeds, please let me know; 


As soon as I get the "settlement statement" I'll file w/ court to get it approved. It's a 21 day notice. 


Can you let me know when you expect to receive the settlement funds? Again, you must tum over the gross proceeds to me. 


Thanks again. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Yalden, Olsen & Willette 
1318 East State Street 
Rockford, IL61104 
( 815)965-8635 
Fax (815)965-4573 


I On Odober 31, 2016 at 10:50 AM Randy Baudin II <randybaudin2@gmail.com> wrote: 


You can good ahead sign it. Thank you so much. 
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On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 10:41 AM,< jol~cnlaw~>ic01m:a:,l.nct> wrnte: 


Randy-
The Court authorized your appointment this morning, as well as entry 
into that "Binding Mediation Agreement"; 
Do you want the debtor to /s/ the form, or me as trustee? 
Let me know, thanks. 


From: "Randy Baudin 11" < randybaudin2@gmail.com> 
To: "jolsenlaw" < jolsenlaw@comcast.net> 
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 2:09:00 PM 
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg 14-83578 & 12LA 178 


Any luck on appointing us as attorneys on this case yet? 


Thanks, 
Randy 


On Fri, Sep 16, 2016 at 11 :24 AM, < jolsenlaw@comcast.net> wrote: 


Randy-
Nice talking w/ you today, below is contact info. 
Thanks. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Vaiden, Olsen & Willette 
1318 East State Street 
Rockford, IL 61104 
(815)965-8635 
Fax (815)965-4573 


W. Randal Baudin ll's Linkedin Profile 
Cell 815.814.2193 


• 
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Dec 12 2016 3:06PM HP Fax 


Paul Dulberg 


v. 


David Gagnon 


page 2 


Binding Mediation Award 


) 
) 
) 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 


On December 8, 2016, the matter was called for binding mediation before the Honorable James 
P. Etchingham, (Ret.), in Chicago, IL According to the agreement entered into by the parties, If a 
voluntary settlement through negotiation could not be reached the mediator would render a 
settlement award which would be binding to the parties. Pursuant to that agreement the 
mediator finds as follows: 


Gross Award: 


Finding In favor of: fau I !Ju,, e r q t 661J,(}()fJ. 
Comparative fault: /J %(ifappllcable) 


Net Award: Z S-61,-&tJO 


Comments/Explanation_.L.Jf)'Jr...:c......M--4.<--=-1_cdZL.....:./ _______ '$_--:::;t._o_,_~_tJ_O_, _ 


/ult.I re mt':41 e u I € 2 o tJ. tJo o , 


I 


ADR Systems • 20 North Clark Street • Floor 29 • Chlcogo, IL 60602 
3"12.960.2260 • info@adrsysterns.com , www.adrsystems.com 


EXHIBIT 


ID 
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I. Parties 


Binding Mediation Agreement 
ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 


A. Paul Dulberg, by attorneys, Kelly N. Baudln and Randall Baudln. II 


B. David Gagnon, by attorney, Shoshan Reddington 


II. Date, Time and Location of the Binding Mediation 


Date: Thursday, December 8, 2016 
Time: 1:30 P.M. 
Location: ADR Systems of America, LLC 


20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 
Contact: Alex Goodrich 
312-960-2267 


Ill. Rules Governing the Mediation 


Each party ("Party") to this agreement rAgreement") hereby agrees to submit the above dispute for 
binding mediation ("Mediation") to ADR Systems of America, L.L.C., ("ADR Systems") In accordance 
with the following terms: 


A. Powers of the Mediator 


1. The Parties agree that The Honorable James P. Etchingham (Ret.) shall serve as the sole 
Mediator In this matter (the "Mediator"). 


2. The Mediator shall have the power to determine the admlssiblllty of evidence and to rule 
upon the law and the facts of the dispute pursuant to Section 111(0)(1). The Mediator shall also 
have the power to rule on objections to evidence which arise during the hearing. 


3. The Mediator Is authorized to hold Joint and separate caucuses with the Parties and to make 
oral and written recommendations for settlement purposes. 


4. The Parties agree that the Mediator shall decide all Issues concemlng llablllty and 
damages arising from the dispute If this matter cannot be settled, unless any of the above 
Is waived. Any other Issues to be decided must be agreed upon by the Parties, and 
Included In this contract. 


5. Any failure to object to compliance with these Rules shall be deemed a waiver of such 
objection. 


8. Amendments to the Agreement 


1. No Party shall amend the Agreement at any time without the consent and approval of such 
changes by the opposing Party, and ADR Systems of America. 


A{)R Sv~.!•.·•~· .. ~t.:1 'a;• ·, ,.: • ..... •· ..• ,, • r ,. :~:. • • .. :· it r-. ,; ·.: 
EXHIBIT 


312.960.2:::_,v • !t•' ... ·.; . • •• ,.• .• .. ••! ... , .. _, • :·· ,, 
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2. When changes or amendments to the Agreement are being requested, the Parties shall 
lnfonn the ADR Systems case manager by telephone. The agreed proposal must also be 
submitted to the ADR Systems case manager In writing, by fax or email, If necessary, and the 
contract changes MUST be made by ADR Systems. No changes made outside these 
guidelines wlll be accepted. Furthermore, If the amended contract made by ADR Systems is 
not signed by both Parties. the Agreement shall be enforced in its original form, without 
changes. 


C. Pre-Haering Submission 


1. Mediation statements are permitted provided that the statement is shared among the other 
parties. The Mediation Statement may include: statement of facts, including a description of 
the Injury and a 11st of special damages and expenses Incurred and expected to be Incurred; 
and a theory of llablllty and damages and authorities in support thereof. 


D. Evidentlary Rules 


1. The Parties agree that the following documents are allowed Into evidence, without 
foundation or other proof. provided that said Items are served upon the Mediator and the 
opposing Party at least 17 (seventeen) days prior to the hearing date: 


a. Medical records and medical bllls for medical services; 


b. BIiis for drugs and medical appliances (for example, prostheses); 


c. Property repair bills or estimates; 


d. Reports of lost time from employment, and / or lost compensation or wages; 


e. The written statement of any expert witness, the deposition of a witness, the statement of 
a witness, to which the witness would be allowed to express if testifying In person, if the 
statement Is made by affidavit sworn to under oath or by certification as provided in 
section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civll Procedure; 


f. Photographs; 


g. Police reports; 


h. Any other document not specifically covered by any of the foregoing provisions that a 
Party belleves In good faith should be considered by the Mediator; and 


I. Each Party may introduce any other evidence, including but not limited to documents or 
exhibits, in accordance with the rules of evidence of the State of llllnois. 


2. The Parties agree that they will not disclose any and all dollar figures relating to the high/low 
agreement; last offer and last demand; pollcy limits; and /or set-offs orally or In written form, 
to the Mediator at any time before or during the conference, or whlle under advisement, 
prior to the Mediator's final decision. 


a. Violation of this rule set forth in (D)(2) shall constitute a material breach of this Agreement. 
The non-dlsclosing Party must formally object to the Mediator upon !earning of the 
breach, or the breach wlll be considered waived. The non•dlscioslng Party shall then have 
the option to continue the Mediation from the point of objection to Its completion; or to 
terminate the Mediation at the point of objection as null and void. The ADR Systems case 
manager must be made aware of this breach at the time of the objection, so the objection 
Is addressed In accordance with the Agreement; and 


2 


-------------------·-· --·- -----. -- ------· 
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b. If the Mediation Is terminated as null and void, all costs of the Mediation wlll be charged 
entirely to the disclosing Party. A new Mediation shall then take place with a new 
Mediator on a new date. If the Mediation Is not terminated. the costs of the Mediation 
shall remain the responsibility of each Party or In accordance with the Agreement. 


3. The Parties agree if a Party has an objection to the evidence or material submitted by any 
other Party pursuant to Paragraph (0)(1), notice of the objection shall be given to the AOR 
Systems case manager and opposing counsel by telephone and in writing at least seven days 
prior to the Mediation. If resolution cannot be obtained, the case manager will forward the 
objection to the Mediator to be ruled upon before or at the Mediation. The case manager will 
notify each of the Parties of the objection. The objection may result In a postponement of the 
proceedings. If the objection Is because of new material being disclosed with the 
submission for the first time (for example, new or additional reports, additional 
medical/wage toss claims, etc.) then the disctoslng party shall be charged for the total cost 
associated with the continuance. 


4. The Parties agree that any Party desiring to introduce any of the items described In 
Paragraph (0)(1) without foundation or other proof, must deliver said Items to the Mediator 
and to the other Parties no later than Monday, November 21, 2016. 


5. The Items are considered delivered as of the date that one of the following events occur: 


a. If mailed, by the date of the postmark; 


b. If delivered by a courier or a messenger, the date the Item is received by the courier or 
messenger; and 


c. The date transmitted by facslmile or email. 


6. The Parties agree to deliver any of the Items described In Paragraph (C)(1) and (0)(1) to the 
following addresses: 


If emalllng Submissions, please send to submisslons@adrsystems.com, however, please do 
not send anything over 50 pages, Including exhibits. 


The Honorable James P. Etchlngham, (Ret.) (Mediator) 
C/0 ADR SYSTEMS 
20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 


Kelly N. Baudln, Esq. / Randall Baudin, II, Esq. (Plaintiff Attorneys) 
BAUOIN LAW GROUP 
304 McHenry Avenue 
Crystal Lake, IL 60039 


Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Defense Attorney) 
LAW OFFICES OF STEVEN LIHOSIT 
200 N. La Salle Street 
Suite 2550 
Chicago, IL 60601 
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E. Conference Procedure 


1. The Parties may present opening statements but there will be no live testimony. 


2. The Parties will attempt to reach a voluntary settlement through negotiation with the 
assistance of the Mediator. 


3. If the Parties cannot voluntarily reach a settlement, the Mediator will advise the Parties that 
settlement cannot be reached. The Mediator will then take the matter under advisement and 
render an award that will be binding to all Parties, (the "Award"), subject to the terms of any 
high/low agreement that the Parties may have as described below In Paragraph (F)(1). 


F. Award Limits 


1. The Parties may agree prior to the Mediation that a minimum and maximum amount will 
serve as parameters for the Award (sometimes referred to as a "high/low agreement"), such 
that the actual amount that must be paid to the plaintiff or claimant shall not exceed a certain 
amount (the "high" or "maximum award") and shall not be less than a certain amount (the 
"lown or "minimum award"). 


a. If liability Is disputed and comparative fault or negligence is asserted as an affirmative 
defense, the Mediator shall make a finding regarding comparative fault or negligence. if 
any. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negllgence of the plalntlff 
that Is greater than 50% (fifty percent), the plalntlff shall receive the negotiated minimum 
award. In the event that there is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of 50% (fifty 
percent) or less against the plalntlff. then any damages awarded In favor of the plaintiff 
shall be reduced by the amount of the plalntlff's comparative fault or negligence, but 
shall be no less than the minimum parameter or more than the maximum parameter. 


b. All award minimum and maximum parameters are subject to applicable set-offs If any, as 
governed by policy provisions if not specified In the Agreement. 


The Parties agree that for this Mediation the minimum award to Paul Dulberg will be 
$50,000.00. Also. the maximum award to Paul Dulberg will be $300,000.00. These 
amounts reflect the minimum and maximum amounts of money that David Dulberg shall 
be liable to pay to Paul Dulberg. 


rv. Effect of this Agreement 


A. After the commencement of the Mediation, no Party shall be permitted to cancel this Agreement 
or the Mediation and the Mediator shall render a decision that shall be In accordance with the 
terms set forth In this Agreement. When the Award Is rendered, the Mediation Is resolved, and 
any Award arising from this Mediation shall operate as a bar and complete defense to any action 
or proceeding In any court or tribunal that may arise from the same Incident upon which the 
Mediation Is based. 
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B. The Parties further agree that any pending lltlgatlon will be dismissed, with prejudice, as to those 
Parties participating In this Mediation upon the conclusion thereof. Any and all liens, Including 
contractual rights of subrogation owed are subject to existing llllnols law. By agreement of the 
Parties, the Mediator's Award will be final and binding and not subject to appeal or motion for 
reconsideration by any Party. 


V. Mediation Costs 


A. ADR Systems Fee Schedule 


1. A deposit is required for the Administrative Fee, Mediator's estimated review, session, and 
follow-up time ("Mediation Costs"). Binding-Mediations are billed at a four hour per day 
minimum. The required deposit amount Is $1,295.00 per Party and Is due by November 21, 
2016. Any unused portion of the deposit will be refunded based on the four hour minimum. If 
the Mediator's review, session and follow-up time go over the estimated amount. each Party 
wlll be Invoiced for the add\tlonal time. 


2. Mediation Costs are usually divided equally among all Parties, unless otheiwlse agreed upon 
by the Parties. ADR Systems must be notified of spec:lal fee arrangements. 


3. All deposits are due two weeks prior to the session. ADR Systems reserves the right to cancel 
a session If deposits are not received from all Parties two weeks prior to the session. 


4. ADR Systems requires 14-day notice In writing or via electronic: transmission of cancellation 
or continuance. For Binding-Mediations cancelled or continued within 14 days of the session, 
the Party causing the cancellation will be billed for the Mediation Costs of all the Parties 
Involved, which Includes the four hour per day minimum, additional review time, and any 
other expenses lncurredrcancellatlon fees"). If the cancellation Is by agreement of all Parties, 
or If the case has settled, the cancellation fees will be split equally among all Parties, unless 
ADR Systems Is Instructed otherwise. The cancellation fees may be waived if the Mediator's 
lost time can be filled by another matter. 


Administrative Fee $195.00 per Party (Non-refundable) 
Mediator's Review Time $450.00 per hour, split equally between Parties 
Session Time $450.00 per hour, split equally between Parties 
Mediator's Decision Writing Time $450.00 per hour, split equally between Parties 
Mediator's Travel Time (If any) $75.00 per hour, split equally between Parties 


B. Responslblllty for Payment 


1. Each Party and Its counsel (Including that counsel's firm) shall be jointly and severally 
responsible for the payment of that Party's allocated share of the Mediation Costs as set forth 
above. 


2. All expenses and disbursements made by ADR Systems in connection with the Mediation, 
Including, but not llmlted to, outside room rental fee, meals, express mail and messenger 
charges, and any other charges associated with the Mediation, will be bllled equally to the 
Parties at the time of the Invoice. 


3. In the event that a Party and/or Its counsel fails to pay ADR Systems in accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement, then that Party and/or its counsel shall be responsible for all costs, 


s r~ 
----------------·----·- •• --·--·-· .. ··• ---·----··---·--·--------------- ··--·-· {/.\D_R_) ' ,/ ,._.oi. 
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3. In the event that a Party and/or its counsel fails to pay ADR Systems in accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement, then that Party and/or its counsel shall be responsible for all costs, 
including attorney's fees, Incurred by ADR Systems in connection with the collection of any 
amount due and owing. Payment of additional costs incurred by ADR Systems in connection 
with the collection of any amount due and owing shall be made within 15 days of invoice. 


4. In the event ADR Systems' session rooms are completely booked on your selected session 
date, AOR Systems will attempt to find another complimentary venue for your session. If ADR 
Systems cannot find a complimentary venue or the parties cannot agree on the 
complimentary venue, ADR Systems reserves the right to schedule your case in a location 
that may involve a facilities charge. The facilities charge will be split equally among the 
parties unless ADR Systems is instructed otherwise. 


5. ..Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plaintiffs Binding Mediation Costs. 


VI. Acknowledgment of Agreement 


A. By signing this Agreement, I acknowledge that I have read and agree to all the provisions as set 
forth above. 


B. Each Party is responsible for only his/her own signature where indicated and will submit this 
signed Agreement to ADR Systems within 10 days of receipt of the Agreement. Counsel may sign 
on behalf of the Party. 


) \ By. 
Paul 


ington / Attorney for the Defendant 


ADR Systems File # 333918MAG 
ADR Systems Tax I.D. # 36-39n108 


Date 


Date of Hearing: Thursday, December 8, 2016 


6 Q\ ---------------------0 
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CHAPTER 7 TRUSTEE'S FINAL ACCOUNT AND DISTRIBUTION
REPORT CERTIFICATION THAT THE ESTATE HAS BEEN FULLY ADMINISTERED


AND APPLICATION TO BE DISCHARGED (TDR)


UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT


In re: Case No.§


§


§


§


DULBERG, PAUL R 14-83578


NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS


Debtor(s)


WESTERN DIVISION


Certification that the Estate has been Fully Administered and Application to be Discharged.


JOSEPH D. OLSEN, chapter 7 trustee, submits this Final Account,


1)  All funds on hand have been distributed in accordance with the Trustee's Final Report


administered and all assets and funds which have come under the trustee's control in this case


and, if applicable, any order of the Court modifying the Final Report. The case is fully


have been properly accounted for as provided by law. The trustee hereby requests to be
discharged from further duties as a trustee.


2)  A summary of assets abandoned, assets exempt, total distributions to claimants, claims
discharged without payment, and expenses of administration is provided below:


Without Payment:


Claims Discharged


Assets Exempt:


Total Expenses of Administration:


Assets Abandoned:


Total Distribution to Claimants:


$141,680.00 $16,680.00


$38,733.68


$0.00


$144,839.92


(without deducting any secured claims)


Exhibit 1 ), minus funds paid to the debtor


from the liquidation of the property of the estate, which was distributed as follows:


(see


Exhibit 2(see


3)  Total gross receipts of $       301,000.00


 and third parties of $       117,426.40 $183,573.60), yielded net receipts of 


UST Form 101-7-TDR (10/1/2010)
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Document      Page 1 of 8


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
3
 1


:2
3
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 499 of 915







Exhibit AK
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-02-24_Defendant ADR’s Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 735 ILCS 5 2 615.pdf


CLAIMS


SCHEDULED


CLAIMS


ASSERTED ALLOWED PAID


SECURED CLAIMS
(from


PRIORITY CLAIMS:


CHAPTER 7 ADMIN. FEES


AND CHARGES


PRIOR CHAPTER


ADMIN. FEES AND


PRIORITY UNSECURED


GENERAL UNSECURED


TOTAL DISBURSEMENTS


CLAIMS CLAIMS


Exhibit 3)


(from Exhibit 4 )


CHARGES (fromExhibit 5 )


CLAIMS (fromExhibit 6 )


CLAIMS (fromExhibit 7)


            $0.00              $0.00             $0.00             $0.00


             0.00         144,839.92        144,839.92        144,839.92


             0.00          37,502.58         37,502.58         37,502.58


             0.00               0.00              0.00              0.00


             0.00           1,231.10          1,231.10          1,231.10


            $0.00        $183,573.60       $183,573.60       $183,573.60


5)  All estate bank statements, deposit slips, and canceled checks have been submitted to
the United States Trustee.


6)  An individual estate property record and report showing the final accounting of the


assets of the estate is attached as


each estate bank account, showing the final accounting of the receipts and disbursements of


.  The cash receipts and disbursements records for


estate funds is attached as .


Pursuant to Fed R Bank P 5009, I hereby certify, under penalty of perjury, that the


foregoing report is true and correct.


Dated: By:


Exhibit 8


Exhibit 9


STATEMENT: This Uniform Form is associated with an open bankruptcy case, therefore, Paperwork Reduction


Act exemption 5 C.F.R. §1320.4(a)(2) applies.


4)  This case was originally filed under Chapter 7 on November 26, 2014.


06/15/2017 /s/JOSEPH D. OLSEN


The case was pending for 30 months.


Trustee


UST Form 101-7-TDR (10/1/2010)
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EXHIBITS TO


FINAL ACCOUNT


EXHIBIT 1    GROSS RECEIPTS


UNIFORM


TRAN. CODE
$ AMOUNT
RECEIVED1


DESCRIPTION


Personal Injury Case 1242-000        301,000.00


TOTAL GROSS RECEIPTS        $301,000.00


The Uniform Transaction Code is an accounting code assigned by the trustee for statistical reporting purposes.
1


EXHIBIT 2    FUNDS PAID TO DEBTOR & THIRD PARTIES


UNIFORM


TRAN. CODE
$ AMOUNT


PAID
DESCRIPTIONPAYEE


Paul R Dulberg


8100-002         15,000.00
Disbursement per court order


01/25/2017


DULBERG, PAUL R


8200-002        102,426.40


Dividend paid 100.00% on


$102,426.40; Claim# SURPLUS;


Filed: $102,426.40;


Reference:


       $117,426.40TOTAL FUNDS PAID TO DEBTOR AND THIRD
PARTIES


EXHIBIT 3    SECURED CLAIMS


UNIFORM


TRAN.
CLAIMS


PAID
CLAIMANT


CODE


CLAIMS
ALLOWED


CLAIMS
ASSERTED


CLAIMS
SCHEDULED


(from Form


6D)


CLAIM
NO.


None


TOTAL SECURED CLAIMS              $0.00             $0.00             $0.00             $0.00


EXHIBIT 4    CHAPTER 7 ADMINISTRATIVE FEES and CHARGES


UNIFORM


TRAN.
CLAIMS


PAID
PAYEE


CODE


CLAIMS
ALLOWED


CLAIMS
ASSERTED


CLAIMS
SCHEDULED


Trustee Compensation - JOSEPH D. OLSEN 2100-000         12,428.68     12,428.68     12,428.68N/A


Trustee Expenses - JOSEPH D. OLSEN 2200-000             83.33         83.33         83.33N/A


UST Form 101-7-TDR (10/1/2010)
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Attorney for Trustee Fees (Trustee Firm) -


Joseph D Olsen


3110-000          2,226.00      2,226.00      2,226.00N/A


Other - Baudin Law Group Ltd 3220-610        117,084.63    117,084.63    117,084.63N/A


Other - Hand Surgery Associates 3991-000          4,600.00      4,600.00      4,600.00N/A


Other - ADR Systems 3991-000          1,�38.00      1,�38.00      1,�38.00N/A


Other - The Law Offices of Thomas J


Popovich


3220-610          1,53�.32      1,53�.32      1,53�.32N/A


Other - Brad J. Balke P.C. 3220-610          1,53�.32      1,53�.32      1,53�.32N/A


Other - Dr. Karen Levin 3220-610          1,200.00      1,200.00      1,200.00N/A


Other - Rabobank, N.A. 2600-000            280.60        280.60        280.60N/A


Other - Rabobank, N.A. 2600-000            220.04        220.04        220.04N/A


Other - MedChex 3991-000          1,700.00      1,700.00      1,700.00N/A


N/ATOTAL CHAPTER 7 ADMIN. FEES
AND CHARGES


       $144,83�.�2       $144,83�.�2       $144,83�.�2


UNIFORM


TRAN.
CLAIMS


PAID
PAYEE


CODE


CLAIMS
ALLOWED


CLAIMS
ASSERTED


CLAIMS
SCHEDULED


EXHIBIT 5    PRIOR CHAPTER ADMINISTRATIVE FEES and CHARGES


None


N/ATOTAL PRIOR CHAPTER ADMIN.
FEES AND CHARGES


             $0.00             $0.00             $0.00


EXHIBIT 6    PRIORITY UNSECURED CLAIMS


UNIFORM


TRAN.
CLAIMS


PAID
CLAIMANT


CODE


CLAIMS
ALLOWED


CLAIMS
ASSERTED


CLAIMS
SCHEDULED


(from Form


6E)


(from Proofs of


Claim)


CLAIM
NO.


N/AEhrmann Gehlbach Badger Lee


& Considine, LLC


5800-000          1,231.10         1,231.10         1,231.10      4


TOTAL PRIORITY UNSECURED
CLAIMS


         $1,231.10         $1,231.10         $1,231.10             $0.00


EXHIBIT 7    GENERAL UNSECURED CLAIMS


UNIFORM


TRAN.
CLAIMS


PAID
CLAIMANT


CODE


CLAIMS
ALLOWED


CLAIMS
ASSERTED


CLAIMS
SCHEDULED


(from Form


6F)


(from Proofs of


Claim)


CLAIM
NO.


N/AOak Trust Credit Union 7100-000            507.33           507.33           507.33      1


N/AOak Trust Credit Union 7990-000              1.64             1.64             1.64      1I


N/AWORLD'S FOREMOST BANK 7100-000         12,8�2.13        12,8�2.13        12,8�2.13      3


N/AWORLD'S FOREMOST BANK 7990-000             41.78            41.78            41.78      3I


UST Form 101-7-TDR (10/1/2010)
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N/AEhrmann Gehlbach Badger Lee


& Considine, LLC


7990-000              3.��             3.��             3.��      4I


N/ADynamic Hand Therapy & Rehab7200-000         23,�78.00        23,�78.00        23,�78.00      5


N/ADynamic Hand Therapy & Rehab7990-000             77.71            77.71            77.71      5I


TOTAL GENERAL UNSECURED
CLAIMS


        $37,502.58        $37,502.58        $37,502.58             $0.00


UST Form 101-7-TDR (10/1/2010)
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Filed (f) or Converted (c):


Claims Bar Date:


Form 1


Individual Estate Property Record and Report


Asset Cases


06/15/17Period Ending:


Trustee: JOSEPH D. OLSEN


Asset Description


(Scheduled And Unscheduled (u) Property)


Petition/


Unscheduled


Values


Estimated Net Value


(Value Determined By Trustee,


Less Liens, Exemptions,


and Other Costs)


Property


Abandoned


OA=§554(a)


Sale/Funds


Received by


the Estate


Asset Fully


Administered (FA)/


Gross Value of


 Remaining Assets


1 2 3 4 5 6


Case Number:


Page:  1


14-83578


08/26/15


Ref. #


Case Name: DULBERG, PAUL R


12/30/14§341(a) Meeting Date:


11/26/14 (f)


(330400)


Exhibit 8


RESIDENCE, BUILDING, LAND, OR OTHER REAL


ESTATE


FA      140,000.00             0.00             0.00   1


CASH ON HAND FA           30.00             0.00             0.00   2


McHenry Bank & Trust checking account xxxx-5528 FA          300.00             0.00             0.00   3


HOUSEHOLD GOODS AND FURNISHINGS FA        1,000.00             0.00             0.00   4


WEARING APPAREL AND JEWELRY FA          350.00             0.00             0.00   5


Personal Injury Case  (u) FAUnknown        50,000.00       301,000.00   6


(Excluding unknown values)       $50,000.00      $301,000.00            $0.00       6 Assets Totals        $141,680.00


Major Activities Affecting Case Closing:


The undersigned was appointed successor Trustee on August 31, 2016. During the reporting period the Trustee engaged outside counsel to pursue a personal injury


action, entered into binding mediation and received a result of the mediation for approximately $300,000.00. The Trustee still needs to notify the court of that decision,


compensate the professionals and take care of the exemptions and medical liens on the file and will be done shortly. Hasn't been filed with the court but has been


prepared. After those checks clear the Trustee will file his final report. That is anticipated to be done on or before March 31, 2017.


Initial Projected Date Of Final Report (TFR): March 31, 2017 Current Projected Date Of Final Report (TFR): April 18, 2017  (Actual)


Printed: 06/15/2017 11:42 AM      V.13.30


Case 14-83578    Doc 49    Filed 06/29/17    Entered 06/29/17 14:32:01    Desc Main
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Blanket Bond:


Separate Bond:


Description of Transaction


Form 2


Cash Receipts And Disbursements Record


06/15/17


**-***0431Taxpayer ID #:


Case Number:


Bank Name:


$1,500,000.00   (per case limit)


******8666 - Checking Account


Rabobank, N.A.


Trans.


Date


{Ref #} /


Check # Paid To / Received From


Receipts


$


Disbursements


$ Account Balance


Checking


Trustee: JOSEPH D. OLSEN (330400)


Page:  1


14-83578


Case Name: DULBERG, PAUL R


N/A


1 2 3 4 5 6 7


Account:


Period Ending:


T-Code


Exhibit 9


       1,000.00personal injury proceedsAllstate Insurance          1,000.0001/09/17 {6} 1242-000


     300,000.00personal injury proceedsAllstate Insurance        301,000.0001/09/17 {6} 1242-000


disbursement per court order 01/25/2017Baudin Law Group Ltd      117,084.63        183,915.3701/25/17 101 3220-610


disbursement per court order 01/25/2017


Stopped on 03/01/17


MedChex        1,700.00        182,215.3701/25/17 102 3991-005


Disbursement per court order 01/25/2017Hand Surgery Associates        4,600.00        177,615.3701/25/17 103 3991-000


Disbursement per court order 01/25/2017ADR Systems        1,938.00        175,677.3701/25/17 104 3991-000


Disbursement per court order 01/25/2017Paul R Dulberg       15,000.00        160,677.3701/25/17 105 8100-002


Disbursement per court order 01/25/2017The Law Offices of Thomas J


Popovich


       1,539.32        159,138.0501/30/17 106 3220-610


Disbursement per court order 01/25/2017Brad J. Balke P.C.        1,539.32        157,598.7301/30/17 107 3220-610


Disbursement per court order 01/25/2017Dr. Karen Levin        1,200.00        156,398.7301/30/17 108 3220-610


Bank and Technology Services FeeRabobank, N.A.          280.60        156,118.1301/31/17 2600-000


Bank and Technology Services FeeRabobank, N.A.          220.04        155,898.0902/28/17 2600-000


disbursement per court order 01/25/2017


Stopped: check issued on 01/25/17


MedChex       -1,700.00        157,598.0903/01/17 102 3991-005


distribution per court order 01/25/2017MedChex        1,700.00        155,898.0903/06/17 109 3991-000


Dividend paid 100.00% on $83.33, Trustee


Expenses;  Reference:


JOSEPH D. OLSEN           83.33        155,814.7605/15/17 110 2200-000


Dividend paid 100.00% on $12,428.68,


Trustee Compensation;  Reference:


JOSEPH D. OLSEN       12,428.68        143,386.0805/15/17 111 2100-000


Dividend paid 100.00% on $2,226.00, Attorney


for Trustee Fees (Trustee Firm);  Reference:


Joseph D Olsen        2,226.00        141,160.0805/15/17 112 3110-000


Dividend paid 100.00% on $102,426.40;


Claim# SURPLUS; Filed: $102,426.40;


Reference:


DULBERG, PAUL R      102,426.40         38,733.6805/15/17 113 8200-002


Combined Check for Claims#5,5IDynamic Hand Therapy & Rehab       24,055.71         14,677.9705/15/17 114


Dividend paid 100.00%


on $23,978.00;  Claim#


5; Filed: $23,978.00


      23,978.00         14,677.977200-000


Dividend paid 100.00%


on $77.71;  Claim# 5I;


Filed: $77.71


          77.71         14,677.977990-000


Combined Check for Claims#4,4IEhrmann Gehlbach Badger Lee &


Considine, LLC


       1,235.09         13,442.8805/15/17 115


Dividend paid 100.00%


on $1,231.10;  Claim# 4;


Filed: $1,231.10


       1,231.10         13,442.885800-000


{} Asset reference(s)   Printed: 06/15/2017 11:42 AM      V.13.30


      $301,000.00       $287,557.12Subtotals :


Case 14-83578    Doc 49    Filed 06/29/17    Entered 06/29/17 14:32:01    Desc Main
Document      Page 7 of 8
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Blanket Bond:


Separate Bond:


Description of Transaction


Form 2


Cash Receipts And Disbursements Record


06/15/17


**-***0431Taxpayer ID #:


Case Number:


Bank Name:


$1,500,000.00   (per case limit)


******8666 - Checking Account


Rabobank, N.A.


Trans.


Date


{Ref #} /


Check # Paid To / Received From


Receipts


$


Disbursements


$ Account Balance


Checking


Trustee: JOSEPH D. OLSEN (330400)


Page:  2


14-83578


Case Name: DULBERG, PAUL R


N/A


1 2 3 4 5 6 7


Account:


Period Ending:


T-Code


Exhibit 9


Dividend paid 100.00%


on $3.99;  Claim# 4I;


Filed: $3.99


           3.99         13,442.887990-000


Combined Check for Claims#1,1IOak Trust Credit Union          508.97         12,933.9105/15/17 116


Dividend paid 100.00%


on $507.33;  Claim# 1;


Filed: $507.33


         507.33         12,933.917100-000


Dividend paid 100.00%


on $1.64;  Claim# 1I;


Filed: $1.64


           1.64         12,933.917990-000


Combined Check for Claims#3,3IWORLD'S FOREMOST BANK       12,933.91              0.0005/15/17 117


Dividend paid 100.00%


on $12,892.13;  Claim#


3; Filed: $12,892.13


      12,892.13              0.007100-000


Dividend paid 100.00%


on $41.78;  Claim# 3I;


Filed: $41.78


          41.78              0.007990-000


            $0.00       301,000.00        301,000.00ACCOUNT TOTALS


             0.00              0.00Less: Bank Transfers


       301,000.00        301,000.00Subtotal


       117,426.40Less: Payments to Debtors


      $183,573.60NET Receipts / Disbursements       $301,000.00


Net Receipts :


Less Payments to Debtor :


Net Estate :
301,000.00 183,573.60 0.00


Net


Receipts


Net


Disbursements


Account


Balances


Checking # ******8666


TOTAL - ALL ACCOUNTS


            $0.00      $301,000.00       $183,573.60


301,000.00


117,426.40


��������


$183,573.60


{} Asset reference(s)   Printed: 06/15/2017 11:42 AM      V.13.30


Case 14-83578    Doc 49    Filed 06/29/17    Entered 06/29/17 14:32:01    Desc Main
Document      Page 8 of 8
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL DULBERG 
REVOCABLE TRUST,


Plaintiffs, 


v. 


KELLY N. BAUDIN a/k/a Baudin & Baudin, 
Baudin & Baudin, an Association of Attorneys, 
Law Offices of Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & 
Baudin Law Offices; WILLIAM RANDAL 
BAUDIN II a/k/a Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & 
Baudin an Association of Attorneys, Law 
Offices of Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & Baudin 
Law Offices; KELRAN, INC. a/k/a The Baudin 
Law Group, Ltd.; JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN 
a/k/a Yalden, Olsen & Willette Law Offices; 
CRAIG A WILLETTE a/k/a Yalden, Olsen & 
Willette Law Offices; RAPHAEL E YALDEN 
II a/k/a Yalden, Olsen & Willette Law Offices; 
ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC, 
assumed name ADR Commercial Services; 
ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 
INSURANCE COMPANY, 


Defendants. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


Case No. 2022 L 010905 


DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC�S  


REPLY IN SUPPORT OF ITS SECTION 2-615 MOTION TO DISMISS  


Defendant ADR Systems of America, L.L.C. (�ADR�), for its Reply in support of its 


Section 2-615 Motion to Dismiss, makes the following brief comments concerning Plaintiffs� 


Response: 


1. In their Response, Plaintiffs first assert without explanation that �ADR misstates 


and misinterprets the clear meaning of the allegations contained in Plaintiffs� Complaint,� then 


offer three paragraphs summarizing their breach of contract claim, and close by repeating verbatim 


�Count 4� of their Complaint. Simply stated, Plaintiffs fail to offer any legal or factual basis why 


FILED
5/9/2023 12:30 PM
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ
CIRCUIT CLERK
COOK COUNTY, IL
2022L010905
Calendar, U
22640537
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2 


the Court should not grant ADR�s Motion and dismiss Count 4 with prejudice for failure to state 


a claim. 


2. In Paragraphs 2 and 3 of the Response, Plaintiffs claim, in substance, that the 


Trustee1 who controlled Dulberg�s Injury Claim was not truthful when he informed the Bankruptcy 


Count that Dulberg was a poor witness, that Dulberg did not want to go to trial on his Injury Claim, 


and that Dulberg wanted to enter into the ADR Binding Mediation Agreement. Whether the 


Trustee was truthful with the Bankruptcy Court, which approved the Trustee�s entering into a 


Binding Mediation Agreement with ADR, is irrelevant to the issue of whether ADR breached that


Binding Mediation Agreement (which the Trustee�s special counsel signed).  


3. Likewise, whether the signature on the Binding Mediation Agreement is actually 


Dulberg�s or whether Dulberg sat in ADR�s waiting room during the mediation (see Response, 


Paragraph 4) are of no moment.  Judge Etchingham (ret.) heard the evidence and entered an award 


of $561,000 in Dulberg�s favor. The parties� application of the $50,000-$300,000 high/low 


agreement to that award was consistent with the Binding Mediation Agreement and the Bankruptcy 


Court�s order. 


4. In sum, the Complaint admits (i) the enforceable contract to which ADR is a party 


is the Binding Mediation Agreement embodied in Exhibit 11 to the Complaint (Complaint ¶ 94), 


(ii) a binding mediation dispute was presented to ADR for resolution, (iii) Dulberg was present at 


ADR when the binding mediation occurred, and (iv) Judge Etchingham rendered an award 


consistent with the terms of the Binding Mediation Agreement, which award the parties accepted. 


1 Defined terms set forth in this Reply have the same meaning as the defined terms in ADR�s motion. 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
5
/9


/2
0
2


3
 1


2
:3


0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2


L
0


1
0
9
0
5


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 508 of 915







Exhibit AL
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-05-09_Defendant ADR’s Reply to Dulberg’s Response to ADR’s Motion To Dismiss..pdf


3 


5. Plaintiffs� Response confirms the obvious � the Complaint lacks any legitimate 


allegation to support a claim that ADR materially breached the Binding Mediation Agreement, 


and Count 4 should, therefore, be dismissed for failure to state a valid cause of action. 


6. ADR emphasizes that the dismissal of the Complaint as to ADR should be with 


prejudice because no basis exists by which Dulberg can remedy the defects in Count 4. 


Respectfully submitted, 


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, L.L.C.


By: /s/ Robert A. Chapman     
One of Its Attorneys 


Robert A. Chapman 
CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP


190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 606-8752 
rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 
wdickmann@chapmanspingola.com 
Firm I.D. No. 29411 


Counsel for Defendant ADR Systems of America, L.L.C. 
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil 


Procedure, I, Robert A. Chapman, an attorney, hereby certify that on May 9, 2023, I caused the 


foregoing (i) to be filed electronically using the Odyssey eFileIL system and (ii) to be served on 


counsel of record through the Odyssey eFileIL system, if registered, and by PDF/email at the 


following addresses:  


Alphonse A. Talarico 
LAW OFFICES OF ALPHONSE TALARICO 


707 Skokie Blvd., Suite 600  
Northbrook, Illinois 60084  
contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 


Attorney for Plaintiffs 


Christine V. Anto 
AMUNDSEN DAVIS, LLC 


150 N. Michigan Ave., Suite 3300 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
canto@amundsendavislaw.com 


Attorney for Defendant Allstate Property 


and Casualty 


George J. Manos  
Jason W. Jochum 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP


550 W. Adams Street, Suite 300  
Chicago, Illinois 60661  
George.Manos@lewisbrisbois.com 
Jason.Jochum@lewisbrisbois.com 


Attorneys for Defendants Joseph David Olsen, 


Craig A. Willette, and Raphael E. Yalden II


Jeremy N. Boeder  
Michael Meyer  
TRIBLER ORPETT & MEYER, P.C.


225 W. Washington Street, Suite 2550  
Chicago, Illinois 60606  
docket@tribler.com 
jnboeder@tribler.com 
mjmeyer@tribler.com


Attorneys for Defendants Kelly N. Baudin, 


William Randal Baudin II, and Kelran Inc.


  /s/ Robert A. Chapman   
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1 IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS


2        COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION


3


4 PAUL R. DULBERG, Individually, )


5 and THE PAUL R. DULBERG        )


6 REVOCABLE TRUST,               )


7             Plaintiffs,        )


8        vs.                     )  No. 2022 L 010905


9 KELLY N. BAUDIN, et al.,       )


10             Defendants.        )


11


12


13


14             VIDEOCONFERENCE COURT HEARING


15


16                    MAY 25TH, 2023


17                COMMENCING AT 10:30 A.M.


18


19 BEFORE:  HONORABLE MICHAEL F. OTTO


20


21


22


23


24 REPORTED BY:  Linda S. Idrizi, CSR NO. 84-3704.
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1 APPEARANCES:


2


3        ALPHONSE TALARICO LAW OFFICES,


4        (707 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 600,


5        Northbrook, Illinois  60062), by:


6        MR. ALPHONSE A. TALARICO,


7        contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com,


8             appeared on behalf of the Plaintiff;


9


10        LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP,


11        (550 West Adams Street, Suite 300,


12        Chicago, Illinois  60661), by:


13        MR. JASON W. JOCHUM,


14        jason.jochum@lewisbrisbois.com,


15             appeared on behalf of Defendants;


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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1 APPEARANCES:


2


3        CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP,


4        (190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850,


5        Chicago, Illinois  60603), by:


6        MR. ROBERT CHAPMAN,


7        rchapman@chapmanspingola.com,


8             appeared on behalf of the Defendants;


9


10        AMUNDSEN DAVIS,


11        (150 North Michigan Avenue, Suite 3300,


12        Chicago, Illinois  60601), by:


13        MS. MICHELLE E. Tinajero,


14        mtinajero@smithamundsen.com,


15             appeared on behalf of the Defendants.


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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1       THE COURT:  Good morning, everybody.  This is


2 Dulberg versus Baudin, 2022 L 10905.  I'm Judge


3 Michael Otto.  We are up today for a hearing on a


4 couple of different fully briefed motions to


5 dismiss.


6              And then I believe I also need to set


7 a briefing schedule on other motions that have been


8 filed, but we will do all of that -- we will go


9 through all of that after everybody introduces


10 themselves for the record, please, starting with


11 Plaintiff's counsel.


12       MR. TALARICO:  Good morning, your Honor.


13 Good morning, Counsel.  My name is Alphonse


14 Talarico.  I represent the Plaintiff, Paul Dulberg.


15       THE COURT:  And also the Dulberg Revocable


16 Trust; correct?


17       MR. TALARICO:  Correct, yes.


18       THE COURT:  Okay.  Who is here for any of the


19 movants on the fully briefed motions?


20       MR. CHAPMAN:  Good morning, your Honor.


21 Robert Chapman on behalf of ADR Systems.


22       MR. JOCHUM:  And good morning, your Honor.


23 Jason Jochum, J-O-C-H-U-M, on behalf of the


24 Defendants Joseph Olsen, Raphael Yalden and Craig
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1 Willette.  And I am going to refer to them


2 collectively as the Olsen Defendants, which we


3 referred to them in our motions.


4       THE COURT:  Good morning to everyone so far.


5 And Miss Tinajero.


6       MS. TINAJERO:  Good morning, Judge.  Michelle


7 Tinajero on behalf of Allstate.


8       THE COURT:  Okay.  And no one here for the


9 Baudin Defendants at this time?


10       MR. TALARICO:  Doesn't appear that way.


11       THE COURT:  All right.  We will cross that


12 bridge when we come to it.  Why don't we go ahead


13 with the motions to dismiss that are up today for


14 hearing.  Unless the parties have agreed otherwise,


15 I am fine with starting with ADR and going in


16 alphabetical order.


17              I will say at the outset that as to


18 both ADR's motion to dismiss and we are going to


19 call it the Olsen Defendants, the Olsen Defendants'


20 motion to dismiss, I have read all of the briefs,


21 motion in response, reply, reviewed the exhibits


22 that the parties have cited and considered the


23 authority on which the parties have relied.


24              So nobody should feel that they need
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1 to read their brief to me, but if anybody has


2 anything they want to highlight, especially since


3 we do have a court reporter here, I would, of


4 course, give both sides a chance to be heard.


5              So, Mr. Chapman, you will have the


6 first and last word on your motion.  Please go


7 ahead when you are ready.


8       MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you, your Honor.  I will


9 be very brief in light of the fact that you have


10 reviewed everything.


11              From our perspective, your Honor, our


12 motion is very straightforward.  I am going to


13 assume you know who ADR Systems is and that we are


14 in the mediation and arbitration business.


15              There was a bankruptcy by Mr. Dulberg.


16 The trustee assumed control of his personal injury


17 claim.  There was a motion presented in the


18 bankruptcy court that approved a binding mediation


19 at ADR Systems.


20              As Mr. Talarico states in Exhibit 10


21 to his complaint is a binding mediation agreement


22 with ADR Systems, following which is executed by


23 the Baudin attorneys.


24              It is unclear to me if Mr. Talarico is
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1 disputing that Mr. Dulberg's signature is on the


2 document, but that's neither here nor there as the


3 bankruptcy court approved the mediation with a


4 high-low agreement.


5              The mediation occurred.  Judge


6 Etchingham retired, oversaw the binding mediation.


7 He entered an award of $560,000 in Mr. Dulberg's


8 favor.


9              There was a high-low agreement.  The


10 bankruptcy court record, which the court can take


11 judicial notice of, the payment was made by


12 Allstate, I believe.  The proceeds from the


13 mediation were then distributed, including $117,000


14 to Mr. Dulberg.


15              In sum, we are in the mediation


16 business.  There was a mediation agreement.  Judge


17 Etchingham ruled consistent with the mediation


18 agreement and the parties performed in accordance


19 with that mediation agreement, which the bankruptcy


20 court had directed the trustee to enter into as he


21 saw necessary.


22              Under those circumstances, you Honor,


23 I don't think there is any allegation in the


24 complaint, as we state in our pleadings, that would
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1 support any type of claim that ADR breached the


2 agreement.  It's that straightforward.  There are


3 no allegations of breach in the agreement.


4       THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Chapman.


5              Mr. Talarico.


6       MR. TALARICO:  A quick response, Judge.


7 There were two agreements, two different exhibits


8 attached to the complaint.


9              The breach that we are alleging is


10 that ADR as a third-party to the contract breached


11 their own terms.


12              The terms of which we are talking


13 about specifically -- I don't have them in front of


14 me, but what they require is that if a contract


15 which has been made and -- made and it's gotten


16 changed, it has to be -- the changes have to be


17 approved by the parties and ADR.


18              There was a change.  The terms of the


19 contract are different.  And there is no evidence


20 of approval by ADR.


21       THE COURT:  Mr. Talarico, the first contract


22 was not executed.


23       MR. TALARICO:  Correct.


24       THE COURT:  So if I am understanding
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1 correctly, your theory is that ADR is bound by the


2 terms of the unexecuted contract and they breached


3 the unexecuted contract by ultimately performing


4 under the contract that the parties did execute.


5       MR. TALARICO:  That's not exactly what I'm


6 trying to say.  I will try again, Judge, and


7 forgive me if I am not being clear.


8              The unsigned one that was presented to


9 the bankruptcy judge has a term in it.  And the


10 term -- one of the terms, which makes it very


11 interesting, it says that payments have to be made


12 on a scheduled basis.  And one of the dates that's


13 included is November 21st, 2016.  I think I


14 addressed that.


15              Now, the contract, we don't know yet


16 whether there was a signed contract at that point,


17 but the terms of the one that was presented to the


18 bankruptcy court, okay, required, again, by


19 November 21st, payments of somewhere around 2,


20 $3,000 be made in advance.


21              I also believe that means under


22 discovery there was a signed contract prior to the


23 one that they -- that was presented on December


24 8th.
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1              A contract was presented on December


2 8th, the day of the hearing, but that also had the


3 term you must pay -- I don't remember, 2 to $3,000


4 by November 21st.


5              Judge, how could there not have been a


6 first contract if the December 8th one that they


7 filed has a term requiring a payment of November


8 21st?


9       THE COURT:  So, again, I'm not sure that that


10 addresses the concern that I suspect was evident


11 from my question.


12              You are seeking to hold them to an


13 unsigned contract.  Right now you are saying maybe


14 there was a different signed contract and we just


15 don't know, but you pled nothing about that.


16       MR. TALARICO:  What I am trying to say was


17 the contract that was presented to the bankruptcy


18 judge was a contract that was on ADR's stationary.


19 It had terms.  It had money that ADR was entitled


20 to.  It had fees on it.  All of those things got


21 changed on the second contract.


22       THE COURT:  I understand, but the first


23 contract was never signed.


24       MR. TALARICO:  We don't know that, Judge.  We
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1 know that that was the contract that was submitted.


2       THE COURT:  Sure.  So let me say it a


3 different way.  The only contract that you have


4 presented as an exhibit to support your theory that


5 there was a breach is an unsigned version?


6       MR. TALARICO:  We presented the December 8th


7 contract, also, Judge, that was signed.  And that


8 had --


9       THE COURT:  Mr. Talarico, if you want to


10 quibble --


11       MR. TALARICO:  No, I don't.  Not at all.


12       THE COURT:  You understand the point that I


13 am making, do you not?


14       MR. TALARICO:  I'm not sure, Judge.


15       THE COURT:  Wait a minute, Mr. Talarico.  I


16 will try to make it even more plain.  You say that


17 the contract that was presented to the bankruptcy


18 court differed from the contract that was


19 ultimately performed; correct?


20       MR. TALARICO:  Correct.


21       THE COURT:  But the bankruptcy court version


22 of the contract, the version that was presented to


23 the bankruptcy court, was unsigned; correct.


24       MR. TALARICO:  Correct.
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1       THE COURT:  Okay.  Anything else?


2       MR. TALARICO:  Yes.  The one that was signed


3 also had that same clause requiring payment by


4 November 21st of that year where that contract,


5 which is now a signed contract, took place on


6 December 8th.  I don't know how that can happen.


7              And, Judge, just one last sentence,


8 that's all, and then I will end it.  The terms --


9 it's not just the fact that it says November 21st,


10 but that any changes to contracts have to be


11 approved by ADR.


12              And the December 8th contract was not


13 approved by ADR.  It was signed and there was a


14 hearing.  It doesn't -- I don't understand how it


15 could possibly be both.


16       THE COURT:  How it could be both, what?


17       MR. TALARICO:  The only contract requiring a


18 payment of dollars weeks or months in advance of


19 the contract being signed.


20       THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.


21              Mr. Chapman, you have the last word,


22 if you wish.


23       MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor, unless you have any


24 questions, we will just rely on our briefs.
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1       THE COURT:  That's fine.  Thank you,


2 Mr. Chapman.


3              The motion is granted.  I do not see


4 any sufficient allegations of breach of any term of


5 the contract against ADR in the complaint as pled.


6              The notion that they are bound by a


7 contract which was unsigned is untenable.  And the


8 complete speculation that there was a previous


9 signed version of the contract is just that.  Not


10 only is it speculation, but it doesn't even appear


11 in the complaint.  The motion is granted.


12       MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor, thank you very


13 much.  I think I have stated both in my initial


14 brief and my reply brief that we would like the


15 dismissal to be with prejudice.


16              I can't imagine any allegations that


17 would allow this -- a claim to go forward.  And we


18 would like it to be with prejudice, to have the


19 requisite Rule 304(A) language since there are


20 other claims still pending.


21       THE COURT:  I am skeptical, as well, but I


22 think it's fair to give the Plaintiffs an


23 opportunity to replead, if they have grounds for


24 asserting some of the theories or some of the facts
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1 that were alluded to today, I will give leave to


2 replead it.  At this time I am not going to dismiss


3 it with prejudice.  I will give 21 days to replead.


4       MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you, your Honor.


5       THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you.


6              Let's move to the Olsen Defendants'


7 motion to dismiss.  Let's see, Mr. Jochum, again, I


8 have read motions, response and reply, but I do


9 want to give both sides a chance to be heard.  You


10 will have the first and last word.  Please go ahead


11 when you are ready.


12       MR. JOCHUM:  Thank you, your Honor.  Similar


13 to Mr. Chapman, I will just have a few, brief


14 arguments, and then if your Honor has any


15 questions, I am glad to address them.


16              Plainly put, the Olsen Defendants were


17 appointed as a bankruptcy trustee of Mr. Dulberg's


18 bankruptcy in August of 2016.


19              There was an approval of the mediation


20 agreement October 31st, 2016, by the bankruptcy


21 court that Mr. Olsen presented.  And the mediation


22 occurred on December 8th, 2016 with the award


23 entered on December 12th, 2016.


24              As we noted in our motion to dismiss,
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1 this claim is barred by the statute of limitations


2 and the statute of repose.  There is no question of


3 fact that Mr. Dulberg knew of his injury and that


4 it was allegedly wrongfully caused when the award


5 was entered on December 12th of 2016.


6              In fact, he emailed the Baudin


7 Defendants' attorneys as noted in Paragraph 57 of


8 his complaint.  "You guys did good.  I just feel


9 like I gave these people $261,000."  I am


10 paraphrasing, but that's essentially what he


11 stated.


12              He knew of his injury.  He knew he was


13 coerced into participating into this mediation.


14 His claim arose then.  He didn't file suit within


15 two years.


16              I just want to briefly address two


17 points raised in the response brief.  Mr. Dulberg


18 argues that disability should toll the statute of


19 limitations and the statute of repose.


20              That is just -- being deemed disabled


21 by the Social Security Administration is not


22 legally disabled as noted by a significant amount


23 of Illinois case law.


24              And I would just point out that if
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1 Mr. Dulberg was disabled, he could not even bring


2 the present suit because he is legally disabled.


3              Mr. Dulberg also cites to Carlson,


4 that is not applicable to this case.  There is no


5 question of fact that Mr. Dulberg's injury occurred


6 in 2016, that he knew it, and he failed to file


7 suit within two years.


8              Briefly on the statute of repose, the


9 only act or omission alleged by -- against the


10 Olsen Defendants occurred on October 31st, 2016,


11 and the complaint filed more than six years later


12 is not timely.


13              So unless your Honor has any


14 questions, we will stand on our briefs and the


15 arguments therein.


16       THE COURT:  Do you want to address the Barton


17 Doctrine at all or just rest on the briefs for it?


18       MR. JOCHUM:  Your Honor, I could bring it up,


19 but I think the statute of limitations and the


20 statute of repose arguments are fairly dispositive.


21              Barton, there is no -- we have done


22 extensive research on it.  There actually is no


23 Illinois case we have found deciding whether the


24 Barton Doctrine applies or how an Illinois court
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1 has applied it; however, the 3rd, 4th and 7th


2 Circuits have held that the debtor must have


3 permission for the bankruptcy court to bring suit


4 against a trustee.


5              I know Mr. Talarico has cited to an


6 11th Circuit case that holds otherwise.  We would


7 state that the Court should follow the holdings of


8 the 3rd, 4th and 7th Circuit which are more


9 dispositive on the issue, especially the 7th


10 Circuit as that is based here in Chicago.


11       THE COURT:  Fair enough.  Thank you,


12 Mr. Jochum.


13              Mr. Talarico?


14       MR. TALARICO:  Thank you, Judge.  As to the


15 Barton Doctrine, the purpose of the Barton Doctrine


16 as we have cited is to recognize the superiority of


17 the bankruptcy court in other related matters, but


18 once the bankruptcy court has finished its


19 business, it no longer has jurisdiction.


20              The Barton Doctrine cannot -- a person


21 cannot go ask a court that is not in existence for


22 permission.  That's as simple as I can make it.


23              The jurisdiction is no longer there.


24 So the request to the bankruptcy court, which no
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1 longer has jurisdiction, is a nonentity, something


2 that can't be done or shouldn't be done.


3       THE COURT:  Bankruptcy cases are re-opened


4 all the time.


5       MR. TALARICO:  But this one -- they may be,


6 Judge, but this one was not re-opened.  Are you


7 saying -- well, whatever.  Okay.  Yes, sir.


8       THE COURT:  Okay.  Did you have anything else


9 you wanted to add, Mr. Talarico?


10       MR. TALARICO:  Oh, the statute of limitations


11 argument.  The statute of limitations when linked


12 with fraud by deception, including attorneys who


13 are doing fraud by deception, there is a five-year


14 statute from discovery.


15              The discovery was made on October


16 22nd, 2022 when ADR submitted to me by my request a


17 contract different than what was presented to the


18 bankruptcy court.  The allegations are fraud and


19 fraud by deception.


20       THE COURT:  The allegations against Olsen,


21 Willette and Yalden have what to do with the


22 purported contract switch --


23       MR. TALARICO:  That has to do with the


24 fact -- what I am arguing about with Olsen is that
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1 they claim that they had nothing -- the individual


2 Defendants, Yalden and Willette, had nothing to do


3 with the case, the bankruptcy case, yet the trustee


4 applied and asked for and was paid money for their


5 services.  I don't see how they can be paid for


6 something they didn't do.


7       THE COURT:  My question must have been


8 unclear.  What of your allegations of wrongdoing


9 against Olsen, Willette and/or Yalden have anything


10 to do with the purportedly improper change in terms


11 of the ADR contract?


12       MR. TALARICO:  The fact that they, Olsen


13 related to the bankruptcy judge that Mr. Dulberg


14 did not want to go forward with the case, the


15 trial, to a jury trial, and that he was -- he


16 acknowledged himself to be a poor witness such that


17 ADR was his choice to go forward.


18              The trustee also in the hearing when


19 he brought this motion said he didn't want to


20 micromanage.  And the last fact is this was a


21 positive bankruptcy, a rarity, where, yes, the


22 estate -- the trustee had control of the estate and


23 the estate's action, but by relinguishing it and by


24 the fact that Dulberg also was a taker from that
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1 estate, he had -- and they said they are relying on


2 what he wants to make a decision.


3              They say he wants to go to ADR.  He


4 wants -- they are abandoning to a certain degree


5 the control of that case.  And that's based on a


6 lie that was presented to the judge that this was


7 the individual, Dulberg's, desire.  So I think


8 that's fraud.


9       THE COURT:  First, it's not fraud against


10 Mr. Dulberg.  At most, if true, it would be fraud


11 on the bankruptcy court.


12              Leaving that aside, all of that


13 occurred in October of 2016.  So even if I agreed


14 with you that in theory that this complaint sounds


15 in fraud, you still blew the five-year statute of


16 limitations because 2016 is more than five years


17 before you filed the suit.


18       MR. TALARICO:  Not five years from when he


19 knew about it, knew about the fraud.


20       THE COURT:  He knew about everything that you


21 just said when it happened because it happened in


22 open court.


23              The production of a different ADR


24 contract didn't suddenly reveal to him everything
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1 that you just said was the wrongdoing that you are


2 claiming the Olsen Defendants committed.


3              That's why I tried to ask you very


4 specifically and clearly and more than once what,


5 if anything, does the changed -- purportedly


6 changed, purportedly improperly changed ADR


7 contract have to do with anything that any of these


8 Defendants are alleged to have done.


9              You didn't answer that, but you told


10 me everything that you claim they did wrong and all


11 of that happened in 2016.


12              And I don't see what possible


13 relevance the purported 2022 production of the


14 changed terms, quote/unquote, ADR contract had to


15 do with any of it.


16       MR. TALARICO:  Your Honor, I have nothing


17 further to say.


18       THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you, Mr. Talarico.


19       MR. TALARICO:  You're welcome.


20       THE COURT:  Mr. Jochum, you have the last


21 word, if you wish.


22       MR. JOCHUM:  I would just like to point out


23 Adverston versus Riseburrow, all claims against an


24 attorney are subject to 735 ILCS 5/13-214.3.
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1              Mr. Talarico's assertion of fraud and


2 how the statute of limitations applies is


3 incorrect.  And I have nothing further, your Honor.


4       THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you both.


5              This motion is granted with prejudice.


6 First, I agree with Mr. Jochum that the relevant


7 statute of limitations is that for attorney's


8 conduct, the two year statute of limitations, six


9 year statute of repose.


10              By those measures, by both of those


11 measures, the complaint is untimely as to these


12 Defendants and is subject to dismissal.


13              The Plaintiffs have argued fraudulent


14 concealment, but I see nothing having been


15 fraudulently concealed as far as the wrongdoing


16 that these Defendants are alleged to have


17 committed.  I see no basis for tolling the statute


18 of limitations.


19              And as to the argument in the


20 alternative set out in the brief that the


21 Plaintiff, Mr. Dulberg, individually is under a


22 legal disability that would toll the statute of


23 limitations, again, I agree with the movants, the


24 Defendants, that that is incorrect.
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1              The brief itself notes that Section


2 1.06 of the statute on statutes defines a person


3 under legal disability is a person who -- well, I


4 don't need to read the whole thing, but essentially


5 it refers to individuals who because of mental


6 deterioration or physical incapacity, mental


7 illness, are unable or at least not fully able to


8 manage their person or estates.


9              There is no suggestion whatsoever in


10 the complaint or any of the exhibits to it or the


11 exhibits to the response that that applies to


12 Mr. Dulberg.


13              As Mr. Jochum pointed out, if it did


14 apply to him, given the representation that he


15 remains disabled, there would be another reason to


16 dismiss the case because he would be incapable,


17 legally incapable of moving forward at the present


18 time.


19              So, again, I don't see any basis for


20 tolling the statute of limitations based on that


21 argument.


22              As to -- and as I discussed with


23 Mr. Talarico, even if the five year statute of


24 limitations were to apply, for purposes of
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1 argument, which, again, I do not believe it does,


2 still the actions took place and the Defendant --


3 pardon me, the Plaintiffs were aware of the harm


4 more than five years before the complaint was filed


5 and it would still be subject to dismissal on


6 limitations grounds.


7              In addition, as an alternate basis for


8 dismissal, the Barton Doctrine as applied by the


9 7th Circuit, among others, I believe is


10 appropriately invoked here.


11              Although, it may very well be true,


12 and it is true apparently, that the bankruptcy case


13 has been closed, it's routinely and possible to


14 re-open the bankruptcy case.  That happens for a


15 host of reasons and the Plaintiff has presented no


16 argument or suggestion why if he wished to pursue a


17 cause of action against the movants, he could have


18 sought to reopen and sought leave for the


19 bankruptcy court to do so.


20              I think ordinarily the court then


21 appoints an official, whether it be a trustee in


22 this case or a receiver, ordinarily claims against


23 those individuals appointed by the court need to be


24 approved at a minimum by the court that appointed
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1 the individuals.  And the Barton Doctrine is the


2 bankruptcy specific manifestation of that generally


3 accepted principle.


4              So this motion is granted with


5 prejudice.  And I will provide 304(A) language in


6 the order.  I do find that there is no just cause


7 for delay, enforcement or appeal of this order.


8 And so 304(A) language should be included in the


9 written order memorializing today's proceedings.


10              All right.  So then let's move,


11 please, to the other Defendants for the moment.  I


12 know that I do need to give a deadline for the


13 Plaintiff to replead against ADR Systems, if the


14 Plaintiffs choose to do so, but I do want to first


15 ask Miss Tinajero, I believe that you filed a


16 motion to dismiss on behalf of Allstate.  Am I


17 correct about that?


18       MS. TINAJERO:  So, Judge, we -- let me double


19 check really quick.  We answered the complaint.  We


20 have not filed a motion to dismiss.  We may file a


21 dispositive motion in the future, but no.  We have


22 nothing on file as of today.


23       THE COURT:  Okay.  And as we noted earlier,


24 there is not anyone here on behalf of Defendants
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1 Kelly Baudin, William Randal Baudin II or Kelran,


2 Incorporated, which surprises me, but is anyone


3 here able to represent whether those individuals


4 had filed a responsive pleading on the schedule set


5 by this Court's order of March 28th?


6       MR. TALARICO:  They have filed a motion to


7 dismiss based on 2-619(1).


8       THE COURT:   Okay.  Thank you.  Have we


9 already set a briefing schedule on that?  I don't


10 believe so.


11       MR. TALARICO:  Yes, we have, Judge.


12       THE COURT:  Okay.  On the Baudin motion to


13 dismiss?


14       MR. TALARICO:  Yes.


15       THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, then that briefing


16 schedule will stand.  I think it probably makes


17 sense, and I imagine this might be a little bit


18 frustrating for Mr. Chapman on behalf of ADR, but I


19 think it probably makes sense for me to hear that


20 final motion to dismiss before setting a deadline


21 for the Plaintiffs to file an amended complaint, if


22 they elect to do so, against ADR so Mr. Talarico


23 knows exactly what he has to replead and doesn't


24 have to replead more than once.


Page 26


Veritext Legal Solutions


www.veritext.com 888-391-3376


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 536 of 915







Exhibit AM
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-05-25_May 25 2023 Transcript Dulberg v. Baudins 05252023_40551917/Hearing_PDFTran.pdf


1       MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor, if you don't mind


2 me interrupting only because I am looking at the


3 May 18th order.  And the Baudin Defendants' motion


4 is set for July 31, 2023.  Do you want to just have


5 a status on that, on that date on the ADR, the


6 complaint as it is to ADR?


7       THE COURT:  The July 31 date, can you tell me


8 the time?  I don't have that order in front of me.


9       MR. CHAPMAN:  Sure.  9:45 a.m.


10       THE COURT:  So that's for status on


11 disposition?


12       MR. TALARICO:  Yes, your Honor.


13       MR. CHAPMAN:  Yes.


14       THE COURT:  Yes, that will be for status, but


15 Mr. Talarico, just to be abundantly clear, I am not


16 requiring you to replead against ADR before that


17 July date.  I think it's fairest to hear that last


18 motion to dismiss, as well, and then we can get one


19 amended complaint depending on the ruling on that


20 motion.


21       MR. CHAPMAN:  I will just indicate that the


22 matter -- I am just looking at a draft order I have


23 been working one.  I will say the matter as to ADR


24 is continued for status to July 31 at 9:45 a.m.
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1       THE COURT:  Yes.


2       MR. CHAPMAN:  Okay.  Thank you.


3       THE COURT:  All right.  Are there any other


4 outstanding matters that it would be helpful for us


5 to address this morning?  Mr. Talarico, I will ask


6 you first?


7       MR. TALARICO:  No, your Honor.


8       THE COURT:  Anybody else?


9       MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor, on housekeeping, is


10 it -- I would suggest that we have two separate


11 orders because of the 304(A) language.


12       THE COURT:  Agree.


13       MR. CHAPMAN:  So I will submit an order to


14 the court for ADR.


15       THE COURT:  I think having two separate


16 orders makes abundant sense with 304(A) language on


17 one and not the other.


18              And they don't really need to say much


19 more since we do have a court reporter transcribing


20 the proceedings than that the motions are granted


21 respectively without and with prejudice for the


22 reasons stated on the record.


23              Thank you all and I will see you July


24 26th.
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1       MR. JOCHUM:  Thank you, your Honor.


2       MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you.


3       MR. TALARICO:  Thank you, Judge, and counsel.


4       MS. TINAJERO:  Thank you.


5       THE COURT:  Have a good day, everyone.  Thank


6 you.


7             (WHICH WERE ALL THE PROCEEDINGS HAD


8             IN THE ABOVE-ENTITLED CAUSE ON


9             THIS DATE.)


10


11
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1


2


3


4        I, LINDA S. IDRIZI, a Certified Shorthand


5 Reporter of the State of Illinois, CSR No. 84-3704,


6 do hereby certify that I reported in shorthand the


7 proceedings had in the aforesaid matter, and that


8 the foregoing is a true, complete and correct


9 transcript of the proceedings had as appears from


10 my stenographic notes so taken and transcribed


11 under my personal direction.


12        IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I do hereunto set my


13 hand this 31st day of May, 2023.


14


15


            <%1746,Signature%>


16             LINDA S. IDRIZI, CSR


17             CSR No. 84-3704.


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Legal definition of "contract" related to ADR
1 message


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Thu, Jun 1, 2023 at 7:47 AM


To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>, Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


It appears that when discussing "contract" and "2 contracts"  neither we nor the Judge are being legally precise in our


words.


Illinois legal definition of contract explained here:


https://www.quinnemanuel.com/media/ppel53v0/contract-basics-for-litigators-illinois-w-022-7463.pdf


Using business language the difference between a "contract" and a "proposal" is explained here:


https://www.pandadoc.com/blog/proposal-vs-contract/


Using the meanings above, what the Judge calls an "unsigned contract" is not a contract at all.  And what Mr Talerico


calls "2 contracts" are not actually 2 contracts.  The unsigned document that Joe Olsen presented to the BK Judge on


October 30, 2016 is not an actual contract.  It was MISREPRESENTED by Olsen as a type of "unsigned contract" but


this is not legally true.


What we call an "unsigned contract" is in reality a type of proposal which Olsen intentionally misrepresented to the


Judge as an agreed upon document.


What we call a "signed contract" is in reality the original proposal papers rearranged with signatures added and


altered clauses.  There is no "second contract" because there was no "first contract".  Therefore the term "2 contracts"


seems to have no legal meaning and it creates unnecessary confusion.  The term "unsigned contract' also creates an


unnecessary confusion.


From this point of view Olsen actually presented a proposal which Dulberg disagreed with to the BK Judge as Dulberg


agreed with it.  This is intentional misrepresentation of a proposal which makes it look as a type of 'contract' (fraud


#1).  Then later, certain pages of this same proposal appear rearranged from the original proposal with the same


signature page but this time it included signatures (fraud #2).


Fraud #1:  Olsen INTENTIONALLY MISREPRESENTS ADR unsigned proposal to BK Judge as if Dulberg agrees to


the terms of the proposal (as a type of "contract")


Fraud #2:  Original proposal documents later appear as altered and with signatures included (to look like a valid


"contract").


Gmail - Legal definition of "contract" related to ADR https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Draft ADR Systems of America Amended Complaint
1 message


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Sat, Jun 24, 2023 at 12:36 AM


To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>, Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


Attached is a draft for an upcoming ADR Systems Amended Complaint.  It is based on the same logic and wording of


the Baudin Answer that was filed earlier today.


Draft ADR Systems Amended Complaint .pdf


106K


Gmail - Draft ADR Systems of America Amended Complaint https://mail.google.com/mail/u/1/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY


AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST


Plaintiffs,


vs.


KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 


ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 


OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, 


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF 


ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC 


A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., 


JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, 


A/K/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 


LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF 


AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR


COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 


PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY


Defendants


)


)


)


)


) CASE NO. 2022L010905


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)


)
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        ��� AMENDED COMPLAINT AT LAW


NOW COMES t-e Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG AND THE PAUL R.  
DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST ./ and t-0123- t-ei0 att10ne/, Al4-1nse A. Tala0i51 
and f10 t-ei0 AMENDED COMPLAINT AT LAW a3ainst Defendents ADR S/ste6s
states as f1ll17s8


 9Pa0a30a4-s t-at need t1 .e added t1 add0ess ADR S/ste6s lia.ilit/8)


1. W-at f1ll17s is -17 D2l.e03 fi0st lea0ned 1f f0a2d2lent 51n5eal6ent.  On 10/25/2019 t-e 
Clint1n La7 1ffi5e iss2ed a s2.41ena t1 Olsen2


2. On 12/2/2019 Olsen 0es41nded t1 t-e Clint1n s2.41ena and e6ailed d1526ents:


:. On 2/10/2020 Clint1n sent D2l.e03 Olsen;s 0es41nse t1 t-e s2.41ena. D2l.e03 n1ti5ed t-e
f1ll17in3 e6ails .et7een Olsen and Randall Ba2din8


On O5t1.e0 :1, 201< at 108=1 AM Olsen > ?1lsenla7@5165ast.netA 701te8 Rand/B T-e C120t
a2t-10iCed /120 a441int6ent t-is 610nin3, as 7ell as ent0/ int1 t-at DBindin3 Mediati1n
A30ee6entEG D1 /12 7ant t-e de.t10 t1 /s/ t-e f106, 10 6e as t02steeH Let 6e In17, t-anIs.


On O5t1.e0 :1, 201< at 10850 AM Rand/ Ba2din II >0and/.a2din2@36ail.516A 0es41nded8 
DY12 5an 311d a-ead si3n it. T-anI /12 s1 625-.E 9EJ-i.it 9 t1 Plaintiff;s C164laint)


=.  W-en D2l.e03 0ead Ba2din tell Olsen t1 si3n t-e 40141sed Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent, 
t-is see6ed 0eas1na.le t1 D2l.e03 sin5e D2l.e03 7as t1ld ./ t-e Ba2din Defendants t-at it 7as
t-e BanI024t5/ J2d3e, 7-1 f105ed D2l.e03;s 4e0s1nal in?20/ 5ase int1 t-e Bindin3 Mediati1n
A30ee6ent and it 7as Olsen 7-1 -ad standin3 and 7as a4401ved t1 ente0 int1 Bindin3 
Mediati1n. D2l.e03 ass26ed Olsen si3ned t-e Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent f016 t-e 
51nve0sati1n and t-e 0es2ltin3 Bindin3 Mediati1n t-at t11I 4la5e 1n 12/K/201< at ADR 
SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.


H17eve0, t-is eJ5-an3e s-17s s16et-in3 enti0el/ diffe0ent8


a. T02stee Olsen is asIin3 Ba2din if Ba2din 7ants t-e asset/5lai6 t1 0eve0t .a5I t1 t-e DEBTOR
10 0e6ain 4a0t 1f t-e ESTATE ./ asIin3 DD1 /12 7ant t-e de.t10 t1 /s/ t-e f106, 10 6e as 
t02steeHE.<,L


.. Ba2din;s 0es41nse is, DY12 5an 311d a-ead si3n it.E<,L 6eanin3 t-e ESTATE.


In fa5t8


a) T-e eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent 5 d1es n1t -ave T02stee Olsen;s si3nat20e.


.) T02stee Olsen did n1t a5t and si3n t-e 40141sed Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent< a3ainst t-e
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advi5e 1f Ds4e5ial 512nselE1, t-e Ba2din Defendants;.


5) On 10/:1/201<, T-e Ba2din Defendants; 7e0e a2t-10iCed Dt1 420s2eE1 as Ds4e5ial 512nselE1 
t-e 4e0s1nal in?20/ liti3ati1n .2t t-e Ba2din Defendants; 7e0e n1t a2t-10iCed t1 Dente0 int1E 2 
t-e 40141sed Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent< and -ave .een 420s2in3 t-e 4e0s1nal in?20/ 
liti3ati1n sin5e 11/</2015 and al0ead/ -ad an a30ee6ent 7it- Defendant Allstate t1 ente0 int1 
Bindin3 Mediati1n ./ K/10/201<K , in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/


d) T02stee Olsen did n1t Dente0 int1E 2 Bindin3 Mediati1n.


e) T02stee Olsen did n1t D420s2eE: and DeJe05ise 51nt01lE: 1ve0 t-e 5lai6 as t-e Ba2din
Defendants asse0t.


f) T-e 4e0s1nal in?20/ asset is a.and1ned ./ T02stee Olsen.


3) A.and1ned assets 0eve0t .a5I t1 t-e DEBTOR.


-) T-e DEBTOR 7as 0e40esented ./ att10ne/ David St0et5-= and n1t t-e Ba2din Defendants.


i) T-e Ba2din Defendants 7e0e a4401ved and -i0ed as DS4e5ial C12nselE1 f10 t-e Estate and in
s25- a 5a4a5it/ -ad n1 standin3 t1 eJe52te a Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent f10 t-e DEBTOR.


?) T-e 1nl/ 4a0t/ 7it- standin3 1ve0 a.and1ned assets is n17 t-e DEBTOR.


I) T-e si3nat20e 4a3e 1n t-e eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent 5 d1es n1t .el1n3 t1 t-e
1t-e0 4a3es in t-e eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent 5 and is an eJa5t 6at5- t1 t-e
si3nat20e 4a3e in t-e 40141sed Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent< .


l) ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. fa5ilitated f0a2d ./ failin3 t1 taIe t-e ne5essa0/ ste4s
t1 ens20e t-e si3ne0s -ad standin3.


6) T02stee Olsen and t-e Ba2dins 51lle5ted t-e 61nies 4aid 12t ./ Allstate afte0 
ABANDONING -e ASSET t-at 0eve0ted .a5I t1 t-e DEBTOR.


5. On 9/2</2022 D2l.e03 0e5eived t-e 10/:1/201< BanI024t5/ C120ts Re410t 1f P015eedin3 9.
D2l.e03 f107a0ded t-e 0e410t 1f 4015eedin31 t1 -is att10ne/ Al4-1nse Tala0i51 statin3, DLets talI
afte0 /12 di3est 7-at -a44ened in t-is 1ne.E D2l.e03 dis51ve0ed t-at T02stee Olsen 6isled t-e
H1n10a.le J2d3e T-16as M. L/n5- in t-e t0ans50i4t.=,5,<


<. On 10/2K/2022 D2l.e03 0e5eived a 514/ 1f t-e eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent 2 1n
file 7it- ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. eJ4e5tin3 t1 see t-e T02stee Olsens; si3nat20e.
Instead D2l.e03 sa7 -is 17n si3nat20e 1n t-e eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent 2 and -e
Ine7 -e neve0 si3ned t-e Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent. T-is is 7-en D2l.e03 fi0st Ine78


a) D2l.e03;s si3nat20e is 1n t-e eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent2 1n file 7it- ADR
SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. and D2l.e03 Ine7 -e 0ef2sed t1 si3n t-e 51nt0a5t and did
n1t si3n t-e 51nt0a5t. 9Dis51ve0ed 1n 10/2K/2022)
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.) T02stee Olsen 6isled t-e .anI024t5/ J2d3e, DT-e0e 6a/ .e s16e iss2es a.12t t-e de.t10 


.ein3 a 311d 7itness 10 n1tE1 , D-e didn;t see6 t1 7ant t1 31 t-0123- a ?20/ 4015essE1
, D-e liIed t-is 4015essE1 .asi5all/ t-at D2l.e03 7as in a30ee6ent 7it- t-e 40141sed Bindin3 
Mediati1n A30ee6ent : 9Dis51ve0ed 1n 9/2</2022)


L. On 10/2K/2022 D2l.e03 la2n5-ed a f2ll s5ale investi3ati1n int1 t-e si3nat20e;s f12nd in t-e
eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent2 and M2i5Il/ f12nd t-at t-e si3nat20e 4a3e d1es n1t
.el1n3 t1 t-e 0est 1f t-e .1d/ 1f t-e eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent2 .2t is an eJa5t 
6at5- t1 t-e 40141sed Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent: a4401ved ./ t-e BanI024t5/ 5120t.


K. D2l.e03 .elieves t-is satisfies t-e Dis51ve0/ R2le and t-is dis51ve0/ 1n 10/2K/2022 is 7-en
t-e stat2te 1f li6itati1ns s-12ld .e t1lled.  D2l.e03 fi0st lea0ned t-at 9a) -is si3nat20e 7as
f0a2d2lentl/ 4la5ed 1n t-e eJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent 2 9dis51ve0ed 1n 10/2K/2022)
and 9.) t-e BanI024t5/ T02stee 6is0e40esented D2l.e03;s 51nsent t1 t-e BanI024t5/ J2d3e1 
9dis51ve0ed 1n 9/2</2022) and D2l.e03 .elieves t-e dis51ve0/ 1f -is si3nat20e 1n t-e eJe52ted 
Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent2 is 7-en t-e stat2te 1f li6itati1ns s-12ld .e t1lled.


9. In 10de0 t1 2nde0stand t-e 51nteJt 1f D2l.e03;s 12/12/201< state6ent DYea-, /12 t71 did 
311d, 0eal 311d, and I t-anI .1t- 1f /12 sin5e0el/. I ?2st 5an;t -el4 it, 7-at I see -e0e is a 3ift 1f 
N2<1,000 3iven t1 t-1se 0es41nsi.le f10 6/ in?20ies.E it is i6410tant t1 In17 t-e -ist10/ .e-ind 
it.


a. On 1/22/201= W-en D2l.e03 7as 0e40esented ./ Hans Mast and t-e La7 Offi5es 1f T-16as
J. P141vi5- P.C., t-e 51Bdefendants 9M5G2i0es) in 12LA1LK 7e0e ineJ4li5a.l/ dis6issed 7it-
40e?2di5e even t-123- t-e M5G2i0e;s 5lea0l/ e64l1/ed t-ei0 s1n/ste4Bs1n Ga3n1n and 7e0e
vi5a0i12sl/ lia.le f10 an/t-in3 Ga3n1n 512ld n1t 4a/.


.. On 12/12/201< W-en D2l.e03 lea0ned 1f t-e Bindin3 Mediati1n A7a0d and -17 625- -e
512ld n1t 51lle5t, -is 6ind instantl/ 7ent .a5I t1 t-e dis6issed defendants 9M5G2i0e;s) t-at
712ld -ave .een vi5a0i12sl/ lia.le f10 an/ 61nies Ga3n1n 512ld n1t 4a/ if t-e/ 7e0e still in
t-e 5ase. D2l.e03 0ealiCed t-e 4e52nia0/ in?20/ t-e P141vi5- la7 fi06 5a2sed. D2l.e03 talIed
7it- Randall Ba2din II a.12t t-e iss2e 1f t-e M5G2i0e;s 0elease and Randall Ba2din t1ld
D2l.e03 t1 5all -is 1ffi5e in t-e 610nin3 and -is se50eta0/ M/0na 712ld 401vide D2l.e03 7it-
t-e 51nta5t 1f a Le3al Mal40a5ti5e Att10ne/ t-e Ba2dins -ave 2sed in t-e 4ast and D2l.e03
512ld 31 see.


5. On 12/1</201< D2l.e03 6et 7it- T-16as G115-, t-e Le3al Mal40a5ti5e Att10ne/ t-e Ba2dins
0e5166ended D2l.e03 see.


d. On 11/2K/201L T-16as G115- filed s2it 91LLA:LL) a3ainst Hans Mast and t-e La7 Offi5es 
1f T-16as J. P141vi5- P.C f10 Le3al Mal40a5ti5e in 12LA1LK, s4e5ifi5all/ f10 t-e 0elease 1f t-e
M5G2i0e defendants, t-at 5ase is 5200entl/ 1n a44eal in t-e 2nd Dist0i5t Case N1 22:00L2.
D2l.e03 7as 5lea0l/ affiJin3 t-e 4e52nia0/ in?20/ 1f N2<1,000.00 t1 t-e 40evi12s fi06 and t-e
0elease 1f t-e M5G2i0e defendants in -is state6ent 7-en 6aIin3 t-e 12/12/201< state6ent.2,:


10. On </1:/201<, in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/, in t-e Ci052it C120t Allstate att10ne/ 
Reddin3t1n stated t-at s-e and t-e Ba2dins a0e 51nside0in3 t-is 5ase as a 41ssi.le ADR 
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5andidate 7it-12t D2l.e03;s In17led3e 10 4e06issi1n1. T-e Ba2dins 7e0e 0e40esentin3 D2l.e03 
in t-e Ci052it C120t 7it-12t D2l.e03 -avin3 standin3 as 4laintiff and t-e 5ase 2nde0 an a2t16ati5
sta/. Allstate att10ne/ Reddin3t1n stated in t-e Ci052it C120t, DI -ave f120 61ti1ns 24 t-is 
610nin3. Plaintiff;s att10ne/ and I a0e 710Iin3 1n t-e 5ase t1 see if it;s a 41ssi.le ADR 
5andidate. He asIed t-at 7e 3et 120 61ti1ns ente0ed and 51ntin2ed. T-e/;0e f10 an IME.E 
Allstate att10ne/ Reddin3t1n als1 said, DAnd -1nestl/, if I 3et a de5isi1n s11ne0, t-at BB 7ell, I 
d1n;t In17 if t-is is a 5ase 7e BB 7e 401.a.l/ 712ldn;t .e a.le t1 ente0 a dis6issal 10de0 if 7e 
7ent t1 ADR 2ntil afte0 t-e ADR 7as d1ne.E 9EJ-i.it OK Pa3e 2 Lines LB11 & Pa3e : Lines 12B
1<)


11. On L/20/201< Plaintiff D2l.e03 sent a teJt 6essa3e t1 Defendant W. Randall Ba2din II 
statin3, D...I 7ill .e 61vin3 f107a0d 7it- liti3ati1n at t-is ti6e...I ?2st 5ann1t 3ive 24 t-e 
401te5ti1ns 1f a 42.li5 t0ial 7it- t-e 41ssi.ilit/ 1f 0evie7 s-12ld s16et-in3 .e -andled 
701n3l/PE


12.  On L/21/201<,  in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/,  t-e Ba2dins and Allstate att10ne/ 
Reddin3t1n 5lai6ed in t-e 22nd J2di5ial Ci052it C120t t-at t-e/ -ad 516e t1 a Dse6iBa30ee6entE 
1n .indin3 6ediati1n.


1:. On K/10/201<, in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/, t-e Ba2dins and Reddin3t1n 61ved t1 ente0
int1 Bindin3 Mediati1n 1n K/10/201<.  T-e date 1f t-e Bindin3 Mediati1n -ea0in3 7as al0ead/ 
set f10 12/K/201< ./ t-e ti6e t-e f1ll17in3 eJ5-an3e t11I 4la5e 1n K/10/201< in t-e Ci052it 
C120t8


DMS. REDDINGTON8 N26.e0 1ne, D2l.e03 vs. Ga3n1n. S-1s-an Reddin3t1n f10 t-e 
defendant.
We -ave 9indis5e0ni.le) s5-ed2led f10 12BK.
THE COURT8 OIa/.
MS. REDDINGTON8 We;d liIe t1 -ave a stat2s date afte0 t-at date.
THE COURT8 W-at date 710Is f10 /12H Y12 said De5e6.e0 KH
MS. REDDINGTON8 De5e6.e0 K.E 9EJ-i.it O10 Pa3e 2 Lines 2B10)


1=. On K/10/201<, in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/, J2d3e Me/e0 1f t-e 22nd Ci052it C120t 
ente0ed an QA30eed O0de0; t-at stated DT-is 5ase is 51ntin2ed 1n M1ti1n 1f Q./ a30ee6ent; t1 
12/12, 201< at 9800a6 f10 Stat2s 1n .indin3 Mediati1n.E. T-e 10de0 als1 stated DDefendants 
a44ea0 ./ att10ne/ Reddin3t1nE. Reddin3t1n 0e40esented Allstate. T-e Ba2dins 7e0e n1t 40esent.
9EJ-i.it O9)


15. Allstate and t-e Ba2dins 6is0e40esented D2l.e03;s 7is-es t1 t-e Ci052it C120t and 5lai6ed
t-e/ -ad an a30ee6ent t1 ente0 int1 .indin3 6ediati1n 1n K/10/201<. J2d3e Me/e0 ente0ed t-e
10de0 and 42s-ed t-e neJt stat2s date t1 12/12/201<, 7-i5- is = da/s afte0 t-e s5-ed2led .indin3
6ediati1n date 1f 12/K/201<. All t-is 7as d1ne in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/.


1<. W-en 1n 12/12/201< D2l.e03 t1ld t-e Ba2dins, DYea-, /12 t71 did 311d, 0eal 311d, and I
t-anI .1t- 1f /12 sin5e0el/. I ?2st 5an;t -el4 it, 7-at I see -e0e is a 3ift 1f N2<1,000 3iven t1 
t-1se 0es41nsi.le f10 6/ in?20ies. D, -e 5lea0l/ did n1t In17 a.12t t-e f0a2d2lent a5ts t-e 
Ba2dins 7e0e 5166ittin3 t17a0d -i6. D2l.e03 5lea0l/ did n1t In17 t-e f1ll17in38
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9a) T-at D2l.e03;s si3nat20e 7as f0a2d2lentl/ 4la5ed 1n t-e EJe52ted Bindin3 Mediati1n
A30ee6ent eJe52ted = da/s ea0lie0 1n 12/K/201<.


9.) T-at T02stee Olsen 6is0e40esented D2l.e03;s 51nsent t1 t-e BanI024t5/ J2d3e 1n 
10/:1/201<.


95) T-at Allstate, t-e Ba2dins and T02stee Olsen Ine7 D2l.e03 -ad n1 standin3 t1 420s2e t-e 
5ase 12LA1LK 7-ile t-e 5ase 7as 2nde0 an a2t16ati5 sta/.


9d) T-at Allstate, t-e Ba2dins and T02stee Olsen all Ine7 t-e 5ase 12LA1LK 4015eeded in t-e
Ci052it C120t in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/.


9e) T-at t-e Ba2dins ./ a30ee6ent 7it- Allstate, in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/, .ef10e t-e
Ba2dins 7e0e a4401ved t1 .e -i0ed as s4e5ial 512nsel 2nde0 T02stee Olsen, 6is0e40esented
D2l.e03 as a30eein3 t1 Bindin3 Mediati1n in Ci052it C120t 1n K/10/201< and asIed Ass15iate
J2d3e Me/e0 t1 dela/ t-e neJt stat2s -ea0in3 t1 12/12/201< afte0 t-e Bindin3 Mediati1n 7as t1
taIe 4la5e 1n 12/K/201<.


9f) T-at t-e Ba2dins; and Allstate;s a5ts in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/, sta0ted la/in3 t-e
3012nd710I as ea0l/ as </1:/201< and finall/ set t-e Bindin3 Mediati1n date f10 12/K/201< 1n
K/10/201< in t-e Ci052it C120t. T-is -a44ened .ef10e T02stee Olsen 7as even a441inted t1 t-e
41siti1n 1n K/:1/201< and .ef10e T02stee Olsen 0e5eived 4e06issi1n f016 t-e H1n10a.le J2d3e
T-16as M. L/n5-, t1 -i0e t-e Ba2dins; as s4e5ial 512nsel and 4e06issi1n t1 ente0 int1 t-e
40141sed 5a44ed Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent 1n 10/:1/201<.


93) T-at t-e Ba2dins filed t-ei0 APPEARANCE as REGULAR COUNSEL in 12LA1LK 1n
11/</2015 in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/.


9-) T-at t-e0e is n1 APPEARANCE filed ./ t-e Ba2din Defendants t-at is n1t VOID in 5ase
12LA1LK.


9i) T-at t-e Ba2din Defendants; failed t1 file an APPEARANCE t1 0e40esent t-e .anI024t5/
estate in 5ase 12LA1LK afte0 .ein3 -i0ed as s4e5ial 512nsel ./ T02stee Olsen.


9?) T-at T02stee Olsen 0e5eived 4e06issi1n f016 t-e BanI024t5/ 5120t t1 ente0 int1 t-e 40141sed
Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent and late0 6ade a 5-1i5e and T02stee Olsen did n1t a5t and si3n
1n t-e advi5e 1f -is s4e5ial 512nsel t-e Ba2dins.


9I) T-at T02stee Olsen did n1t D420s2eE and DeJe05ise 51nt01l D1ve0 t-e 5lai6/asset and in d1in3
s1 A.and1ned t-e asset and it 0eve0ted .a5I t1 t-e DEBTOR.


9l) T-e Ba2din Defendants 7e0e a4401ved and -i0ed as S4e5ial C12nsel f10 t-e Estate and in 
s25- a 5a4a5it/ -ad n1 standin3 t1 eJe52te a Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent f10 t-e DEBTOR.


96) T-e 1nl/ 4a0t/ 7it- standin3 1ve0 a.and1ned assets is t-e DEBTOR.
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9n) T-at t-e0e 5an .e n1 a30ee6ent .et7een Allstate and t-e Ba2din Defendants a5tin3 as 
512nsel f10 t-e .anI024t5/ estate t1 -ave t-e 5ase dis6issed 7it- 40e?2di5e in t-e 5i052it 5120t 1n
12/12/201< sin5e t-e Ba2dins failed t1 file an/ a44ea0an5e an/7-e0e t-at is n1t VOID and -ad
n1 standin3 sin5e t-e/ did n1t 0e40esent t-e DEBTOR.


91) T02stee Olsen and t-e Ba2dins 51lle5ted t-e 61nies 4aid 12t ./ Allstate afte0  BANDONING
t-e ASSET t-at t-en 0eve0ted .a5I t1 t-e DEBTOR.


1L. D2l.e03 5lea0l/ did n1t In17 an/ 1f t-is f0a2d t11I 4la5e 7-en a7a0ded N<<0,000 in t-e
5a44ed Bindin3 Mediati1n .2t Allstate, T02stee Olsen and t-e Ba2dins 62st -ave In17n. At t-at
ti6e D2l.e03 .elieved t-at t-e BanI024t5/ J2d3e f105ed t-e 5ase int1 a 5a44ed Bindin3 
Mediati1n 7it-12t D2l.e03;s 51nsent .e5a2se t-at is 7-at t-e Ba2dins t1ld D2l.e03. D2l.e03 
statin3 DYea-, /12 t71 did 311d, 0eal 311d, and I t-anI .1t- 1f /12 sin5e0el/. I ?2st 5an;t -el4 it,
7-at I see -e0e is a 3ift 1f N2<1,000 3iven t1 t-1se 0es41nsi.le f10 6/ in?20ies.E ?2st afte0 
lea0nin3 1f t-e 5a44ed Bindin3 Mediati1n A7a0d and t-at 5ann1t .e inte040eted as D2l.e03 
In17in3 a.12t t-e f0a2d2lent 51n5eal6ent listed as 9a), 9.), 95), 9d), 9e), 9f), 93), 9-), 9i), 9?), 9I), 
9l), 96), 9n), 91) at t-at ti6e. He 7as n1t -a44/ a.12t n1t .ein3 a.le t1 51lle5t all t-at -e 7as 
a7a0ded, .2t t-at d1es n1t 6ean -e Ine7 10 512ld -ave In17n a.12t t-e f0a2d2lent 51n5eal6ent
listed as 9a) t-0123- 91) 9f016 4a0a30a4- 2<).


1K. T-e Olsen Defendants, t-e Ba2din Defendants, and Allstate Defendants -ave .een alle3ed
t1 -ave 5166itted f0a2d2lent a5ti1ns and t-e li6itati1ns 4e0i1ds d1 n1t .e3in 2ntil t-e f0a2d
is dis51ve0ed 420s2ant t1 t-e dis51ve0/ 02le Re64-asis addedS said f0a2d2lent a5tivities 7e0e
dis51ve0ed 1n 10/2K/2022 7-en Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. s2.6itted
its file 514/ 1f t-e Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent alle3edl/ eJe52ted 1n 12/K/201< and Plaintiff
D2l.e03 f12nd -is si3nat20e 1n a d1526ent -e neve0 si3ned. D2l.e03 -ad n1 standin3 a2t-10it/ 
t1 si3n as t-e 1nl/ 4e0s1n 3iven a2t-10it/ t1 ente0 int1 t-e 5a44ed Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent 
./ 10de0 1f t-e H1n10a.le T-16as M. L/n5- 7as BanI024t5/ T02stee Olsen 1n 10/:1/201<.


19. T-e Stat2te 1f Li6itati1ns f10 f0a2d is 5 /ea0s as f1ll17s8 9EJ-i.it O11)


20.   ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. 7as 10i3inall/ a4401a5-ed ./ Allstate and/10 t-e 
Ba2dins. B1t- t-e Ba2dins and Allstate Ine7 t-at D2l.e03 -ad n1 standin3 t1 420s2e t-e 5ase 
afte0 -e initiall/ filed f10 .anI024t5/. B1t- t-e Ba2dins and Allstate Ine7 t-at t-e 5ase 7as 
2nde0 t-e a2t16ati5 sta/ and 512ld n1t 61ve f107a0d 7it-12t 4e06issi1n f016 t-e H1n10a.le 
J2d3e T-16as M. L/n5- ad?2di5atin3 BK N1. 1=BK:5LK f10 t-e Lt- Ci052it United States 
BanI024t5/ C120t f10 t-e N10t-e0n Dist0i5t 1f Illin1is, Weste0n Divisi1n.


21.    W-en t-e Ba2dins a4401a5-ed ADR S/ste6s 1f A6e0i5a, t-e Ba2dins 7e0e n1t 0etained as 
s4e5ial 512nsel ./ t-e a441inted and t-en 5200ent BanI024t5/ T02stee Me3an G. Hee3.   ADR 
SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ./ a5tin3 and in42ttin3 eff10t t1 50aft t-e 5a44ed 9N:00,000) 
40141sal and ./ 401d25in3 t-e 5a44ed 9N:00,000) 40141sal in t-e f106 1f a Bindin3 Mediati1n 
A30ee6ent, 7e0e als1 a5tin3 in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/. All t-0ee 4a0ties 9t-e Ba2dins, 
Allstate and ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.), 710Iin3 in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/,
7e0e 50eatin3 t-e 3012nd710I f10 5-an3in3 and li6itin3/5a44in3 t-e val2e 1f an asset in a 
Fede0al BanI024t5/ Estate. T-ese t-0ee 4a0ties, T-e Ba2dins, Allstate and ADR SYSTEMS OF 
AMERICA, LLC. s-12ld n1t .e all17ed t1 401fit f016 t-ei0 a5ts in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 
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sta/.


22.  As stated in Re En/eti8


It is 7ell esta.lis-ed in 5ase la7 t-at a5ts taIen in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/ i641sed
2nde0 se5ti1n :<29a) 1f t-e BanI024t5/ C1de a0e dee6ed v1id a. initi1 and la5I effe5t. 
See Middle Tenn. Ne7s C1., In5. v. C-a0nel 1f Cin5innati, In5., 250 F.:d 10LL, 10K2 9Lt-
Ci0. 2001) 9TA5ti1ns taIen in vi1lati1n 1f an a2t16ati5 sta/ 10dina0il/ a0e v1id.T)G Y10I 
Ct0. Pa0I Dist. v. K0ili5-, =0 F.:d 205, 20L 9Lt- Ci0. 199=) 9?2d36ent iss2ed a3ainst 
de.t10s 7it-12t a 61difi5ati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/ 62st .e va5ated)G Matt-e7s v. 
R1sene, L:9 F.2d 2=9, 251 9Lt- Ci0. 19K=) 910de0s iss2ed in vi1lati1n 1f a2t16ati5 sta/ 
401visi1ns 1f BanI024t5/ C1de 10dina0il/ a0e v1id)G In 0e Benal5aCa0, 2K: B.R. 51=, 
9BanI0.N.D.Ill. 2002) 9sa6e)G Ga05ia v. P-1eniJ B1nd Inde6. C1. 9In 0e Ga05ia), 109 
B.R. ::5, :=0 9N.D.Ill. 19K9) 9TRTS-e f2nda6ental i6410tan5e 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/ t1 
t-e 42041ses s123-t t1 .e a55164lis-ed ./ t-e BanI024t5/ C1de 0eM2i0es t-at a5ts in 
vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/ .e v1id, 0at-e0 t-an v1ida.le. C1n5l2din3 t-at a5ts in 
vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/ 7e0e 6e0el/ v1ida.le 712ld -ave t-e effe5t 1f 
en5120a3in3 dis0es4e5t f10 t-e sta/ ./ in50easin3 t-e 41ssi.ilit/ t-at vi1lat10s 1f t-e 
a2t16ati5 sta/ 6a/ 401fit f016 t-ei0 dis0e3a0d 1f t-e la7, 401vided it 31es 2ndis51ve0ed 
f10 a s2ffi5ient 4e0i1d 1f ti6e.T). See als1 H11d v. Hall, :21 Ill.A44.:d =52, 25= Ill.De5. 
=L0, L=L N.E.2d 510, 512 92001) 9TT-e0e is n1 M2esti1n t-at ?2d36ents ente0ed in 
vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/ in .anI024t5/ a0e v1id a. initi1 . . . and t-at v1id 
?2d36ents 6a/ .e atta5Ied at an/ ti6e.T)G C1n50ete P01d, In5. v. CenteJ H16es, :0K 
Ill.A44.:d 95L, 2=2 Ill.De5. 52:, L21 N.E.2d K02, K0= 91999) 9TRAS5ts in vi1lati1n 1f t-e 
se5ti1n :<29a) a2t16ati5 sta/ a0e v1id a. initi1.T) 


2:.   F016 A232st :1, 201< BanI024t5/ T02stee J1se4- Olsen 7as t-e s1le 4a0t/ 7it- standin3 as
4laintiff in t-e PI 9Pe0s1nal In?20/) 12LA1LK 5ase. S16e ti6e .ef10e O5t1.e0 =, 201< 
BanI024t5/ T02stee Olsen 5a6e t1 -ave a 5164lete le3al t-e10/ 1n t-e PI 9Pe0s1nal In?20/) 
12LA1LK 5ase and a de5ided 4lan 1f a5ti1n. It a44ea0s BanI024t5/ T02stee J1se4- OlsenUs le3al 
t-e10/ 5a6e f016 t-e Ba2dins. It is t-e sa6e ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.Us 40141sal 
1f t-e 5a44ed Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent t-e Ba2dins 7e0e t0/in3 t1 3et D2l.e03 t1 a55e4t 
sin5e J2l/ 1K, 201< in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/, 7it-12t 4e06issi1n f016 t-e H1n10a.le 
J2d3e T-16as M. L/n5- ad?2di5atin3 BK N1. 1=BK:5LK f10 t-e Lt- Ci052it United States 
BanI024t5/ C120t f10 t-e N10t-e0n Dist0i5t 1f Illin1is, Weste0n Divisi1n and 7it-12t .ein3 -i0ed 
as s4e5ial 512nsel ./ t-e a441inted and t-en 5200ent BanI024t5/ T02stee Me3an G. Hee3. 
BanI024t5/ T02stee J1se4- Olsen did n1t -i0e t-e Ba2dins as s4e5ial 512nsel 2ntil O5t1.e0 :1, 
201<. BanI024t5/ T02stee J1se4- Olsen s-12ld n1t .e all17ed t1 401fit f016 n10 2se v1id a5ts 
d1ne in vi1lati1n 1f t-e a2t16ati5 sta/.


Pa3es 1f t-e sa6e ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.Us 40141sed 5a44ed 9N:00,000) 
Bindin3 Mediati1n A30ee6ent a44ea0ed 1n 12/0K/201< in alte0ed f106 and 7it- D2l.e03;s 
si3nat20e 4la5ed 1n t-e d1526ent 7it-12t D2l.e03;s 4e06issi1n. T-is latte0 d1526ent is 7-at 
ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. enf105ed as a 51nt0a5t and 7-at t-e/ 0eleased t1 D2l.e03
1n O5t1.e0 2K, 2022.


K


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 560 of 915







Exhibit AP
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-06-24_email attachment- Draft ADR Systems Amended Complaint .pdf


2=.  On De5e6.e0 12, 201< t-e f1ll17in3 eJ5-an3e t11I 4la5e in t-e Illin1is 22nd J2di5ial 
Ci052it C120t .et7een Allstate att10ne/ S-1s-an Reddin3t1n and Ass15iate J2d3e T-16as A. 
Me/e0 9T-e Ba2dins 7e0e n1t 40esent)8


UNIDENTIFIED VOICE8 N26.e0 five, D2l.e03. I talIed t1 Ba2din & Ba2din t-is 
610nin3 BB 10 Ba2din La7 G0124, and Rand/ Ba2din indi5ated t1 6e -eUs 31in3 t1 .e in 
an1t-e0 512nt/ and -is 7ifeUs 12t 1f state, .2t t-e/U0e a30eea.le 7it- 6e 3ettin3 a 
dis6issal 7it- 40e?2di5e .ased 1n t-e fa5t t-at 7eUve -ad a .indin3 6ediati1n 1n 
T-20sda/ and 7eU0e eJ4e5tin3 an a7a0d.


THE COURT8 W1nde0f2l. All 0i3-t.


UNIDENTIFIED VOICE8 T-anI /12.


THE COURT8 IUll .e 520i12s 7-at t-e a7a0d 7as. All 0i3-t. T-anI /12.
9EJ-i.it V) CCBCivil B 12LA0001LK B :W2W2022 B  B B REOP B  B 9:).4df


25.   On De5e6.e0 12, 201< a 5120t 10de0 7as ente0ed in t-e 12LA1LK 5ase ./ Ass15iate J2d3e 
T-16as A. Me/e0 in t-e Illin1is 22nd J2di5ial Ci052it C120t 7-i5- stated, TCase dis6issed 7it- 
40e?2di5e 1n PlaintiffUs and defendants a30eed 61ti1nT.
9EJ-i.it V) 12LA0001LKBB201<B12B12BBORDW009K.4df


2<.   Ass15iate J2d3e T-16as A. Me/e0 1f t-e Illin1is 22nd J2di5ial Ci052it C120t -ad n1 
?20isdi5ti1nal a2t-10it/ t1 ente0 ne7 10de0s, ente0tain 61ti1ns, a55e4t a44ea0an5es f10 :0d 4a0ties 
t-at -ad n1 standin3, et5. t-at advan5ed t-e 5ase 12LA1LK afte0 11/2</201= 7it-12t a4401val 
f016 t-e H1n10a.le J2d3e T-16as M. L/n5- ad?2di5atin3 BK N1. 1=BK:5LK f10 t-e Lt- Ci052it 
United States BanI024t5/ C120t f10 t-e N10t-e0n Dist0i5t 1f Illin1is, Weste0n Divisi1n. T-e 
Ba2dins i64014e0l/ filed t-ei0 a44ea0an5e as REGULAR COUNSEL in 12LA1LK 1n 11/0</2015
T-e Ba2dins neve0 filed t-ei0 a44ea0an5e afte0 .ein3 a4401ved in BanI024t5/ 5120t and -i0ed as 
s4e5ial 512nsel ./ T02stee J1se4- Olsen 1n 10/:1/201<.  T-e Ba2dins v1id a44ea0an5e 5ann1t .e
2sed t1 5lai6 t-e/ filed t-ei0 a44ea0an5e as 0e32la0 512nsel f10 t-e .anI024t5/ estate in 12LA1LK
.e5a2se it 7as v1id and t-e/ neve0 filed an a44ea0an5e afte0 .ein3 -i0ed as s4e5ial 512nsel t1 t-e
estate.  T-e Ba2dins neve0 filed an a44ea0an5e t-2s neve0 0e40esented t-e estate as s4e5ial
512nsel even t-123- t-e/ 7e0e a4401ved t1 .e -i0ed 1n 10/:1/201<.  All 1f t-e Ba2dins a5ti1ns,
a30ee6ents and 0e40esentati1ns in 12LA1LK a0e VOID f016 t-ei0 fi0st a5ti1n 1n 11/0</2015 till
t-e 5ase 5l1sed 1n 12/12/201< even if t-e/ 7e0e a4401ved t1 .e -i0ed as s4e5ial 512nsel ./ t-e
H1n10a.le J2d3e T-16as M. L/n5- ad?2di5atin3 BK N1. 1=BK:5LK f10 t-e Lt- Ci052it United
States BanI024t5/ C120t f10 t-e N10t-e0n Dist0i5t 1f Illin1is, Weste0n Divisi1n .e5a2se t-e/
neve0 a5t2all/ filed an a44ea0an5e t-at isnUt VOID in 12LA1LK.  J2d3e Me/e0s 12/12/201< 5120t
10de0 t1 dis6iss t-e 12LA1LK 5ase 7it- 40e?2di5e ./ a30ee6ent 1f t-e 4a0ties STANDS IN 
XUESTION as t1 7-1 t-e a30ee6ent 7as .et7een .e5a2se t-e0e is n1 a44ea0an5e 1n file f10 t-e 
estate 1f t-e 4laintiff.
9EJ-i.it V) 12LA0001LKBB2015B11B0<BBAPEW00K:.4df


2L.  T-e ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC.Us P0141sed 5a44ed 9N:00,000) Bindin3 
Mediati1n A30ee6ent fi0st a44ea0ed in t-e 0e510d 1f BK N1. 1=BK:5LK in t-e Lt- Ci052it United 
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States BanI024t5/ C120t f10 t-e N10t-e0n Dist0i5t 1f Illin1is, Weste0n Divisi1n 1n O5t1.e0 =, 
201< atta5-ed t1 a 61ti1n t1 ente0 int1 .indin3 6ediati1n. BanI024t5/ Estate T02stee J1se4- 
Olsen did n1t 0e5eive a2t-10it/ t1 0etain t-e Ba2dins 2ntil O5t1.e0 :1, 201<.


2K.     It is in t-is 51nteJt t-at t-e Ba2dins and Allstate a4401a5-ed ADR SYSTEMS OF 
AMERICA, LLC. It is in t-is 51nteJt t-at ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. -el4ed 50aft 
t-e 40141sal and t-at t-e Ba2dins and Allstate 512ld sele5t f016 5la2ses t1 50eate t-e 51nditi1ns 
1f t-e ADR 40141sal. ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. 941ssi.l/ 2nIn17in3l/) fa5ilitated
a 4015ess 7-i5- 7as initiated ./ see6in3l/ adve0sa0ial 4a0ties t-at 7e0e .1t- In17in3l/ 
vi1latin3 an a2t16ati5 sta/ t1 f105e D2l.e03 int1 a 5a44ed 9N:00,000) Bindin3 Mediati1n 
A30ee6ent a3ainst -is 7ill, 7it-12t standin3 10 4e06issi1n f016 t-e H1n10a.le J2d3e T-16as 
M. L/n5- ad?2di5atin3 BK N1. 1=BK:5LK f10 t-e Lt- Ci052it United States BanI024t5/ C120t f10
t-e N10t-e0n Dist0i5t 1f Illin1is, Weste0n Divisi1n and 7it-12t Ba2dins .ein3 -i0ed as s4e5ial 
512nsel ./ t-e a441inted and t-en 5200ent BanI024t5/ T02stee Me3an G. Hee3.


29.   In a PI 9Pe0s1nal In?20/) 5ase t-e in?20ed 4a0t/ as 4laintiff is t-e 1ne 3ivin3 24 t-ei0 0i3-t t1 
a ?20/ t0ial ./ ente0in3 int1 .indin3 6ediati1n. W-at ass20an5es d1es ADR SYSTEMS OF 
AMERICA, LLC. 401vide t1 ass20e t-e/ a0e n1t .ein3 f105ed 10 t0i5Ied int1 d1in3 s1H W-at 
ass20an5es a0e 401vided 10 a5ts 0eM2i0ed t1 ass20e t-e liti3atin3 att10ne/s a5t2all/ d1 -ave t-ei0 
5lient;s 4e06issi1n 10 t-e 5120t;s 4e06issi1nH


:0.   T-e liti3atin3 4a0ties a0e all17ed t1 5-11se t-ei0 17n 5la2ses f10 5e0tain 4a0ts 1f t-e 
40141sal. T-e0e a0e 1t-e0 5la2ses in t-e 50afted 40141sal 7e0e 401.a.l/ 5-1sen ./ ADR
SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. and 7-i5- t-e/ 51nside0 6andat10/. F10 t-is 40141sal t1 .e 
iss2ed ./ ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. 7it- an ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA,
LLC. lette0-ead 7-at a0e t-e 51nditi1ns t-at 62st .e 6etH W-i5- 5la2ses 7e0e 5-1sen ./ t-e
liti3ants t-e6selvesH


:1.   In a PI 9Pe0s1nal In?20/) liti3ati1n 5ase .et7een an in?20ed 4a0t/ and an ins20an5e 5164an/
t-e 1nl/ ass20an5e t-at t-e in?20ed 4a0t/ is n1t .ein3 f105ed int1 .indin3 a0.it0ati1n a3ainst t-ei0 
7ill is t-at t-ei0 na6e and si3nat20e a44ea0s 1n t-e si3nat20e 4a3e 10 a 4a0t/ 7it- standin3 t1
si3n f10 t-e6.


:2.   In t-is instant 5ase it a44ea0s t-at ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC. fa5ilitates a
4015ess in 7-i5- an in?20ed 4a0t/ is f105ed int1 a 5a44ed 9N:00,000) Bindin3 Mediati1n
A30ee6ent a3ainst t-ei0 7ill and t-at 7as a55164lis-ed 7it- a sin3le f103ed si3nat20e 1f t-e
in?20ed 4e0s1n, 7-1 didnUt even -ave le3al standin3 t1 si3n t-e a30ee6ent, 7-i5- 7as easil/
d1ne. N1 affidavit t1 5e0tif/ t-at t-e in?20ed 4a0t/ is in a30ee6ent 10 even -ad standin3 t1 si3n
n10 an/ 1t-e0 eJt0a ve0ifi5ati1n ste4 7as ne5essa0/. T-e0e 7as n1 0eM2i0e6ent t-at an/ si3ne0
initial ea5- 4a3e 10 1at- t-at t-e/ -ad standin3 t1 .e t-e si3ne0. Unde0 t-ese 51nditi1ns is is n1t
diffi52lt f10 s16e1ne t1 s7it5- 12t a si3nat20e 4a3e 1n t-e 51nt0a5t and 6aIe it a44ea0 t-at a
si3ne0 is a30eein3 t1 all 5la2ses in a 51nt0a5t 7-en t-e si3ne0 didn;t even see t-e 51nt0a5t t1 .e
eJe52ted and did n1t In17 t-ei0 si3nat20e 7as atta5-ed t1 t-e eJe52ted 51nt0a5t.


DULBERG IS DISABLED


::. T-e H1n10a.le J2d3e MICHAEL F. OTTO stated, TT-e .0ief itself n1tes t-at Se5ti1n 1.0< 1f
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t-e stat2te 1n stat2tes defines a 4e0s1n 2nde0 le3al disa.ilit/ is a 4e0s1n 7-1 BB 7ell, I d1nUt need
t1 0ead t-e 7-1le t-in3, .2t essentiall/ it 0efe0s t1 individ2als 7-1 .e5a2se 1f 6ental
dete0i10ati1n 10 4-/si5al in5a4a5it/, 6ental illness, a0e 2na.le 10 at least n1t f2ll/ a.le t1 6ana3e
t-ei0 4e0s1n 10 estates. T-e0e is n1 s233esti1n 7-ats1eve0 in t-e 5164laint 10 an/ 1f t-e eJ-i.its
t1 it 10 t-e  eJ-i.its t1 t-e 0es41nse t-at t-at a44lies t1 M0. D2l.e03T


:=. D2l.e03 is 4e06anentl/ and f2ll/ disa.led as 1f </2K/2011 as a 0es2lt 1f t-e a55ident as
Ad6inist0ative La7 J2d3e L1ve0t F. Bassett 1f t-e SSA Offi5e 1f Disa.ilit/ Ad?2di5ati1n and
Revie7 in Evanst1n, Illin1is stated, DI f12nd /12 disa.led as 1f J2ne 2K, 2011 .e5a2se /120
i64ai06ent 10 516.inati1n 1f i64ai06ents is s1 seve0e t-at /12 5ann1t 4e0f106 an/ 710I 
eJistin3 in si3nifi5ant n26.e0s in t-e nati1nal e51n16/.E D2l.e03 0e5eived a life t-0eatenin3 
in?20/ 1n </2K/2011 ./ .ein3 st025I ./ a 5-ainsa7 1n -is d16inant 0i3-t a06. It 7as in seeIin3 
0e51ve0/ f10 t-is in?20/ t-at t-e Ba2dins 7e0e 10i3inall/ 0etained ./ D2l.e03. T-e J2d3e e00ed in 
dis6issin3 7it- 40e?2di5e 7-en -e 512ld -ave asIed f10 610e 4011f.


:5. On =/=/201< D0 K2?a7a a2t-10ed a lette0 add0essed t1 Kell/ Ba2din in 4a0t statin38
DAs a 0es2lt 1f t-e a55ident M0. D2l.e03 s2stained 1n J2ne 2K, 2011, -e -as l1st all fine and 301ss
61t10 sIills in -is 0i3-t -and. Indeed, it is still 6/ 14ini1n t-at d2e t1 t-e seve0in3 1f 62s5les
and ne0ves in t-is li6., -e 51ntin2es t1 .e left 7it- 4ain and inv1l2nta0/ 62s5le s4as6sE, DI 
-ave n1t 5-an3ed 6/ 14ini1n f016 t-e 10i3inal de41siti1n in 201= t-at M0. D2l.e03 7ill 
51ntin2e t1 need 6edi5ati1ns t1 t0eat -is ne2014at-i5 4ain indefinitel/. He 7ill als1 51ntin2e t1 
need 4e0i1di5 4-/si5al t-e0a4/ sessi1ns and 7e 6a/ als1 0evisit .1t- B1t1J in?e5ti1ns in t-e 
f2t20e. Essentiall/, t-e0e -as .een n1 5-an3e in -is eJa6inati1n d2e t1 t-e t0a26a in -is 0i3-t 
and. T-e0e -as .een s16e i6401ve6ent in -is 4ain s/nd016e 7it- 3a.a4entinG -17eve0, -is 4ain
is ./ n1 6eans 0es1lved 7it- t-is a3entE, DSin5e M0. D2l.e03;s in?20/ is indeed 4e06anent 7it- 
al61st a 5164lete l1ss 1f 301ss and fine 61t10 51nt01l 1f -is 0i3-t -and, -is in?20ies 7ill n1t 
all17 an/ e64l1/6ent f10 t-e 0est 1f -is lifeE, DY120 inM2i0/ 51n5e0nin3 in50eased 0isIs 10 l1n3B
te06 affe5ts 1f -is 51nditi1n is 2n5lea0. P t-e 4s/5-1l13i5 and s15ial i64a5t 1f -is ina.ilit/ t1 
710I 5e0tainl/ 7ill 4e06anentl/ effe5t t-e M2alit/ f10 t-e 0est 1f -is life.E, DC1n5e0nin3 6/ 
4013n1sis 7it- 0es4e5t t1 -is in?20ies, it is ve0/ 4110. His 61t10 f2n5ti1n in t-e 0i3-t -and 7ill 
n1t i6401ve and -e 7ill .e left 7it- 4e06anent 4ain in -is 0i3-t l17e0 a06. Unf10t2natel/, M0. 
D2l.e03 is 4e06anentl/ disa.led f016 an/ 6eanin3f2l e64l1/6ent d2e t1 t-is t0a3i5 a55ident 1n 
J2ne 2K, 2011.E 9EJ-i.it O1:)


:<. Plaintiff Pa2l R. D2l.e03 is als1 5lassified ./ t-e Illin1is Se50eta0/ 1f State t1 -ave a 5lass 2A
disa.ilit/ as a 0es2lt 1f t-e in?20ies t-at 155200ed 1n </2K/2011. A 5lass 2A disa.ilit/ is defined as
f1ll17s8 9EJ-i.it O1=)


:L. A5ts 1f f0a2d 10 finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ is f20t-e0 51ve0ed 
2nde0 L20 ILCS 5/A0t. 1L, S2.div. :5 as UMis5ellane12s S4e5ial F0a2dU 7-i5- is defined as
f1ll17s8 


SUBDIVISION :5. MISCELLANEOUS SPECIAL FRAUD


9S1205e8 P.A. 9<B1551, eff. LB1B11.)


9L20 ILCS 5/1LB5<) 97as L20 ILCS 5/1<B1.:)
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Se5. 1LB5<. Finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a


4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/.


9a) A 4e0s1n 5166its finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an elde0l/


4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ 7-en -e 10 s-e stands in a


41siti1n 1f t02st 10 51nfiden5e 7it- t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a


4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ and -e 10 s-e In17in3l/8


91) ./ de5e4ti1n 10 inti6idati1n 1.tains 51nt01l 1ve0


t-e 4014e0t/ 1f an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a


disa.ilit/G 10


92) ille3all/ 2ses t-e assets 10 0es1205es 1f an


elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/.


9.) Senten5e. Finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10


a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ is8 91) a Class = fel1n/ if t-e val2e


1f t-e 4014e0t/ is N:00 10 less, 92) a Class : fel1n/ if t-e


val2e 1f t-e 4014e0t/ is 610e t-an N:00 .2t less t-an N5,000,


9:) a Class 2 fel1n/ if t-e val2e 1f t-e 4014e0t/ is N5,000 10


610e .2t less t-an N50,000, and 9=) a Class 1 fel1n/ if t-e


val2e 1f t-e 4014e0t/ is N50,000 10 610e 10 if t-e elde0l/


4e0s1n is 1ve0 L0 /ea0s 1f a3e and t-e val2e 1f t-e 4014e0t/ is


N15,000 10 610e 10 if t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n is K0 /ea0s 1f a3e 10


1lde0 and t-e val2e 1f t-e 4014e0t/ is N5,000 10 610e.


95) F10 42041ses 1f t-is Se5ti1n8


91) TElde0l/ 4e0s1nT 6eans a 4e0s1n <0 /ea0s 1f a3e


10 1lde0.


92) TPe0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/T 6eans a 4e0s1n 7-1


s2ffe0s f016 a 4-/si5al 10 6ental i64ai06ent 0es2ltin3 f016


disease, in?20/, f2n5ti1nal dis10de0 10 51n3enital 51nditi1n


t-at i64ai0s t-e individ2alUs 6ental 10 4-/si5al a.ilit/ t1


inde4endentl/ 6ana3e -is 10 -e0 4014e0t/ 10 finan5ial


0es1205es, 10 .1t-.


9:) TInti6idati1nT 6eans t-e 51662ni5ati1n t1 an


elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ t-at -e 10 s-e


s-all .e de40ived 1f f11d and n2t0iti1n, s-elte0, 40es50i.ed


6edi5ati1n 10 6edi5al 5a0e and t0eat6ent 10 51nd25t as


401vided in Se5ti1n 12B< 1f t-is C1de.
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9=) TDe5e4ti1nT 6eans, in additi1n t1 its 6eanin3 as


defined in Se5ti1n 15B= 1f t-is C1de, a 6is0e40esentati1n 10


51n5eal6ent 1f 6ate0ial fa5t 0elatin3 t1 t-e te06s 1f a


51nt0a5t 10 a30ee6ent ente0ed int1 7it- t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n


10 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ 10 t1 t-e eJistin3 10 40eB


eJistin3 51nditi1n 1f an/ 1f t-e 4014e0t/ inv1lved in s25-


51nt0a5t 10 a30ee6entG 10 t-e 2se 10 e64l1/6ent 1f an/


6is0e40esentati1n, false 40etense 10 false 4016ise in 10de0


t1 ind25e, en5120a3e 10 s1li5it t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n


7it- a disa.ilit/ t1 ente0 int1 a 51nt0a5t 10 a30ee6ent.


T-e ille3al 2se 1f t-e assets 10 0es1205es 1f an elde0l/


4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ in5l2des, .2t is n1t


li6ited t1, t-e 6isa440140iati1n 1f t-1se assets 10 0es1205es ./


2nd2e infl2en5e, .0ea5- 1f a fid25ia0/ 0elati1ns-i4, f0a2d,


de5e4ti1n, eJt10ti1n, 10 2se 1f t-e assets 10 0es1205es 51nt0a0/


t1 la7.


A 4e0s1n stands in a 41siti1n 1f t02st and 51nfiden5e 7it-


an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ 7-en -e 9i) is a


4a0ent, s412se, ad2lt 5-ild 10 1t-e0 0elative ./ .l11d 10


6a00ia3e 1f t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/, 9ii)


is a ?1int tenant 10 tenant in 51661n 7it- t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10


4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/, 9iii) -as a le3al 10 fid25ia0/


0elati1ns-i4 7it- t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n 7it- a


disa.ilit/, 9iv) is a finan5ial 4lannin3 10 invest6ent


401fessi1nal, 9v) is a 4aid 10 2n4aid 5a0e3ive0 f10 t-e elde0l/


4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/, 10 9vi) is a f0iend 10


a5M2aintan5e in a 41siti1n 1f t02st.


9d) Li6itati1ns. N1t-in3 in t-is Se5ti1n s-all .e 51nst02ed


t1 li6it t-e 0e6edies availa.le t1 t-e vi5ti6 2nde0 t-e Illin1is


D16esti5 Vi1len5e A5t 1f 19K<.


9e) G11d fait- eff10ts. N1t-in3 in t-is Se5ti1n s-all .e


51nst02ed t1 i641se 50i6inal lia.ilit/ 1n a 4e0s1n 7-1 -as 6ade


a 311d fait- eff10t t1 assist t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n 7it-


a disa.ilit/ in t-e 6ana3e6ent 1f -is 10 -e0 4014e0t/, .2t


t-0123- n1 fa2lt 1f -is 10 -e0 17n -as .een 2na.le t1 401vide
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s25- assistan5e.


9f) N1t a defense. It s-all n1t .e a defense t1 finan5ial


eJ4l1itati1n 1f an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/


t-at t-e a552sed 0eas1na.l/ .elieved t-at t-e vi5ti6 7as n1t an


elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/. C1nsent is n1t a


defense t1 finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a


4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ if t-e a552sed Ine7 10 -ad 0eas1n t1


In17 t-at t-e elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/


la5Ied 5a4a5it/ t1 51nsent.


93) Civil Lia.ilit/. A 5ivil 5a2se 1f a5ti1n eJists f10


finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a


disa.ilit/ as des50i.ed in s2.se5ti1n 9a) 1f t-is Se5ti1n. A


4e0s1n a3ainst 7-16 a 5ivil ?2d36ent -as .een ente0ed f10


finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 4e0s1n 7it- a


disa.ilit/ s-all .e lia.le t1 t-e vi5ti6 10 t1 t-e estate 1f t-e


vi5ti6 in da6a3es 1f t0e.le t-e a612nt 1f t-e val2e 1f t-e


4014e0t/ 1.tained, 4l2s 0eas1na.le att10ne/ fees and 5120t


51sts. In a 5ivil a5ti1n 2nde0 t-is s2.se5ti1n, t-e .20den 1f


4011f t-at t-e defendant 5166itted finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an


elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ as des50i.ed in


s2.se5ti1n 9a) 1f t-is Se5ti1n s-all .e ./ a 40e41nde0an5e 1f


t-e eviden5e. T-is s2.se5ti1n s-all .e 14e0ative 7-et-e0 10 n1t


t-e defendant -as .een 5-a03ed 10 51nvi5ted 1f t-e 50i6inal


1ffense as des50i.ed in s2.se5ti1n 9a) 1f t-is Se5ti1n. T-is


s2.se5ti1n 93) s-all n1t li6it 10 affe5t t-e 0i3-t 1f an/ 4e0s1n


t1 .0in3 an/ 5a2se 1f a5ti1n 10 seeI an/ 0e6ed/ availa.le 2nde0


t-e 51661n la7, 10 1t-e0 a44li5a.le la7, a0isin3 12t 1f t-e


finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a


disa.ilit/.


9-) If a 4e0s1n is 5-a03ed 7it- finan5ial eJ4l1itati1n 1f an


elde0l/ 4e0s1n 10 a 4e0s1n 7it- a disa.ilit/ t-at inv1lves t-e


taIin3 10 l1ss 1f 4014e0t/ val2ed at 610e t-an N5,000, a


401se52tin3 att10ne/ 6a/ file a 4etiti1n 7it- t-e 5i052it 5120t


1f t-e 512nt/ in 7-i5- t-e defendant -as .een 5-a03ed t1 f0eeCe


t-e assets 1f t-e defendant in an a612nt eM2al t1 .2t n1t
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30eate0 t-an t-e alle3ed val2e 1f l1st 10 st1len 4014e0t/ in t-e


defendantUs 4endin3 50i6inal 4015eedin3 f10 42041ses 1f


0estit2ti1n t1 t-e vi5ti6. T-e .20den 1f 4011f 0eM2i0ed t1


f0eeCe t-e defendantUs assets s-all .e ./ a 40e41nde0an5e 1f t-e


eviden5e.


9S1205e8 P.A. 101B:9=, eff. 1B1B20G 102B2==, eff. 1B1B22.)
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Date : 8/29/2023 8:30:08 AM


From : "Paul Dulberg" 


To : "Alphonse Talarico" 


BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 


Subject : This document is under seal in the federal district court. 


Attachment available until Sep 28, 2023


This document is under seal in the federal district court.


Click to Download


000 Complete Certified Administrative Record.pdf


26.1 MB


Date : 8/29/2023 8:30:08 AM


From : "Paul Dulberg" 


To : "Alphonse Talarico" 


BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 


Subject : This document is under seal in the federal district court. 


Attachment available until Sep 28, 2023


This document is under seal in the federal district court.


Click to Download


000 Complete Certified Administrative Record.pdf


26.1 MB
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1


       IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS


2


           COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION


3


4


 PAUL R. DULBERG and THE PAUL  )


5  R. DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST,   )


                               )


6                Plaintiff,      )


                               )


7         vs.                    )   No. 2022 L 010905


                               )


8  KELLY N. BAUDIN, et al,       )


                               )


9                  Defendants.   )


10


11          Zoom video conference of the Hearing


12       held before the HONORABLE MICHAEL F. OTTO,


13  Courtroom 1407, taken pursuant to notice, commencing


14       at 11:15 a.m., Thursday, September 21, 2023.


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22 Reported by:  Connie L. James, CSR


23               License No. 084.002510


24
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1                 A P P E A R A N C E S:


2    ALL PARTIES APPEARING VIA ZOOM VIDEO CONFERENCE:


3


4  FOR PLAINTIFF:


5           ALPHONSE TALARICO LAW OFFICES


          BY:  MR. ALPHONSE TALARICO


6           707 Skokie Boulevard - Suite 600


          Northbrook, Illinois  60062


7           (312) 808-1410


8  FOR DEFENDANT ALLSTATE:


9           AMUNDSEN DAVIS


          BY:  MS. MICHELLE TINAJERO


10           150 N. Michigan Avenue - Suite 3300


          Chicago, Illinois  60601


11           (312) 894-3200


12  FOR DEFENDANTS OLSEN, WILLETTE & YALDEN:


13           LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP


          BY:  MR. JASON JOCHUM


14           550 W. Adams Street - Suite 300


          Chicago, Illinois  60661


15           (312) 345-1718


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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1                       I N D E X


2


3        HEARING ON MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT:


4


5  Arguments:


6  By Ms. Tinajero...............................Pg. 5


 By Mr. Talarico...............................Pg. 7


7  By Ms. Tinajero...............................Pg. 14


 By Mr. Talarico...............................Pg. 16


8


9  Court's Ruling on the Motion..................Pg. 16


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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1        THE COURT:  Good morning.  Would everyone please


2 identify themselves for the record?


3        MR. TALARICO:  Good morning, Your Honor.


4 Alphonse Talarico.  I represent the Plaintiffs.


5        MS. TINAJERO:  Good morning, Judge Otto.  My name


6 is Michelle Tinajero.  I represent Allstate Property


7 and Casualty Insurance Company.


8        THE COURT:  Thank you.


9            Mr. is it Mr. Jochum?


10        MR. JOCHUM:  Jochum, Your Honor.  Sorry.


11       THE COURT:  All right.  Good morning.


12        MR. JOCHUM:  Jason Jochum representing what we


13 refer to as the Olsen Defendants, Joseph Olsen, Craig


14 Willette and Raphael Yalden.  They were dismissed


15 earlier, but I'm just observing because we're still on


16 appeal.


17        THE COURT:  Thank you.  I see we are also joined


18 by Mr. Dulberg, individually, as well as Thomas Kost,


19 K O S T, who is identified in his Zoom window as, the


20 quote, full trustee of Paul R. Dulberg Revocable Trust,


21 unquote.


22            We're up today for hearing on Allstate's


23 Motion For Summary Judgment, which has been fully


24 briefed.  Anything to discuss before we move forward
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1 with that hearing?


2            Mr. Talarico for the Plaintiff?


3        MR. TALARICO:  Judge, no, nothing.


4        THE COURT:  Ms. Tinajero, ready?


5        MS. TINAJERO:  Yes, Your Honor.


6        THE COURT:  Okay.  You'll have the first and last


7 word.


8            I will say for the record I have read the


9 briefs, I have, of course, reviewed the exhibits as


10 well as the authority that the parties have cited.  So


11 no within should feel that they need to read their


12 brief to me, but I will, of course, give both sides an


13 opportunity to be heard.


14            Ms. Tinajero, it's your motion, you'll have


15 the first and last word.


16        MS. TINAJERO:  Thank you, Your Honor.  I will


17 keep it brief this morning since you have gone through


18 the briefs.


19 ARGUMENT BY


20 MS. TINAJERO:


21            The arguments set forth in our Motion For


22 Summary Judgment are very straight forward.  You know,


23 as to the unsigned agreement, the position Plaintiffs


24 have taken that a party is bound by and, therefore, can
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1 breach an unsigned, undated agreement is a legally


2 flawed position.  Simply put, Allstate cannot be bound


3 by an unsigned agreement.


4            As to the binding mediation agreement, which


5 is the only executed valid agreement between the


6 parties, which is undisputed, to the extent terms were


7 modified and/or admitted between the unsigned agreement


8 and the executed binding mediation agreement, it is not


9 alleged Allstate does not maintain that it played any


10 role in drafting anything about the mediation


11 agreement.  And, importantly, such amendments were made


12 before the binding mediation was executed.


13            Additionally, the monetary parameters set


14 forth in the agreement remains the same in both the


15 unsigned agreement and the executed binding mediation


16 agreement.


17            The damage that Dulberg identifies in the


18 complaint, you know, in an amount in excess of $261,000


19 do not flow from any breach complained of as against


20 Allstate.  And it's our position that there are no set


21 of facts under which Dulberg can prove a breach of an


22 unsigned agreement or the executed binding mediation


23 agreement.


24


Page 6


Veritext Legal Solutions


www.veritext.com 888-391-3376


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 574 of 915







Exhibit AR
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-09-25_MyVeritext Batch Download - 6099461 - Monday, September 25, 2023 12_20 PM/6099461-1 (1)_PDFTran.pdf


1            Further, Dulberg executed a release, which is


2 attached to our Motion For Summary Judgment.  The terms


3 of the release are clear, certain, free from doubt and


4 Dulberg admits to signing the release in his reply to


5 Allstate's affirmative defenses.  That's all I have,


6 Your Honor.


7        THE COURT:  Thank you, Tinajero.


8            Mr. Talarico?


9 ARGUMENT BY


10 MR. TALARICO:


11            I think I would like to start in reverse


12 order.  I would like to address, Judge, the release.


13            Mr. Dulberg -- I filed on behalf of


14 Mr. Dulberg, he signed a counter-affidavit, which was


15 sent to the Court and I believe it's actually been


16 delivered personally to your courtroom today.  It was


17 filed yesterday.  Mr. Dulberg had been sick for a few


18 days and he couldn't cooperate or give me any of his


19 time, but I filed it yesterday and it's in opposite to


20 the release, the reasons why the release is not


21 effective.  His reasoning is that he was forced to do


22 this against his will.


23            In his counter-affidavit he indicated, and I


24 think copied transcripts of e-mails that he received
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1 from his own attorney forcing -- telling him that if he


2 didn't sign the release, the Judge would hold him in


3 contempt and he would be jailed, different than the


4 general terms of contract by signing a release, which


5 is a contract, under those terms cannot be enforced


6 against the person that's being threatened with jail,


7 and/or being held in contempt.  Plus, that particular


8 release makes no sense, Judge.


9            If you really think about all of the things


10 they talk about in their motion and affidavit,


11 especially the affidavit.


12            I would like to bring up the fact that the


13 statement, the affiant says the money was paid and then


14 the releases were sent out to be signed.  Judge, I


15 would ask you to take judicial notice that insurance


16 companies do not pay first and then send out releases.


17            Furthermore, since this matter was already


18 adjudicated and an order was entered by the arbitration


19 judge, there was no need for a release; that Allstate


20 had paid, according to their own affidavit, and now


21 they're trying to enforce and ask for and force


22 Mr. Dulberg to sign a release.  I think that brings up


23 a considerable amount of questionable contrary facts


24 just on its own, Judge.
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1            So I would hope that you would contemplate


2 what I'm saying and see that summary judgment is so


3 inappropriate, that's just one of hundreds of things


4 that we are at different ends of the spectrum on.  And


5 I think that's all been supplied to Your Honor, but,


6 most importantly, this release issue, it is contrary to


7 the logic that the money was paid first and released.


8 In my practice, Judge, but I've never settled with an


9 insurance company that would pay first and then ask for


10 a release.  That's all I have to say today, Judge.


11 Thank you.


12        THE COURT:  Okay.  Mr. Talarico, the only


13 argument you want to make today is a brand new argument


14 based on, I believe, duress that did not appear


15 anywhere in your response brief.  It is based


16 exclusively on an affidavit that was filed yesterday


17 and hand delivered to the Court minutes before this


18 proceeding began.


19            That's the only argument you want to make?


20 You don't want to address anything that Ms. Tinajero


21 spelled out in the motion or the reply regarding the


22 enforceability of an unsigned agreement, which is the


23 entire basis of Count 5?  I just want to make sure that


24 you have a full opportunity to make whatever arguments
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1 you wish.


2 FURTHER ARGUMENT


3 BY MR. TALARICO:


4            First, I would like to get back to the


5 release.  The release was filed yesterday, Your Honor.


6 It was filed and it was accepted.  I sent it out to


7 Your Honor this morning at about 6:00 a.m. with the


8 attached exhibits and all the other counsel of record.


9 What response I got was please send a hard copy from


10 your support staff.  So I had a hard copy delivered to


11 the courtroom today, but this was filed yesterday.


12            Judge, this was filed pursuant to, and I


13 think it's clear there, Subsection C of the Motion For


14 Summary Judgment.  I'm allowed to do that, Your Honor.


15 And I just complied with the statute, 735 5 -- Well,


16 you know, Judge, better than I know.  But 105


17 Subsection C says I can file counter-affidavits up to


18 the time of hearing and I did that.


19            So I don't think I violated anyone and I


20 tried -- I sent a message to everybody that if anybody


21 objects, they want more time to review, they want more


22 time to respond, we have no objection.  And I also --


23 counsel suggested the reason why Mr. Dulberg is here


24 because if the Court wants to examine him as to the
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1 affidavit, he's more than willing to answer questions


2 of the Court.


3        THE COURT:  This is not an evidentiary hearing.


4        MR. TALARICO:  You're right, Your Honor.  I just


5 made that option.


6        THE COURT:  The other question I asked you, and,


7 again, you focused exclusively on this 11th hour


8 affidavit, which only addresses the effectiveness of


9 the release, I want to make sure that you've had the


10 opportunity to address today, if you choose, because I


11 didn't see anything really in your brief that addresses


12 why the draft agreement attached as Exhibit 6B to the


13 complaint would be enforceable?


14        MR. TALARICO:  Why it wouldn't be enforceable?


15 Is that what you said?  I'm sorry.


16        THE COURT:  Why it would be enforceable because


17 that's your claim.  Count 5 is for breach of contract.


18        MR. TALARICO:  Yes, Judge.


19        THE COURT:  The breach that you claim in


20 Paragraph 106 is that Defendant breached the contract


21 by not following the terms regarding amending the


22 contract, but the only amendments that you cite are the


23 changes between Exhibit 6B and Exhibit 11.  So for


24 there to possibly be a breach of contract, Exhibit 6B
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1 must have been enforceable, otherwise you can't


2 possibly have a claim for its breach.  And Ms. Tinajero


3 on behalf of Allstate has argued in the motion and the


4 reply that because Exhibit B was unsigned it was not


5 enforceable.


6        THE COURT:  Judge, Exhibit B was the only exhibit


7 permitted by the bankruptcy court.  It was presented to


8 the bankruptcy judge as unsigned and the bankruptcy


9 judge, Judge Lynch, said to the trustee "sign the


10 contract and you can go forward."  Trustee never signed


11 it.  They refused to sign -- They didn't actually


12 refuse to sign it, but he didn't.  Then another


13 contract appeared.


14            One of the things we said, Judge, is that


15 this matter -- this binding mediation agreement had


16 been already presented to the trial court judge maybe


17 6 months before.  So there's all of these issues of


18 what's the valid contract, names are changing from the


19 Defendant being liable, the contract now says a


20 relative of the Dulbergs is liable to Paul, but there's


21 a person, David Dulberg, he exists.


22            Again, the bankruptcy judge saw an unsigned


23 contract and told and instructed his trustee to sign


24 it.
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1            We have an enforceable contract, I believe.


2 And I think that the fact that all of these things were


3 done -- and forgive me, Judge, because I don't practice


4 bankruptcy -- but in violation of the stay that had


5 been in effect that whole time.  I think that with all


6 of those issues I should be allowed as representative


7 of the Plaintiff to do some discovery upon to see


8 really what the truth of the matter is, we've had


9 allegations back and forth.


10        THE COURT:  You said that the bankruptcy court


11 directed the trustee to sign the agreement.  So what


12 possible relevance can any prior alleged violations of


13 the stay have to do with Allstate's liability under any


14 contract?


15        MR. TALARICO:  Judge, the terms of the contract,


16 we say that the signed contract is a contract.  The


17 terms of the contract as accepted and signed by all the


18 parties were -- when I say parties I mean Dulberg


19 denies he signed it, but, anyway, the terms of the


20 contract are sufficient, they say that the breach is


21 that they changed the terms of the contract from the


22 contract they presented to the Court; that the plain


23 language of the contract says if you do this you have


24 to do it, you have to submit hard copies, you have to
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1 do it in advance, I think it's 2 weeks, you have to get


2 permission by the ADR.  None of that was done.  And


3 both Baudin and the attorney for Allstate were


4 participants in that.  So I believe that's a breach of


5 contract.


6        THE COURT:  Mr. Talarico, that assumes that the


7 unsigned contract was enforceable.  What factual or


8 legal support do you have for that proposition because


9 I saw not a single case cited in your brief at all?


10 And the extensive factual recitation appears completely


11 irrelevant.  So what did you point me to that I


12 overlooked in your brief that provides factual or legal


13 support for the proposition that the unsigned contract


14 is enforceable?


15        MR. TALARICO:  Judge, I will rest now.  I said


16 what I have to say.  What I pointed you to was the fact


17 that the only contract empowered was the unsigned one.


18 So I'm going to stay on that and I'm finished talking.


19 Thank you, Judge.


20        THE COURT:  Thank you, Mr. Talarico.


21            Ms. Tinajero, if you wish?


22 FURTHER ARGUMENT


23 BY MS. TINAJERO:


24            Judge, just briefly.  I will say as to the


Page 14


Veritext Legal Solutions


www.veritext.com 888-391-3376


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 582 of 915







Exhibit AR
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-09-25_MyVeritext Batch Download - 6099461 - Monday, September 25, 2023 12_20 PM/6099461-1 (1)_PDFTran.pdf


1 counter-affidavit that was filed this morning, or at


2 least a courtesy copy of which we only received this


3 morning, it's Allstate's position it should be


4 stricken.


5            A briefing schedule was entered in this case.


6 Dulberg, Plaintiff's counsel received an extension of


7 time to file his response.  But, more importantly,


8 procedural matters aside, all the information contained


9 in the counter-affidavit it doesn't create a genuine


10 issue of material fact as to Allstate's breach of an


11 unsigned agreement:


12            Any representations that the Baudin


13 Defendants made or the Olsen Defendants made to Dulberg


14 in the course of the binding mediation proceedings, any


15 execution of the binding mediation agreement or in


16 Dulberg's execution of the release have no bearing on


17 the specific claim against Allstate here, which is


18 breach of an unsigned contract.  That's all, Your


19 Honor.


20        MR. TALARICO:  Your Honor, may I respond?


21        THE COURT:  You had a full opportunity to argue,


22 Mr. Talarico, but in the interest of making a complete


23 record, what did you wish to say, bearing in mind that


24 Ms. Tinajero will have the last word?
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1 FURTHER ARGUMENT


2 BY MR. TALARICO:


3            Yes.  I'm repeating myself but --


4        THE COURT:  Then why are you taking everybody's


5 time if all you're going to do is repeat yourself?


6        MR. TALARICO:  One sentence, Judge, will be all I


7 want.


8            I'm allowed to do that pursuant to 735 ILCS


9 5/2-1005(c).  Thank you, Judge.


10        THE COURT:  All right.  You did, indeed, repeat


11 yourself, but I suppose if you wanted to say that a


12 second time for the record, fine.


13 COURT'S RULING


14 ON THE M0TION:


15            Plaintiff's counsel is correct, Section 2


16 1005 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, 735 ILCS


17 5/2-1005, Subparagraph (c), does permit an opposing


18 party to, quote, prior to or at the time of the hearing


19 on the motion file counter-affidavits, unquote.


20            I remain unconvinced of the wisdom of that


21 provision of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, but


22 there's nothing unconstitutional about it and judges


23 don't ignore or overlook a statute simply because they


24 can't understand why in the world that would be the
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1 law.  So, yes, there is nothing procedurally improper


2 about launching an affidavit at the opposing parties


3 and the Court hours before a hearing on a fully briefed


4 Motion For Summary Judgment.  So I have received the


5 affidavit.


6            The affidavit, as I said, essentially seeks


7 to lay ground work for a claim of duress in executing


8 the release.  I don't see anything about duress by


9 Allstate and I don't see anything in the affidavit, nor


10 have I heard anything in counsel's argument today, that


11 would suggest that Allstate was not entitled to rely on


12 the release, but the release issue is only one of the


13 arguments that Allstate makes in support of its Motion


14 For Summary Judgment.


15            Even if I were to find that there were an


16 issue of material fact as to the enforceability of the


17 release, Allstate is entitled to summary judgment on


18 Count 5 of the complaint as pled because the only


19 breach of contract that the Plaintiff alleges is


20 failure to follow, quote, the terms regarding amending


21 the contract.  But the only amendments of the contract


22 that the Plaintiff identifies are changes from an


23 unsigned version of the contract to the final signed


24 version of the contract.
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1            The Plaintiff provides no authority to


2 support the proposition that the unsigned contract was


3 binding on Allstate or anyone else.  And if the


4 contract, itself, was not binding, definitionally the


5 terms regarding amending the contract, quote, unquote,


6 cannot have been bind.  There is no other breach pled.


7 So Allstate ask entitled to summary judgment.


8            In addition, even if hypothetically, because


9 I understand Mr. Talarico's point, that the unsigned


10 version of the contract was the version presented to


11 the bankruptcy judge in advance, even if theoretically


12 there might be some potential claim for hoodwinking the


13 bankruptcy judge, or something like that, I don't know


14 what it would be, even if hoodwinking the bankruptcy


15 judge, quote, unquote, were a basis for finding a


16 contract enforceable, even so the breaches that the


17 Plaintiff claims did not cause any injury.


18            Mr. Talarico notes that there were a few


19 changes and one does appear to have introduced a


20 typographical error in terms of the individual who


21 would be responsible to the Plaintiff, but both


22 contracts, the unsigned and the signed, were identical


23 as far as Allstate's obligation and there is no


24 suggestion, there is not even any suggestion, let alone
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1 an issue of material fact that Allstate paid the full


2 amount that it was obligated to pay under either


3 version of the contract.


4            So Allstate is entitled to summary judgment


5 not only on the grounds that there was no breach, but,


6 even if there were a breach, there was no injury.


7            The motion for summary judgment is granted in


8 its entirety.


9            And the parties will have to remind me, I


10 don't believe there are any other parties remaining,


11 but, perhaps, I'm overlooking someone.


12            Mr. Talarico, to your knowledge are there any


13 other party defendants remaining in the case?


14        MR. TALARICO:  Not at this moment, Your Honor.


15 There are no more, you've already released everyone.


16        THE COURT:  Okay.  So then today's order will be


17 final and appealable.


18            Ms. Tinajero, I'll ask you to draft a short


19 written order.  It doesn't need to say anything more


20 than that the parties appearing on Allstate's Motion


21 For Summary Judgment, Court having heard argument of


22 both sides, having considered all briefs and all


23 exhibits, including the recent affidavit by Plaintiff


24 Paul Dulberg grants summary judgment for the reasons
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1 stated on the record.  This is a final and appealable


2 order.


3            Thank you, everybody.  Have a good day.


4 We're in recess.


5        MS. TINAJERO:  Thank you, Judge.


6        MR. TALARICO:  Thank you, Your Honor.


7      (Whereupon the hearing concluded at 11:40 a.m.)


8
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1 REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE


2


3 I, CONNIE L. JAMES, CSR No. 084.002510,


4 Certified Shorthand Reporter, certify:


5


6      That the foregoing proceedings were taken before


7 me at the time and place therein set forth;


8      That all statements made at the time of the


9 hearing were recorded stenographically by me and were


10 thereafter transcribed;


11      That the foregoing is a true and correct


12 transcript of my shorthand notes so taken;


13      I further certify that I am not a relative


14 or employee of any attorney of the parties, nor


15 financially interested in the action.


16      I declare under penalty of perjury under the Laws


17 of Illinois that the foregoing is true and correct.


18      Dated this 25th day of September, 2023.


19                   <%27558,Signature%>


20                     CONNIE L. JAMES, CSR No. 084.002510


21


22


23


24
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Date : 10/11/2023 10:33:57 AM


From : "Paul Dulberg" 


To : "Law Office Of Alphonse Talarico" 


Cc : "Tom Kost" 


BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 


Subject : Re: Are these 4 Illinois Circuit Court Orders Appealable ? Does the Judge's 


incorrect conclusion on the record have any affect?


Dear Mr Talarico,


What party the �potential conflict� with?


Paul


On Oct 11, 2023, at 10:30 AM, Alphonse Talarico 


<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:


Gentlemen,


This is the email I had referenced this morning.


Sincerely,


Alphonse A. Talarico


3128081410


3126081410


From: Timothy J. Storm <tjs@law-storm.com>


Sent: Tuesday, October 10, 2023 8:29 AM


To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


Subject: Re: Are these 4 Illinois Circuit Court Orders Appealable ? Does the Judge's 


incorrect conclusion on the record have any affect?


Mr. Talarico:


Because of a potential conflict situation, I would not be in a position to offer any opinion with respect 


to the referenced matter.


TJS


Timothy J. Storm


Law Office of Timothy J. Storm


Suite 200


777 Lake Zurich Road


Barrington, Illinois  60010


847-526-6300


www.stormappellatelaw.com


Author of
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Illinois Appellate Practice Manual


Illinois Civil Litigation Guide


Courtroom Handbook on Illinois Evidence


EMAIL COMMUNICATION DOES NOT ESTABLISH AN ATTORNEY-CLIENT RELATIONSHIP. 


This firm may be retained, and will accept professional responsibility for a matter, 


only with a fully-executed written retention agreement.


-----------------------------------------------------------------------


The information contained in this message may be protected by the attorney-client 


and/or the attorney work product privilege. It is intended only for the use of the 


individual named above and the privileges are not waived by virtue of this message 


having been sent via email transmission. If the person actually receiving this email or 


any other reader of this email is not the named recipient (or the employee or agent 


responsible to deliver it to the named recipient), any use, dissemination, distribution, or 


copying of this communication is strictly prohibited.


On Mon, Oct 9, 2023 at 10:29 AM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> 


wrote:


Re: 2022 L 10905 Dulberg V Baudin et al


Dear Attorney Strom, 


I am in the middle of watching your ISBA Civil Appeal Basics "When is an Illinois 


Circuit Court Order Appealable?" but


I cannot determine which of the 3 of 4 attached orders are appealable


The first order entered on May 25, 2023 is clearly appealable and I have appealed 


1-23�1142 but my Appellants' Brief is due on October 12, 2023.


The second order of May 25, 2023 is in question the Complaint was dismissed 


without prejudice.


The third order dated August 29, 2023 is in question because the Attorney for 


these Defendants said he did not want final and appealable language until the 


Allstate Defendants Motion was ruled upon .


The fourth order dated September 21, 2023  is in question based on the language 


of the order missing "and there is no just reason or cause to delay the 


enforcement of this order."


Add to the above the statements made as stated on the Report of Proceedings 


for September 21, 2023 page 1ine 9 to 17 where, when I was asked what i 


remember about the other parties and I responded incorrectly because I had 


forgotten about Defendant ADR Systems and the Judge said on the record that 


"Okay. So then today's order will be final and appealable" 


Please help!
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Your anticipated cooperation is greatly appreciated,


Alphonse A. Talarico


3128081410


3126081410
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T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Retainer - Multiple cases
1 message


Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> Tue, Sep 26, 2023 at 8:08 AM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Dear Mr Talarico,


Today I have mailed you a check in the amount of $10,000.00 as a retainer for the multiple upcoming cases we are to
file.


The cases are based on but not limited to the following subjects:
Fraud on the court
Civil rights violations
Reopening the bankruptcy
Etc…


This in no way stops your continued representation in any of the other cases (and their various appeals) that you were
previously retained for but rather is an addition of new cases that will be filed and added to the current cases you
currently are retained for..


Thank you,
Paul


Gmail - Retainer - Multiple cases https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...


1 of 1 12/27/2023, 11:49 AM


M Gmail 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG, THE PAUL DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST, 


 Plaintiffs, 


v. 


KELLY N. BAUDIN A/K/A BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 


ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 


OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, 


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/K/A 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF 


ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC 


A/K/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., 


JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 


CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/K/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, 


RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/K/A 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 


LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 


COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 


PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE 


COMPANY, 


Defendants. 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) Case No. 2022 L 010905 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


)  


) 


) 


)  


) 


) 


)  


) 


) 


)  


) 


) 


)  


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 


DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC�S 


REQUEST FOR STATUS  


On May 25, 2023, the Court granted Defendant ADR Systems of America, L.L.C.�s Section 


2-615 Motion to Dismiss.  However, the Court�s dismissal was without prejudice. See May 25,


2023 Order, attached as Exhibit A. Since that time, the Court has granted the remaining 


Defendants� various motions to dismiss or for summary judgment with prejudice. ADR requests 


FILED
10/11/2023 10:14 AM
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ
CIRCUIT CLERK
COOK COUNTY, IL
2022L010905
Calendar, U
24734151
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Hearing Date: 10/31/2023 9:45 AM - 9:50 AM
Location: <<CourtRoomNumber>>
Judge: Calendar, U
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that the Court conduct a status conference for the purpose of determining whether Plaintiffs intend 


to file an Amended Complaint as to ADR (noting that it remains ADR�s position that no set of 


facts exist by which Plaintiffs could state a viable claim against ADR). If Plaintiffs intend to file 


an Amended Complaint, ADR asks the Court to schedule a brief period of time for them to do so. 


If Plaintiffs do not intend to file an Amended Complaint, ADR asks the Court enter an Order 


dismissing the claim against ADR with prejudice. 


     Respectfully submitted: 


     ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, L.L.C.


By: /s/ Robert A. Chapman     


     One of Its Attorneys 


Robert A. Chapman 


CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP    


190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850   


Chicago, Illinois 60603 


(312) 606-8752 


rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 


wdickmann@chapmanspingola.com 


Firm I.D. No. 29411 
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EXHIBIT A
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL DULBERG ) 
REVOCABLE TRUST, ) 


Plaintiffs, 


V. 


KELLY N. BAU DIN a/k/a Baudin & Baudin, 
Baudin & Baud in, an Association of Attorneys. 
Law Offices of Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & 
Baudin Law Offices, et al. 


Defendants. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


ORDER 


Case No. 2022 L 010905 


This matter coming before the Court for hearing on Defendant ADR Systems of America, 
L.L.C. ·s Section 2-615 Motion to Dismiss. the parties being present, and the Court being duly 
advised in the premises, 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 


I. For the reasons stated on the record. Defendant ADR Systems' Motion to Dismiss is 
granted and Plaintiffs· Complaint is dismissed without prejudice; 


2. This matter as to ADR is continued for status to July 31, 2023 at 9:45 a.m. 


By:------------


Robert A. Chapman 
CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP 
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 606-8752 
rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 
wdickmann@chapmanspingola.com 
r:irm I.D. No. 29411 
Counse/fc)r Defendant A DR Systems uf America, L. l. C. 


Hon. Michael Otto 


Judge Michael F. Otto 


MAY 2 5 2023 


Circuit Court - 2065 
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil 


Procedure, I, Robert A. Chapman, an attorney, hereby certify that on October 11, 2023, I caused 


the foregoing (i) to be filed electronically using the Odyssey eFileIL system and (ii) to be served 


on counsel of record through the Odyssey eFileIL system, if registered, and by PDF/email at the 


following addresses: 


Alphonse A. Talarico  


Law Offices of Alphonse Talarico  


707 Skokie Blvd., Suite 600  


Northbrook, IL 60084  


FoQtDFt#ODwoIIiFeoIDOShoQVetDODUiFo�FoP


George J. Manos  


Jason W. Jochum  


LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, 


LLP 


550 W. Adams Street, Suite 300  


Chicago, Illinois 60661  


George.Manos@lewisbrisbois.com  


Jason.Jochum@lewisbrisbois.com 


Zachary.McGourty@lewisbrisbois.com 


Christine V. Anto 


Michelle E. Tinajero 


Amundsen Davis, LLC 


150 N. Michigan Ave., Suite 3300 


Chicago, IL 60601 


canto@amundsendavislaw.com 


mtinajero@amundsendavislaw.com 


Jschuth@amundsendavislaw.com 


Jeremy N. Boeder 


Tribler Orpett & Meyer, P.C. 


225 W. Washington Street, Suite 2550 


Chicago, IL 60606 


jnboeder@tribler.com 


docket@tribler.com 


 /s/ Robert A. Chapman   
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Date : 10/31/2023 12:40:32 PM


From : "Paul Dulberg" 


To : "Alphonse Talarico" 


Cc : "Tom Kost" 


BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 


Subject : Kangaroo court order issued today in Baudin, Olsen, ADR, Allstate case


Dear Mr Talarico,


If I understand you correctly from our phone conversation;


1. Judge Otto and the cook county circuit court lost jurisdiction to have any more hearing in the case because we had 


already filled for appeal.


2. We filed for the appeal after ADR filed this motion to clarify but before the motion to clarify was heard.


3. Motions to clarify orders do not stay the date to file the appeal.


4. Only motions challenging court orders stay appeal proceedings.


If I got anything wrong in what I understood from our phone conversation or if I missed anything please let me 


know.


Please send me a copy of the Kangaroo court order issued today by Mr Otto who just played Judge in a kangaroo 


court because he has no jurisdiction.


A more detailed explanation of what happened and what we can or need to do would be appreciated as well.


Thanks,


Paul
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Hearing Date: 12/12/2023 9:45 AM - 9:50 AM 
Location: <<CourtRoomNumber>> 
Judge: Calendar, U 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL ) 
DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST, ) 


) 
Plaintiffs, ) 


) Case No. 2022 L 010905 
V. ) 


) Honorable Michael F. Otto 
KELLY N. BAUDIN a/k/a BAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ) CalendarU 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW ) 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, ) 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES; ) 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II a/k/a ) 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ) 
ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF ) 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN LAW OFFICES; KELRAN, INC ) 
a/k/a THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd.; ) 
JOSEPH DA YID OLSEN a/k/a Y ALDEN, ) 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES; ) 
CRAIG A WILLETTE a/k/a Y ALDEN, ) 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES; ) 
RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II a/k/a Y ALDEN, ) 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES; ) 
ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ) 
ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL ) 
SERVICES; and ALLSTATE PROPERTY ) 
AND CASUALTY INSURANCE ) 
COMPANY, ) 


) 
Defendants. ) 


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC'S 
PETITION FOR SANCTIONS UNDER RULE 137 


FILED 
11/17/2023 3:45 PM 
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ 
CIRCUIT CLERK 
COOK COUNTY, IL 
2022L010905 
Calendar, U 
25265770 


Defendant ADR Systems of America, LLC ("ADR"), for its Petition pursuant to Illinois 


Supreme Court 13 7 against Plaintiffs Paul Dulberg and the Paul Dulberg Revocable Trust 


(collectively, "Dulberg") and their attorney Alphonse A. Talarico ("Mr. Talarico"), states as 


follows: 
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INTRODUCTION 


This Court dismissed with prejudice Dulberg's claim against ADR set forth in "Count 4" of 


his Complaint on October 31, 2023. 


ADR appreciates the Court's reluctance to issue sanctions. Accusations of frivolous pleading 


are often levied simply because a defendant obtains the dismissal of a claim. There are, however, 


those occasions where a party so clearly pursues a claim that is objectively without basis, while 


ignoring a warning that the party should cease pursuing that frivolous claim, that the Court must 


take action under Rule 137 as a means to protect the party subjected to that claim and the judicial 


system whose resources are wasted by having to address that claim. 


Here, Dulberg contended that ADR somehow wronged him by having one of its neutrals 


(the Hon. James Etchingham (ret.)) preside over a binding mediation in December 2016 that not 


only was approved by the United States Bankruptcy Court, but also resulted in a substantial gain to 


Dulberg. Dulberg then waited six years before filing this lawsuit against various defendants, 


including ADR. To this date, Dulberg's claim against ADR remains incomprehensible. 


In response to the lawsuit and before filing a responsive pleading, counsel for ADR sent a 


letter to Dulberg's attorney, Mr. Talarico, setting forth in detail why Dulberg's claim against ADR 


was without a good faith basis as a matter of fact and as a matter oflaw. ADR warned Mr. Talarico 


that ADR would seek sanctions if Dulberg did not dismiss its claim against ADR. Dulberg and Mr. 


Talarico ignored this warning, forcing ADR to pursue its motion to dismiss to resolution. 


Recognizing the meritless nature of the claim against ADR, the Court dismissed it but allowed 


Dulberg an attempt to amend. Ultimately, because Dulberg and Mr. Talarico never sought to file an 


Amended Complaint, ADR had to incur additional fees to request the Court dismiss that claim with 


prejudice, which the Court did on October 31, 2023. 
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Dulberg and Mr. Talarico had no factual or legal basis for seeking relief against ADR and 


knew the risk they were taking when they moved forward. The situation in which Dulberg and Mr. 


Talarico find themselves is one of their own making that could and should have been avoided. 


The Court should enter an Order finding that Dulberg and Mr. Talarico violated Rule 137. 


Upon that finding, ADR will submit an appropriate declaration in support of its request for the 


reimbursement of fees and costs ADR incurred defending this action, including fees it has incurred 


in seeking sanctions by this motion. 


FACTS SUPPORTING THE ISSUANCE OF SANCTIONS 


A. ADR Presides Over a Binding Mediation Approved by the United States Bankruptcy 
Court and Dulberg Accepts the Benefits of that Mediation 


1. ADR, based in Chicago, provides alternative dispute resolution services, which 


include arbitrations and mediations. 


2. The gist of Dulberg's Complaint arose from his personal bankruptcy filed in the 


United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Illinois (Case No. 14-83578). It appears 


that Dulberg is unhappy that Defendant Joseph Olsen (the "Trustee"), who served as the bankruptcy 


trustee overseeing Dulberg's personal bankruptcy, agreed to the recommendation of the Bankruptcy 


Court-approved special counsel, the Baudin Law Group, to participate in a binding mediation held 


at ADR in December 2016 with Allstate Insurance concerning a personal injury claim the trustee 


controlled (Dulberg v. Gagnon) ("Dulberg' s Injury Claim"). (See Dulberg Comp., Exhibit A hereto, 


at Exhibit 7.) 


3. In an October 31, 2016 hearing, the Bankruptcy Court approved (i) the proposal to 


hold a binding mediation of Dulberg's Injury Claim, (ii) that this mediation would be subject to a 


$50,000-$300,000 (reflecting the applicable insurance policy limit) high/low agreement, and 


(iii) that the mediator who would preside over the binding mediation would not be made aware of 
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that high/low agreement. (Dulberg Compl. at Exhibit 6A (October 31, 2016 Transcript of 


Proceedings), pp. 2-5.) 


4. The Bankruptcy Court approved the submission of the claim to binding mediation 


before ADR. ADR played no role in the bankruptcy proceedings. (Id. at Exhibit 8 ("Joseph D. Olsen, 


Trustee herein, is authorized to enter into a 'Binding Mediation Agreement' as described in the 


Trustee's Motion, and the Trustee may execute such documents as are necessary to accomplish the 


matters set forth herein.").) 


5. On December 8, 2016, the parties, including Dulberg, participated in the binding 


mediation at ADR before the Honorable James Etchingham (ret.). (Id., 57.) 


6. Prior to that binding mediation, the attorneys for the parties and Dulberg executed a 


Binding Mediation Agreement. (Id. at Exhibit 11.) That agreement reflects the "high/low" 


agreement that the Bankruptcy Court approved. 


7. On December 12, 2016, Judge Etchingham rendered an award in Dulberg's favor of 


$561,000. The issuance of the award terminated ADR's involvement in the proceeding. (Id., 64 


and Exhibit 10.) 


8. In or about April 2017, the Trustee sought approval for the distribution to various 


attorneys and creditors from the proceeds received as a result of the binding mediation. The 


Trustee's request also included a distribution to Dulberg of more than $117,000. The Bankruptcy 


Court approved the distribution, and it appears Dulberg accepted his $117,000 without objection to 


the Bankruptcy Court. (See ADR Motion to Dismiss, Exhibit B hereto, p. 4.) 


9. Six years later, Dulberg instituted this lawsuit, complaining that his lawyers forced 


him into binding mediation against his will. 
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10. Without commenting on the validity of the claims against the other parties, which 


the Court dismissed with prejudice, Dulberg's claim against ADR set forth in "Count 4" is (and has 


always been) unfounded in fact or law. 


11. Dulberg admitted in his Complaint that "there was a valid and enforceable contract" 


between Dulberg, Allstate, and ADR. (Dulberg Compl., 94.) 


12. Apparently, there was an unsigned and undated draft of a Binding Mediation 


Agreement that the Trustee submitted to the Bankruptcy Court as part of his motion seeking 


approval to submit the matter to binding mediation. (Id., 95.) Dulberg did not allege that this draft 


constituted a "valid and enforceable contract." 


13. According to Dulberg, "Major terms within the two agreements were changed." (Id. 


, 96.) Dulberg never offered an explanation as to the alleged relevance of the cited terms. (See, e.g., 


notifications, "Language under Parties B; "who is liable to plaintiff'; ADR's fee schedule, ADR's 


"Fee Schedule boxed information"; "page 6 section v number 5".) 


14. Dulberg then alleged that ADR breached the Binding Mediation Agreement by not 


following the terms regarding amending the contract. However, Dulberg, by his own allegations, 


admitted that the only enforceable contract to which ADR was a party is the one the parties signed. 


(Dulberg Compl. at Exhibit 11.) 


15. Dulberg then asserted in perplexing fashion that "Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury 


in an amount in excess of $261,000 because the contract under the changed terms should not be 


allowed to regulate the procedure." (Id., 100.) 


16. Dulberg's Complaint admitted (i) the enforceable contract to which ADR is a party 


is the Binding Mediation Agreement embodied in Exhibit 11 to the Complaint; (ii) a binding 


mediation dispute was presented to ADR for resolution; (iii) Dulberg attended the binding 
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mediation; and (iv) Judge Etchingham rendered an award consistent with the terms of the Binding 


Mediation Agreement, which the parties accepted. 


17. ADR was not a party to the draft agreement that the Trustee attached to his motion, 


and the Complaint lacked any allegation that ADR engaged in any material breach of the executed 


Binding Mediation Agreement. 


B. ADR Notifies Dulberg and its Counsel, Mr. Talarico, that Count 4 Violates Rule 137 
because it Has No Basis in Fact or Law 


19. On January 31, 2023, ADR, through its counsel, sent a two-page letter to Mr. Talarico 


stating the many reasons why Count 4 was neither well-grounded in fact nor warranted by existing 


law and, as such, why it served no legitimate purpose. (See Exhibit C.) 


20. ADR demanded that Dulberg immediately withdraw the Complaint against ADR. 


ADR further warned Dulberg and its counsel that if they did not do so, ADR would seek Rule 137 


sanctions. 


C. The Court Dismisses Count 4 without Prejudice, and Dulberg Does Not Attempt to File 
an Amended Complaint 


21. Dulberg and its counsel ignored this warning and their obligations under Rule 137. 


22. As such, on February 24, 2023, ADR was forced to file a Section 2-615 Motion to 


Dismiss. (See Exhibit B (without exhibits).) 


23. Beyond the fact that Count 4 made no sense, Count 4 failed as to ADR because a 


valid breach of contract claim must identify the specific contractual provision at issue and the 


conduct constituting a breach thereof. See Babbitt Muns., Inc. v. Health Care Serv. Corp., 2016 IL 


App (1st) 152662, ,r 15 (affirming dismissal of breach of contract claim). 


24. On April 25, 2023, on Dulberg's behalf, Mr. Talarico filed a four-page Response, 


which made no serious attempt to address the gross factual and legal deficiencies in Count 4. (See 


Exhibit D.) 
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25. On May 9, 2023, ADR filed its Reply in support of its Motion to Dismiss, which 


reviewed why Dulberg's Response was inadequate or simply made no sense. (Exhibit E.) 


26. The Court held a hearing on ADR's Motion to Dismiss on May 25, 2023, and 


dismissed Count 4 without prejudice. (See Exhibit F.) 


27. 


28. 


Thereafter, Dulberg did not seek to file an Amended Complaint. 


On October 11, 2023, in light of Dulberg's failure to file an Amended Complaint, 


ADR filed a Motion for Status Conference, which was heard on October 31, 2023. Mr. Talarico did 


not attend that hearing. The Court entered an Order dismissing Dulberg's claims against ADR with 


prejudice. (See Exhibit G.) 


ARGUMENT 


I. Rule 137 Sanctions Are Appropriate because Dulberg Did Not Have any Legitimate 
Basis for Filing Count 4 


Illinois Supreme Court Rule 13 7 requires the signature of an attorney on "[ e ]very pleading." 


Ill. S. Ct. R. 137(a). The signature constitutes a certificate that, to the best of the signer's 


"knowledge, information, and belief formed after reasonable inquiry," the pleading is "well 


grounded in fact and is warranted by existing law or a good-faith argument for the extension, 


modification, or reversal of existing law, and that it is not interposed for any improper purpose, such 


as to harass or to cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation." Id. Where 


that good faith and reasonable basis to support the pleading is lacking, Rule 137 allows a court to 


impose sanctions on both the attorney and the represented party. Id. "The purpose of the rule is to 


prevent a litigant from abusing the judicial process by penalizing the party who brings a vexatious 


or harassing action without a sufficient legal or factual foundation." Marvel of Ill., Inc. v. Marvel 


Contaminant Control Indus., Inc., 318 Ill. App. 3d 856, 867 (2d Dist. 2001) (internal quotation and 


citation omitted). 
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Further, "[a]n attorney has an obligation to promptly dismiss a lawsuit once it becomes 


evident that it is baseless." Baker v. Daniel S. Berger, Ltd., 323 Ill. App. 3d 956,964 (1st Dist. 2001) 


(internal quotation and citation omitted). Sanctions are warranted under Rule 137 when counsel fails 


to do so. See id. at 962 (holding trial court abused its discretion when it failed to sanction counsel 


that filed and then failed to dismiss frivolous declaratory judgment complaint). 


While one could fairly assert that Dulberg's entire Complaint violated Rule 137, there can 


be no doubt that Count 4 against ADR is precisely the type of claim Rule 137 is aimed to prevent. 


Here, Dulberg and its counsel, Mr. Talarico, had no reasonable (or legitimate) basis in law or fact 


for pursuing Count4 against ADR. At no time could they come close to satisfying the most basic 


elements of a contract claim-namely, what provision of the Mediation Agreement ADR breached 


and why that breach was responsible for any damages to Dulberg. 


Sanctions are warranted here, especially in light of the warning that was provided to Dulberg 


and Mr. Talarico that it should not proceed against ADR and Dulberg and Mr. Talarico's inability, 


both in Dulberg's Response and during the hearing on the Motion to Dismiss, to articulate any 


logical basis under Illinois law for bringing a claim against ADR. 


II. As an Appropriate Sanction, the Court Should Order Dulberg and Mr. Talarico to Pay 
ADR the Attorneys' Fees and Costs it Incurred in Moving to Dismiss Count 4 and in 
Seeking Rule 137 Sanctions 


Rule 137 allows a party to recover the attorneys' fees and costs it incurred because of the 


sanctionable pleading. Robertson v. Calcagno, 333 Ill. App. 3d 1022, 1028 (1st Dist. 2002); see also 


Ill. S. Ct. R. 137(a). A party may also recover the attorneys' fees it incurs in prosecuting a motion 


for sanctions. Id. As an appropriate sanction under Rule 137, the Court should award ADR not only 


the attorneys' fees and costs it incurred in obtaining the dismissal of Count 4, but also the additional 


attorneys' fees ADR incurs in seeking relief under Rule 137. 
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WHEREFORE, ADR Systems respectfully requests that the Court grant this Petition, find 


that Plaintiffs and their counsel, Mr. Talarico, violated Illinois Supreme Court Rule 137, and find 


that ADR is entitled to an award of the attorneys' fees and costs it incurred in dismissing Count 4 


of the Complaint and in seeking sanctions under Rule 13 7 and grant such other and further relief as 


the Court deems appropriate. Upon the entry of such an Order, ADR will submit an appropriate 


declaration setting forth its fees and costs. 


Dated: November 17, 2023 


Robert A. Chapman 
Shannon T. Knight 
CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP 
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3 850 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 630-9202 (Telephone) 
(312) 630-9233 (Facsimile) 
rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 
sknight@chapmanspingola.com 
Firm ID No. 29411 


Respectfully submitted, 


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC 


By: Isl Robert A. Chapman 
One of its Attorneys 


9 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 616 of 915







Exhibit AW
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-11-17_ADR Motion for Rule 137 Sanctions.pdf


IC) 
0 
0) 
0 


§ 
N 


N 


:::!!; 
a. 
IC) 


""'" <'> 
(") 
N 
0 


.... -­.... .... 
u..i 


Cl 
w 
....I 
u::: 


VERIFICATION 


I, Robert A. Chapman, an attorney for Defendant ADR Systems of America, LLC, depose 


and aver, pursuant to 735 ILCS 511-109, that I have read ADR's Petition for Sanctions under Rule 


137 and that the statements contained therein are true and correct to the best ofmy knowledge. 


Isl Robert A. Chapman 
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EXHIBIT A 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND 
THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE 
TRUST 


) 
) 
) 


FILED 
12/8/2022 3:50 PM 
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ 
CIRCUIT CLERK 
COOK COUNTY, IL 
2022L010905 
Calendar, R 
20609010 


) 2022L010905 
Plaintiffs, 


vs. 


KELLYN. BAUDIN A/K/ABAUDIN & 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUD IN & BAUD IN LAW OFFICES, 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUD IN II A/Kl A 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 
AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 
BAUDIN & BAUD IN LAW OFFICES, 
KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW 
GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, 
A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 
LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, 
A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 
LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II, 
A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 
LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF 
AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE 
PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE 
COMPANY 


Defendants. 


) CASE NO. _____ _ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


PLAINTIFFS' COMPLAINT AT LAW 
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LO 


0 


§ 
N 


N 


Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST, by and through their attorney, Alphonse A. Talarico, for their Complaint 


against Defendants, KELLY N. BAUDIN NK/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN 


AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II NK/A BAUDIN & BAUDIN, 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC NK/A THE BAUDIN 


LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, NK/A Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 


LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, NK/A Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II, NK/ A Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES, 


ALLSTATE INSURANCE COMPANY, states as follows: 


NATURE OF THE CASE 


1. This is an action against Defendants KELLY N. BAUD IN NK/ A BAUD IN & BAUD IN, 


BAUDIN & BAUD IN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUD IN 


& BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II NK/A 


BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW 


OFFICES OF BAUD IN & BAUDIN, BAUD IN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC 


NK/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., for LEGAL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED 


ON THE ATTORNEYS' BREACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY (FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION). 
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LO 
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§ 
N 


N 


2. This is an action against Defendants JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/KIA YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II, A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, for LEGAL MALPRACTICE PREDICATED ON THE 


ATTORNEYS' BREACH OF THEIR FIDUCIARY DUTY (FRAUDULENT 


MISREPRESENTATION). 


3. This is an action against Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED 


NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES for BREACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT. 


4. This is an action against Defendant ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY 


INSURANCE COMP ANY for BREACH OF A WRITTEN CONTRACT. 


PARTIES 


5. Plaintiffs are PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST. Paul R. Dulberg is an Illinois resident whose 


address is 4606 Hayden Court, McHenry Illinois 60051. The Paul R. Revocable Trust of 


which Paul R. Dulberg and Thomas W. Kost are Co-Trustees is an Illinois Revocable 


Thrust whose address is 4606 Hayden Court, McHenry Illinois 60051. 


6. Defendants are: 


A) KELLY N. BAUDIN is an Illinois resident and Attorney with a registered address of 304 S. 


McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014. She is also the President and Agent for Co­


Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illinois Domestic Corporation whose address is 304 S. McHenry 
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Avenue, Crystal lake, Illinois 60014 and does business under the Assumed Name of THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


B) WILLIAM RANDAL BAUD IN II is an Illinois resident and Attorney with a registered 


address of 304 S. McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014. He is also the Secretary for 


Co-Defendant KELRAN, INC. an Illinois Domestic Corporation whose address is 304 S. 


McHenry Avenue, Crystal lake, Illinois 60014 and does business under the Assumed Name of 


THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


C) KELRAN INC. NK/A THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., is an Illinois Domestic 


Company with an assumed name of THE BAUD IN LAW GROUP, LTD. With an address of 


304 South McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014, and Registered Agent Kelly N. 


Baudin 304 South McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014. 


D) JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, NK/A Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illinois resident and Attorney with a registered address of 5702 Elaine Drive Suite 104, 


Rockford, Illinois 61108. 


E) CRAIG A WILLETTE, NK/A Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illinois resident who is no longer authorized to practice law in the State of Illinois as of 2021 


with a registered address of 1837 National Avenue, Rockford, Illinois 61103. 


F) RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II, NK/A YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, is an 


Illinois resident who is no longer authorized to practice law in the State of Illinois as of 2013 


with a registered address of 1505 National Avenue, Rockford, Illinois 61103. 


G) ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES, is an Illinois Domestic LLC with a principal office addres s of20 North Clark 
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0 


§ 
N 


N 


Street 29th Floor, Chicago, Illinois 60602. The registered agent is Marc J. Becker 20 North Clark 


Street, Suite 2900, Chicago, Illinois 60602. 


H) ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY is an Illinois 


Domestic Dividing Stock Insurance Company pursuant to the Illinois Insurance Code 215 ILCS 


5/35B-20 Type P&C Domestic Stock. Its address is 3100 Sanders Road, Suite 2100, Northbrook, 


Illinois 60062. Its Parent Company is THE ALLSTATE CORPORATION. Its registered agent is 


CT CORPORATION SYSTEM, 208 SOUTH LASALLE STREET SUITE 814, CHICAGO, 


ILLINOIS 60604. 


JURISDICTION AND VENUE 


7. This Court has personal jurisdiction for each Defendant as follows: 


7a. KELLY N. BAUD IN pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2 209(a)(7), 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(a)(l 1), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(12), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 ILCS 5/2-


209(b)(2); 


7b. WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II pursuant to735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2 


209(a)(7), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(l 1), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(12), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(b )(2); 


7c. KELRAN INC. A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD., pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2 


209(a)(7), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(b)(3); 


7d. JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/KIA Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(l 1), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(b )(2); 
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7e. CRAIG A WILLETTE, NK/A Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES pursuant 


to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(l 1), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 ILCS 5/2-


209(b)(2); 


7f. RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II, NK/A Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES 


pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(2), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(l 1), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(14), 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(b )(2); 


7g. ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-209(a)(l), 735 ILCS 5/2 209(a)(7), 735 ILCS 5/2-


209(b)(3); 


7h. ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY INSURANCE COMPANY pursuant to 735 


ILCS 5/2-209(a)(l), 735 ILCS 5/2-209(b)(4). 


8. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction pursuant to The Constitution of the State of 


Illinois, Article VI The Judiciary, Section 9. Circuit Courts-Jurisdiction because legal 


malpractice, fraud and breach of contract matters committed within the State of Illinois. 


9. Venue is proper pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-101(1) because Defendant ADR SYSTEMS 


OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES is a "resident" of 


Cook County, Illinois and 735 ILCS 5/2-101(2) because the fraudulent Binding Mediation 


Agreement was created and the Binding Mediation Hearing was conducted in Cook County, 


Illinois. 


STATEMENT OF FACTS 


10. On or about October 2, 2014 PLAINTIFF Paul R Dulberg began calling the office of 
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Randy Baudin Sr. multiple times, but nobody called back until December of 2014. 


LO 


0 


§ 
11. On or about September 22, 2015 Plaintiff Paul R Dulberg along with his mother 


N 


N 


Barbara Dulberg and brother Tom Kost went to meet with Randy Baudin Sr., and 


Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin at the office of Randal 


Baundin Sr. to discuss possible representation. 


12. Upon entering the office of Randy Baudin Sr. Dulberg on September 22, 2015 


Plaintiff met with a receptionist who called herself Myrna and she introduced Dulberg to 


Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAU DIN II and Kelly N. Baudin, attorneys of the firm. 


13. When Barbara Dulberg inquired about Randy Baudin Sr, she was told that he was 


not available, not real active these days but doing okay. 


14. A meeting took place on September 22, 2015 between Plaintiff Dulberg, Barbara 


Dulberg, Tom Kost and Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. 


Baudin. 


15. On September 22, 2015 Plaintiff Dulberg entered into a fee agreement with Baudin 


& Baudin, an association of attorneys which at the time was located at 2100 Huntington 


Dr., Suite C Algonquin IL. 60102 (Please see Plaintiffs' exhibit 1 attached). 


16. At the time Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin 
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LO 
belonged to Defendant KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., located 


0 


§ 
N at 304 McHenry Ave., Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014. 
N 


17. Plaintiff Dulberg informed Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. 


Baudin at their opening meeting that he intended/required that they were willing to take 


the case to trial. 


18. Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin agreed to take the 


case to trial if necessary. 


19. Plaintiff Dulberg hired Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. 


Baudin to represent him in prosecuting his claims in the pending case designated as 


12 LA 178 and that the case was an asset of the Bankruptcy Estate Bk No.: 14-83578. 


20. Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin did not review or did 


not use the relevant fact that within 12 LA 178 there was an unanswered (and never 


answered) cross-claim that would have determined liability for the remaining 


defendant. 


21. Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin did not review or did 


not use the relevant fact that within 12 LA 178 there was an unanswered (and never 
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answered) Interrogatories that may have determined liability for the remaining 


LO 


0 defendant. 
§ 
N 


N 


22. Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin did not inform 


Circuit Court Judge handling 12 LA 178 that Plaintiff Paul Dulberg had filed for 


bankruptcy protection in Bk No.:14-83578. 


23. On July 15, 2016 Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin 


invited Dulberg and his mother, Barbara Dulberg, to meet at Jamison Charhouse. 


24. On July 15, 2016 at 2:22 PM from (815) 814-2193 Defendant WILLIAM RANDAL 


BAUDIN II sent a text message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Kelly and I would like speak 


with you and your mom Monday night at 630" 


25. On July 15, 2016 at 2:27 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendants 


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin stating "Okay, Monday the 18th at 


6:30 pm. Do we need to bring anything?" 


26. On July 15, 2016 at 2:29 PM Defendant WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II sent a text 


message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Maybe the social security report if you have it? We 


will Jameson's Charhouse crystal lake at 630 in meeting room there." 
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27. On July 18, 2016 at 4:26 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant 


LO 


0 


§ 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II stating "Still on for tonight?" 


N 


N 


28. On July 18, 2016 at 4:26 PM Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II sent a text 


message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Yes sir." 


29.On July 18, 2016 Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and Kelly N. Baudin 


met with Dulberg and his mother, Barbara Dulberg, at the Jamison Charhouse. During 


this meeting, Randal and Kelly Baudin informed Dulberg about ADR and tried to 


convince Dulberg to say Yes to the ADR. Dulberg did not agree with the ADR. Randy 


asked Dulberg to think it over and Dulberg agreed to think it over and get back to him. 


30. On July 18, 2016 at 8:54 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant 


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II stating "Would we be in a better position if the SSDI 


decision was already in and would that make a difference in the amount the arbitration 


judge would award?" 


31. On July 18, 2016 at 10:12 PM Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and sent 


a text message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "So sorry came in garbled. Are you taking 


our recommendation as to the binding mediation?" 


32. On July 18, 2016 10:13 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant 
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WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II "You will have an answer tomorrow" 
LO 


0 


§ 
N 33. On July 19, 2016 at 12:23 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant 
N 


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN Ill stating "Sorry but I want to get this to you while its fresh 


Please answer this in the morning How are costs and attorney fees handled in binding 


arbitration? Do they come out of the award or are they in addition to the award like a 


trial?" 


34. On July 19, 2016 at 3:57 AM Defendants WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II sent a text 


message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Both Handled the same as trail." 


35. On July 19, 2016 at 7:02 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant 


WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II stating "Does that mean your fees and costs are 


awarded separate from the award or do they still come out of the 300k cap?" 


36. On July 19, 2016 at 7:06 AM Defendant WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II sent a text 


message to Plaintiff Dulberg stating If at trial and win 300 max Costs not above that. 


Same as mediation. We can ask for judge to award costs in both. Up to judge to 


award. Also costs mean filing fee service fee. Not the costs like experts bills. 


37. On July 19, 2016 at 7:54 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
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Randall Baudin II stating "We are thinking that if we can get Allstate to agree in 


LO 


0 


§ 
advance and in writing to cover your % (fee) and all the costs including deposition fees, 


N 


N 


expert witness fees and medical above and beyond any award the arbiter sees fit then 


we would be willing to go forward. Let's just see if they are open to it" 


38. On July 19, 2016 at 7:56 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 


Plaintiff Dulberg stating "They won't. The judge will decide what the award is and that is 


the award. We again urge you to do the binding mediation." 


39. On July 19, 2016 at 8:40 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 


Randall Baudin II stating "They are the ones pushing for arbitration correct? Why?" 


40. On July 19, 2016 at 8:47 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 


Randall Baudin II stating "I have to run to the dr's appointment. I'd tell Kelly to ask that 


Allstate wait till possibly Thursday for their answer. It's not like it cost them anything" 


41. On July 19, 2016 at 10:07 AM Defendant W. Randall Baud in II sent a text message 


to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "I told you they don't care if we arbitrate. We as your lawyers 


say that it is the best that you do the binding mediation. We are deciding this based on 


facts and odds as to give you the best outcome. It appears to me that you are still 


looking for some justification or rationalization to carry on as if it will make it better. It 
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LO 
won't. This will give you the best possible outcome." 


0 


§ 
N 42. On July 19, 2016 at 1 :46 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
N 


Randall Baudin II stating "Randy, Yes arbitration is appealing because it saves a few 


thousand dollars and maybe a few years but I don't like the idea of being blindly boxed 


in on their terms alone without any assurances as to your fees, medical expenses or 


even what we spent out of pocket in costs to get here. I want some 


assurances/concessions on their part prior to walking in or it's no deal. Going in blind 


with no assurances, I can't help but to feel like a cow being herded thinking its dinner 


time but it's really slaughter time. They need to give somewhere prior to arbitration or 


it's a good indication as to how they will negotiate once we start. In other wards, if they 


won't concede anything prior to arbitration then they won't negotiate or concede 


anything once the arbitration starts and if that's the case, what's the point. We need 


something to show they are sincere in trying to resolve this. Up the lower limits from 


50k to 150k, concede on the medical portion, out of pocket expenses, attorneys fees or 


how about just resolving their portion and leave their chainsaw wielding idiot open to 


defend himself in this lawsuit. Perhaps they can give on something I haven't thought of 
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yet, Anything will do but giving on nothing prior to walking in there spells out what I'm 


LO 


0 


§ 
going to get and if that's the case then I'll spend money and roll the dice. Convince me 


N 


N 


I'm not going being lead to slaughter and I'll agree To do it" 


43. On July 19, 2016 at 4:28 PM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message to 


Plaintiff Dulberg stating "So sorry your texts come in out of order. Binding mediation or 


no." 


44. On July 20, 2016 at 11 :44 AM Defendant W. Randall Baudin II sent a text message 


to Plaintiff Dulberg stating "All right, Kelly called and we have Cole show Sean in the 


next hour or so. Kelly had promised her we were calling yesterday, they have to know 


what's going on and make arrangements regarding additional counsel. Again, as your 


attorneys we are strongly urging you to participate in the binding mediation. It is your 


best opportunity for the greatest possible recovery and the guarantee that you would at 


least walk away with something if you got 0. Again, this gives us the most control of the 


situation." 


45. On July 20, 2016 at 1 :04 PM Defendant W. Randall Baud in II sent a text message to 


Plaintiff Dulberg stating "Yes binding mediation?" 


46.On July 20, 2016 at 1 :24 PM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant W. 
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LO 
Randall Baudin 11 stating "Randy, I truly appreciate yours and Kelly's honest advice and 


0 


§ 
N I hope I continue to receive it in the future. Please don't take this personal because it's 
N 


not. I value everything you have to offer more than you know. I will be moving forward 


with litigation at this time. However, should Allstate consider a full settlement with no 


strings attached in the future so they can save the cost of litigation or a humiliating 


defeat I'm not opposed to entertaining it and most likely will accept it. This is too 


important to me and my family. I just cannot give up the protections of a public trial with 


the possibility of review should something be handled wrongly in the hopes of saving a 


few thousand dollars and time. Thank you both for your honest advice now let's move 


forward together and enjoy winning this case together." 


47. On August 16, 2016 at 7:42 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to Defendant 


W. Randall Baudin II stating "Randy, I have to ask again, why is it wise to agree to 


mediate before permanent disability is determined by social security since the 


permanent disability rating would be a large factor in determining what the insurance 


adjuster is willing to give? Both mom and myself need a real answer to this question" 


48. On September 27, 2016, W. Randall Baudin II signed an affidavit "AFFIDAVIT OF 
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N 


W.RANDALL BAUDIN, II PURSUANT TO RULES 2014(a), 2016(b) and 5002 TO 


EMPLOYEE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. AS SPECIAL COUNSEL FOR THE 


TRUSTEE". 


Section 1 states: 


"I am a member of the law firm of Boudin Law Group, Ltd. located at 304 South 
McHenry Avenue, Crystal Lake, IL 60014 and in that capacity I have personal 
knowledge of, and authority to speak on behalf of the firm of Baud in Law Group, Ltd. 
with respect to the matters set forth herein. This Affidavit is offered in support of the 
Application of the Trustee for Authorization to Employ Baudin Law Group, Ltd. as 
special counsel for the Trustee. The matters set forth herein are true and correct to the 
best of my knowledge, information and belief. 


Section 5 of the affidavit states: 


"To the best of my knowledge, information and belief, Baudin Law Group, Ltd. does not 
hold or represent a party that holds an interest adverse to the Trustee nor does it have 
any connection with the Debtor's creditors, or any party in interest or their respective 
attorneys and accountants with respect to the matters for which Baudin Law Group, Ltd. 
is to be employed, is disinterested as that term is used in 11 U.S.C. § 101(14) and has 


no connections with the United States Trustee or any person employed in the Trustee's 
office, except that said firm has represented the Debtor's pre-petition with respect to the 
subject personal injury claim." 


Section 6, part A states: 


"My firm and I are obligated to keep the Trustee fully informed as to all aspects of this 
matter, as the Bankruptcy estate is my client until such time as the claim in question is 
abandoned by the Trustee, as shown by a written notice of such abandonment." 


Section 6, part D states: 


"No settlements may be entered into or become binding without the approval of the 
Bankruptcy Court and the Trustee, after notice to the Trustee, creditors and parties of 
interest." 


Section 6, part Estates: 


"All issues as to attorneys fees, Debtor's exemptions, the distribution of any recovery 
between the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors, or any other issue which may come to 
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LO 
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§ 
N 


N 


be in dispute between the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors are subject to the 
jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court. Neither I nor any other attorney or associate of the 
Firm will undertake to advise or represent the Debtor as to any such matters or issues. 
Instead, the Firm will undertake to obtain the best possible result on the claim and will 


leave to others any advice or representation as to such issues." 


Section 6, part F states: 


"The Firm is not authorized to grant any "physician's lien" upon, offer to protect payment 
of any claim for medical or other services out of, or otherwise pledge or encumber in 
any way any part of any recovery without separate Order of this Court, which may or 
may not be granted." 


(Please see Exhibit 2 and exhibit 3 attached). 


49. On October 4, 2016 bankruptcy trustee Olsen filed 2 motions with the bankruptcy 
court. 


(Please see Exhibit 4 and 5 attached) 


50. On or about October 9, 2016 Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg received a phone call from 


W. Randal Baudin II informing Dulberg that the binding mediation process will take 


place even though Dulberg does not approve of the process and refused to sign the 


arbitration agreement. W. Randal Baudin II informed Dulberg that the bankruptcy 


trustee and judge had the authority to order the process into a binding mediation 


agreement without Dulberg's consent. 


51. On October 18, 2016 at 10:50 AM Plaintiff Dulberg sent a text message to 


Defendant W. Randall Baudin II stating "Hi Randy, since we haven't received the IME 


report in 10 days as the Dr stated we would, I'd like to move back the date of the 
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N 


mediation thingy I'm being forced into so we have more than only a few weeks to deal 


with whatever the report may show. At least 2-3 months should do it considering the 


defense has already had the treating Dr's reports and depositions for months and years 


already. Let me know" 


52. On October 31, 2016 Trustee Olsen appeared before the Honorable Thomas M. 


Lynch in the Northern District of Illinois, Western Division, US Bankruptcy Court and the 


following occurred: 


MR. OLSEN: Good morning, Your Honor. Joseph Olsen, trustee. This comes before the 


Court on two motions. One is to authorize the engagement of special counsel to pursue 


a personal injury litigation, I think it's in Lake County, involving a chainsaw accident of 


some sort. And then, presumably, if the Court grants that, the second one is to 


authorize the estate to enter into -- I'm not sure what you call it, but binding mediation. 


But there's a floor of $50,000, and there's a ceiling of $300,000 


And I guess I've talked with his attorney. He seems very enthusiastic about it. There 


may be some issues about the debtor being a good witness or not, I guess. It had to do 


with a neighbor who asked him to help him out with a chainsaw, and then I guess the 


neighbor kind of cut off his arm, or almost cut off his arm right after that. There's some 
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bitterness involved, understandably, I guess. 


LO 


0 


§ 
But I don't do personal injury work at all, so I'm not sure how that all flows through to a 


N 


N 


jury, but he didn't seem to want to go through a jury process. He liked this process, so ... 


THE COURT: Very well. Mr. Olsen, first of all, with regard to the application to employ 


the Baudin law firm, it certainly appears to be in order and supported by affidavit. Their 


proposed fees are more consistent with at least what generally is the market than some 


of the fees you and I have seen in some other matters. One question for you: Have you 


seen the actual engagement agreement? 


MR. OLSEN: I thought it was attached to my motion. 


THE COURT: Okay. 


MR. OLSEN: If it's not, it should have been. It's kind of an interesting -- actually, this is 


kind of a unique one. The debtor actually paid them money in advance, and then he's 


going to get a credit if they actually win, which I guess enures, now, to my benefit, but 


t that's okay. And there's a proviso for one-third, except if we go to trial, then it's 40 


percent. So these are getting more creative by the Pl bar as we plod along here, I 


guess, but... 


THE COURT: It's a bar that's generally pretty creative. And my apologies. I saw the 
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LO 
affidavit, but you did have the agreement attached, and one was in front of the other. 


0 


§ 
N And the agreement is just as you describe it. It appears to be reasonable, and so I'll 
N 


approve the application. Tell me about this binding mediation. It's almost an oxymoron, 


isn't it? 


MR. OLSEN: Well, I guess the mediators don't know there's a floor and a ceiling. I'm not 


sure where that comes from, but that's -- yeah. And whatever number they come back 


at is the number we're able to settle at, except if it's a not guilty or a zero recovery, we 


get 50,000, but to come back at 3 million, we're capped at 300,000. 


THE COURT: Interesting. 


MR. OLSEN: A copy of the mediation agreement should also be attached to that 


motion. 


THE COURT: And I do see that. That appears to be in order. It's one of those you wish 


them luck 


MR. OLSEN: I don't want to micromanage his case. 


THE COURT: But that, too, sounds reasonable. There's been no objection? 


MR. OLSEN: Correct. 
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N 


THE COURT: Very well. I will approve -- authorize, if you will, for you to enter into the 


binding mediation agreement, see where it takes you. 


MR. OLSEN: Thanks, Your Honor." 


(Please see Group Exhibit 6A and B attached) 


53. On October 31, 2016 both orders were issued by bankruptcy judge. 


(Please see Exhibit 7 and Exhibit 8 attached) 


54. On October 31, 2016 at 10:41 AM trustee Olsen sent an email to Randall Baud in II 


stating: "Randy- The Court authorized your appointment this morning, as well as entry 


into that "Binding Mediation Agreement"; Do you want the debtor to Isl the form, or me 


as trustee? Let me know, thanks." 


(Please see Exhibit 9 p2 attached) 


55. On October 31, 2016 at 10:50AM Randall Baudin II sent an email to Trustee Olsen 


stating: "You can good ahead sign it." 


(Please see Exhibit 9 P3 attached) 


56. On or about November15, 2016 W. Randal Baudin II told Dulberg that even though 


he does not want the binding mediation to take place, he should attend the hearing 


anyway because the judge will look down on a person that doesn't attend as if they are 


uninterested in their own case. 


57. On December 8, 2016, Dulberg attended the binding mediation with his mother, 
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LO 
Barbara Dulberg, even though he did not agree to the process, did not want it to 


0 


§ 
N happen, and refused to sign any agreement or consent to the process. 
N 


58. Dulberg believed at the time that the bankruptcy judge was the person who ordered 


the case into binding mediation at the request of the Trustee and Dulberg believed the 


bankruptcy judge had the legal authority to make that decision without anyone else's 


consent. Dulberg believed this because W. Randall Baudin II told him it was true. 


59. Towards the end of the Binding Mediation, the Mediator was informing Dulberg that 


he was finding in Dulberg's favor but wasn't going to make the award so high that a 


neighborhood war would break out and Dulberg would have to wait to find out the 


award amount. 


60. At that point some yelling started outside the room, to Dulberg and Barbara Dulberg 


it sounded like Kelly Baudin and Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Allstate Defense 


Attorney). 


61. Dulberg continued to talk with the Mediator and W. Randall Baudin II quickly 


excused himself to deal with the yelling. 


62. Upon return, W. Randall Baudin II told Barbara Dulberg that Shoshan was angry 
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LO 
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§ 
N 


N 


because she was informed they had a deal with prior counsel and the case would be 


settled for $50,000. 


63. When W. Randall Baudin II sat down, Dulberg moved Dr. Bobby L. Lanford's report 


in front of W. Randall Baudin II and pointed to the statement" ... the McGuires - were 


also somewhat responsible ... ". 


Dulberg asked, Is that true? 


W. Randall Baudin II looked and replied, That's what it says 


Dulberg replied, Mast******** lied. 


64. On December 12, 2016 The ADR Mediator The Honorable James P. Etchingham, 


(Ret) issued a Binding Mediation Gross Award of $660,000.00. (Please see Exhibit 10 


attached) 


65. On December 12, 2016 W. Randall Baudin II called Dulberg to inform Dulberg of 


the award. 


66. W. Randall Baudin II spoke of the $561,000 net award informing Dulberg that both 


he and Kelly thought they did good and unfortunately the cap of $300,000 was in place 


but we think we did good. 


67. Dulberg replied, Yeah you two did good, real good and I thank both of you 
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LO 
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§ 
N 


N 


sincerely. I just can't help it, what I see here is a gift of $261,000 given to those 


responsible for my injuries. 


68. Dulberg was informed that the trustee would receive the $300,000 award, but the 


money would not be issued unless Dulberg signed a document, which Dulberg signed in 


order to have the money issued to the bankruptcy trustee to pay his creditors 


COUNTl 


LEGAL MALPRACTICE-BREACH OF FIDUCIARY DUTY AGAINST DEFENDANTS 
KELLY N. BAUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II AND KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., 


69. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 65, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein. 


70. Plaintiff entered into an Attorney- Client agreement with Defendants Kelly N. Baudin, 


William Randal Baudin II and KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., on 


September 22, 2015. (Please see Exhibit 1 attached) 


71. Pursuant to that agreement a relationship was created wherein the Defendants owed a 


fiduciary duty to act in the best interest of their client Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg. 


72. Defendants breached their fiduciary duty to plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg as follows: 


a) These Defendants knew or should have known that the counterclaim filed by the McGuires 


against Gagnon on February 1, 2013 was not answered by Gagnon. 
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LO 
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N 


N 


b) These Defendants knew or should have known that because Gagnon did not answer the 


counterclaim filed on February 1, 2013, Gagnon was effectively admitting that the facts stated in 


the counterclaim were true. 


c) These Defendants knew or should have known that by not answering the counterclaim filed by 


the McGuires on or about February 1, 2013, Gagnon was contradicting the statements in what 


was Gagnon's deposition. 


d) These Defendants knew or should have known that documents such as "Gagnon deposition 


exhibit 1" were highly questionable and showed evidence of being manipulated. 


e) These Defendants knew or should have known that Gagnon never filed answers to the 


interrogatories sent by Popovich and Mast. 


f) These Defendants never asked Gagnon's counsel for the answers to interrogatories. 


g) These Defendants never informed the judge that they never received Gagnons answers to 


interrogatories. 


h) These Defendants knew or should have known that an audio recording of a telephone 


conversation that Mast claimed to have with Gagnon on April 11, 2012 was missing from the 


case file. 


i) These Defendants never informed the judge that Dulberg had filed for bankruptcy. 


j) These Defendants and Trustee Olsen, together, coerced Dulberg against his will into a binding 


mediation agreement. 


k) Trustee Olsen told the bankruptcy judge that the parties agreed and Dulberg did not want a 


jury trial because he wouldn't be a good witness. 


1) These Defendants informed Dulberg that the bankruptcy judge has the authority and did 


force the binding mediation agreement upon the parties. 
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m) These Defendants and Trustee Olsen, together, decided that any arbitration award was to be 


capped at $300,000 and forced the upper cap on Dulberg without his consent and while ignoring 


his strong objection. 


n) These Defendants and Trustee Olsen, together, intentionally gave Dulberg deceptive and 


misleading legal opinions with respect to who has legal authority to decide for Plaintiff Paul R. 


Dulberg all major issues regarding the direction of Dulberg's case against Gagnon. 


o) Trustee Olsen and these Defendants intentionally misrepresented Dulberg's wishes to the 


bankruptcy judge. 


p) These Defendants may have forged Dulberg's signature on the Binding Mediation Agreement. 


(Please see Plaintiff's Exhibit 11 attached) 


73. Defendants Kelly N. Baudin, William Randal Baudin II and KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE 


BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., actions in forcing Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg into Binding 


Mediation with a $300,000.00 cap against his stated desire and instructions for an uncapped jury 


trial was the proximate cause of Plaintiffs pecuniary injuries, 


74. Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg's actual damages in an amount in excess of $261,00.00 


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 1 of the 


Complaint in their favor and against Defendants Kelly N. Baudin, William Randal Baudin II 


and KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., and each of them, in the 


amount in excess of $261,000.00, plus interest, award Plaintiffs' their costs and reasonable 


attorneys' fees, and grant such other relief as this Court deems just and proper. 
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COUNT2 


LEGAL MALPRACTICE-FRAUDULENT MISREPRESENTATION AGAINST 
DEFENDANTS KELLY N. BAUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II AND KELRAN, 


INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., 


75. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 71, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein. 


76. These Defendants represented to Plaintiff that the bankruptcy judge had the authority and did 


order that Plaintiff pursue his ongoing litigation in Civil Court through Binding Mediation. 


77. These Defendants' representation was false as these Defendant with the cooperation of the 


Bankruptcy Trustee told the Bankruptcy Court that Plaintiff desired to enter into binding 


mediation. 


78. These Defendants knew that the representation was false. 


79. The Bankruptcy Judge reasonably relied on the truth of the misrepresentation. 


80. The misrepresentation was made to coerce Plaintiff to do what he has refused to do that being 


to accept Binding Mediation of his cause of action currently pending in Circuit Court. 


81. Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg reliance on the misrepresentation led to his pecuniary injury as the 


Binding Mediation had a cap of $300,000.00 against a gross award by the Mediator of 


$660,000.00. 


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 2 of the 


Complaint in their favor and against Defendants Kelly N. Baudin, William Randal Baudin II 


and KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., and each of them, in the 
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N 
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amount in excess of $261,000.00, plus interest, award Plaintiffs' their costs and reasonable 


attorneys' fees, and grant such other relief as this Court deems just and proper. 


COUNT3 


LEGAL MALPRACTICE-AIDING AND ABETTING A FRAUD AGAINST 
DEFENDANTS JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE 


LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/KIA Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 
OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN II, A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW 


OFFICES 


82. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 78, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein. 


83. Defendant Joseph David Olsen was the second Trustee appointed to Plaintiff Paul R. 


Dulberg's bankruptcy action. 


84. Defendant Joseph David Olsen had his a/k/a Law Firm Y ALDEN, OLSEN & 


WILLETTE LAW OFFICES appointed as his counsel in Plaintiff Paul R. bankruptcy matter. 


85. Defendant Joseph David Olsen had Plaintiff Counsel in the Circuit Court 


matter DEFENDANTS KELLY N. BAUDIN, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II and 


KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., appointed as his special 


counsel in Plaintiffs bankruptcy case. 


86. Defendant Joseph David Olsen aided Defendant William Randal Baudin II to 


promote the misrepresentation that Plaintiff desired to enter into a binding 
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mediation agreement because plaintiff was not a good witness. 


LO 


0 


§ 
87. Coercing Plaintiff into a binding mediation agreement was a wrongful act 


N 


N 


causing Plaintiff pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00. 


88. Defendant Joseph David Olsen was aware of his role when he presented his 


motions to hire Defendant William Randal Baudin II as Special Counsel and to 


enter into a binding mediation agreement for Plaintiff and also when he told the 


bankruptcy judge that Plaintiff desire to avoid a jury trial because he was not a 


good witness. 


89. Defendant Joseph David Olsen knowingly and substantially assisted 


Defendant William Randal Baudin 11 in his misrepresentations. 


90. The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, coerced Dulberg against his will 


into a binding mediation agreement. 


91. Trustee Olsen told the bankruptcy judge that the parties agreed 


and Dulberg did not want a jury trial because he wouldn't be a good witness. 


92. The Baudins and Trustee Olsen, together, decided that any arbitration award 


was to be capped at $300,000 and forced the upper cap on Dulberg without his 


consent and while ignoring his strong objection 
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LO 


0 


§ 
N 


N 


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 3 of the 


Complaint in their favor and against DEFENDANTS JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, AIK/A 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, AIK/A YALDEN, 


OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II, A/KIA Y ALDEN, OLSEN 


& WILLETTE LAW and each of them, in the amount in excess of $261,000.00, plus interest, 


award Plaintiffs' their costs and reasonable attorneys' fees, and grant such other relief as this 


Court deems just and proper. 


COUNT4 


BREACH OF CONTRACT AGAINST DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 
LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES 


93. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 89, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein. 


94. There was a valid and enforceable contract between Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg and 


Defendants ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL 


SERVICES and ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUL TY INSURANCE COMPANY dated 


December 8, 2016. (Please see Exhibit 11 attached) 


95. There existed an unsigned/undated draft of this agreement presented to Plaintiff's 


Bankruptcy Judge on October 31, 2016 by Defendant Joseph David Olsen. (Please see 


Group Exhibit 6B attached) 
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96. Major terms within the two agreements were changed including but not limited to: 


LO 


0 


§ 
a. Notifications under the title on page one; 


N 


N 


b. Language under Parties B; 


c. page 4 F1 .b. regarding who is liable to Plaintiff; 


d. page 5 V.A.1. ADR Systems Fee Schedule; 


e. page 5 V ADR Systems Fee Schedule boxed information; 


f. page 6 section v number 5. 


97. The specified language of Paragraph Ill. B. Amendments to the Agreement were not 


followed. 


98. Plaintiff did all that was required of him under the terms of the contract. 


99. Defendant breached the contract by not following the terms regarding amending the 


contract. 


100. Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00 because 


the contract under the changed terms should not be allowed to regulate the procedure. 


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 4 of the 
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LO 


0 


§ 
N 


N 


Complaint in their favor and against DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., 


ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES in the amount in excess of$261,000.00, 


plus interest, award Plaintiffs' their costs and reasonable attorneys' fees, and grant such other 


relief as this Court deems just and proper. 


COUNTS 


BREACH OF CONTRACT AGAINST DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND 
CASUL TY INSURANCE COMP ANY 


101. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 97, 


inclusive, of this Complaint, as if fully restated herein. 


102. There was a valid and enforceable contract between Plaintiff Paul R. Dulberg and 


DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY dated 


December 8, 2016. (Please see Exhibit 11 attached) 


103. There existed an unsigned/undated draft of this agreement presented to 


Plaintiff's Bankruptcy Judge on October 31, 2016 by Defendant Joseph David Olsen. 


(Please see Group Exhibit 68 attached) 


104. Major terms within the two agreements were changed including but not limited to: 


a. Notifications under the title on page one; 


b. Language under Parties B; 
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LO 


0 


§ 
N 


N 


c. page 4 F1 .b. regarding who is liable to Plaintiff; 


d. page 5 V.A.1. ADR Systems Fee Schedule; 


e. page 5 V ADR Systems Fee Schedule boxed information; 


f. page 6 section v number 5. 


94. The specified language of Paragraph Ill. B. Amendments to the Agreement were not 


followed. 


105. Plaintiff did all that was required of him under the terms of the contract. 


106. Defendant breached the contract by not following the terms regarding amending 


the contract. 


107. Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00 because 


the contract under the changed terms should not be allowed to regulate the procedure. 


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST pray that this Court enter judgment on Count 5 of the 


Complaint in their favor and against DEFENDANT ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY 


INSURANCE COMPANY in the amount in excess of$261,000.00, plus interest, award 


Plaintiffs' their costs and reasonable attorneys' fees, and grant such other relief as this Court 


deems just and proper. 
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§ 
N 
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JURY DEMAND-12 PERSONS 


Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST demand a trial by jury on all issues triable by a jury. 


Dated: December 8, 2022 Respectfully submitted, 


By: Isl Alphonse A. Talarico 


ARDC 6184530 


cc 53293 


707 Skokie Boulevard suite 600 


Northbrook, Illinois 60062 


(312) 808-1410 


contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 


Attorney for Plaintiffs: Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, 
INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 
REVOCABLE TRUST 


VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 1-109 


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil 


Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in this instrument are true and 
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correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters 


the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true. 


Pa~~ 


AFFIDAVIT PURSUANT TO SUPREME COURT RULE 222(b) 


I, Paul R. Dulberg, after being duly sworn on oath depose and state as follows: 


1. I have brought suit against Defendants KELLY N. BAUDIN A/KIA BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/KIA BAUDtN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAU DIN, BAUDIN & 


BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., JOSEPH DAVID 


OLSEN, A/KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/KIA 


YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, RAPHAEL E YALDEN 11, A/KIA YALOEN, OLSEN 


& WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR 


COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY 


2. The total of money damages I seeks does exceed $50,000; 


3. I am filing this Affidavit pursuant to the provisions of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 222. 


Dated: December 8, 2022 
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I 
FEE AGREEMENT 


I. Paul Dulberg, hereby agree to retain and employ BAUDIN & BAUDIN, an 
association of attorneys, to prosecute and/or settle all suits and claims for damages. which may 
include personal injuries and property damage. against responsible parties, including their 
insurance companies and my insurance companies, or any other responsible insurance 
oompanjes, arising out of events which occumd on or about the 21t11 day of June, 2011. at or 
near 1016 W. Elder Avenue, McHenry, Ulinois. 


I agree to pay BAUDIN & BAUDJN as compensation for services (l) a non-rdmdablc 
retainer fee of$3,333.33; AND (2) a sum of money equal to one-third (1/3) of the gross amount 
realized from this claim by settiemeot prior to trial of this matter, OR, if this matter proceeds to 
trial which is defined as any dme after the final pre-trial conference w~ the Court 
concluded, l agree to pay BAUDIN & BAUDIN as compensation for its services a sum of 
money equal to forty percent (40%) of the gross amount rcaJized from such a¢tion. Should this 
matter conclude by way of settlement, ncgooation.s, 1rial. arbitration or judari,em in my favor, 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN to reduce its percentage fee by an amount of $3,333.33 as an 
offset for the non-refundable retainer fee; however, in no event will the Sl.333 .33 be refunded to 
me once this agreement has been executed. 


I realiz.e, understand and agree that all expenses and costs related to my claim, such as 
medical expenses for my/our care and treatment and related costs such as cbsts for obtaining 
medical records and bills, as well as court costs. including fi1ina fees, costs of depositi<ms, costs 
of experts, etc. are my obligation and responsibility and shall be paid as those bills become due 
from wne to time. 


It is further agreed and understood that there will be no further charges for Ieial services 
over and above the $3.333.33 non-refundable retainer fee by BAUDJN & BAUDIN (with the 
exception of the aforesaid expenses and costs ref med to in paragraph 3) unless recovery is made 
in this claim, and that no settlement will be made without the consent of the claimant(s). 


I hereby authorize and direct that BAUDlN & BAUDIN is authoriud to endorse and 
deposit any proceeds received in regard to the aforesaid claim herein. and to disburse those 
funds fur purposes of client payments, resolution of liens, reimbursement of costs advanced, and 
allom.cy's fees. 


This cause was not solicited either directly or indirectly from me/us by anyone. This 
~ent is being executed with duplicate originals. 


Signed this &Jday of 5 ,,,,/,-.I~ , 2o,t)-, and copy received by 


claimaot(s) or claimant(s)'s reprcscntaive. .1,tP,.~~~~fl~~-------


Cl.aimant 7 
Suite';;--=--. 


60102 
Revised 9/201 S 847.658.5295 FAX: 847.658.5015 
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INRE: 


DULBERG, PAUL 


UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


Debtors. 


) CHAPTER 7 
) 
) CASE NO. 14-83578 
) 
) nJDGE: TIIOMAS M. LYNCH 


AFFIDAVIT OF W. RANDAL BAUDIN, II PURSUANT TO RULES 2014(a), 
2016(b) AND 5002 TO EMPLOY BAUDIN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


AS SPECIAL COUNSEL FOR THE TRUSTEE 


STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 
) ss 


COUNTY OF McHENRY ) 


Personally appeared before the undersigned officer, duly authorized to administer oaths, W. 
Randal Baudin, II, and after being duly sworn, states as follows: 


1. I am a member of the law firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd. located at 304 South 
McHenry A venue, Crystal Lake, IL 60014 and in that capacity I have personal knowledge of, and 
authority to speak on behalf of the firm ofBaudin Law Group, Ltd., with respect to the matters set 
forth herein. This Affidavit is offered in support of the Application of the Trustee for Authorization 
to Employ Baudin Law Group, Ltd. as special counsel for the Trustee. The matters set forth herein 
are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 


2. Baudin Law Group, Ltd. has no partners, associates or other professional employees who 
are related to any judge of the United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Illinois. 


3. Neither the firm ofBaudin Law Group, Ltd. nor I have agreed to share any compensation 
or reimbursement awarded in this case with any persons other than partners and associates of the 
firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd .. 


4. Baudin Law Group, Ltd. shall be compensated for their services on a contingent fee basis 
pursuant to terms of the attached agreement 


5. To the best ofmy knowledge, information and belief, Baudin Law Group, Ltd. does not 
hold or represent a party that holds an interest adverse to the Trustee nor does it have any connection 
with the Debtor's creditors, or any party in interest or their respective attorneys and accow,tants with 
respect to the matters for which Baudin Law Group, Ltd. is to be employed, is disinterested as that 
term is used in 11 U.S.C. § 101(14), and has no connections with the United States Trustee or any 
person empJoyed in the Trustee's office, except that said finn has represented the Debtors pre­
petition with respect to the subject personal injwy claim. 
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6. I Wlderst.and and agree that: 


A. 


B. 


C. 


My Finn and I are obligated to keep the Trustee fully infonned as to all 
aspects of this matter, as the Bankruptcy Estate is my client Wltil such time 
as the claim in question is abandoned by the Trustee, as shown by a written 
notice of such abandonment. 


All proceeds of any settlement or recovery must be paid to the Trustee in the 
first instance, and none may be disbursed without approval in writing of the 
Trustee or an Order of the Bankruptcy Court. 


If this application for appointment is approved, any fees or reimbursement of 
costs from the proceeds of any recoveries will be paid by the Trustee only 
after approval of the Bankruptcy Court. 


D. No settlements may be entered into or become binding without the approval 
of the Bankruptcy Court and the Trustee, after notice to the Trustee, creditors 
and parties in interest. 


E. All issues as to attorneys fees, Debtor's exemptions, the distribution of any 
recovery between the Debtor and the Trustee or creditors, or any other issue 
which may come to be in dispute between the Debtor and the Trustee or 
creditors are subject to the jurisdiction of the Bankruptcy Court. Neither I nor 
any other attorney or associate of the Firm will undertake ro advise or 
represent the Debtor as to any such matters or issues. Instead, the Firm will 
undertake to obtain the best possible result on the claim, and will leave to 
others any advice or representation as to such issues. 


F. The Firm is nor authorized to grant any "physician's lien" upon, offer to 
protect payment of any claim for medical or other services out of, or 
otherwise pledge or encumber in any way any part of any recovery without 
separate Order of this Court, which may or may not be granted. 


G. Authorization to hire experts. As part of this representation, I will need to 
hire experts to advise and assist in the conduct of this litigation, specifically 
medical experts, liability or forensic experts, vocational or economic experts, 
or other experts on issues of liability or damages. In this regard, I agree that: 


1. My Firm or I will pay or advance any fees or cost retainers required 
by such experts with the Wtderstanding that such payment or advance 
will be included as a cost in any subsequent fee application my Finn 
or I make to this Court; and 


11. Before entering into any such retention or paying any initial fees or 
costs, I will consult with the Trustee, provide the Trustee any 
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l 


iii. 


IV. 


information requested including estimates of total costs and fees, 
provide a copy of any fee agreements, and obtain the Trustee's 
advance written approval to the proposed tenns of retention. 


I will see that copies of any bills submitted by such experts are 
submined to the Trustee when I receive them and a reasonable time 
before I or my Finn pays them, and are approved in advance, by the 
Trustee, in writing. 


Such fees or expenses of such experts are subject to reimbursement 
only by the Bankruptcy Estate, upon approval of this Court, to be paid 
as an administrative expense in this Bankruptcy case pursuant to l I 
U.S.C. § 726, out of proceeds of any settlement or recovery in the 
litigation my Firm and I will be handling. 


Subscribed and swo to before 


OFFtCIAL SEAL 
MYRNA E BOYCE 


NOTARY PUBLIC -STATE Of ILLINOfS 
MY COfMSSI~ EXPIRES:09/17/19 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 35-3 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 Desc 
Affidavit Page 1 of 3 


JNRE: 


DULBERO, PAUL 


UNITBD STA'IES BANKRUP-TCY COURT 
FOR 111£ NORTIIER.N DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DMSION 


Debtors. 


) CHAPTER 7 
) 
) CASENO. 14-83578 
) 
) ruDOE: TIIOMAS M. LYNCH 


Af'Fll>A VIT OF W. RANDAL BAVDIN, U PURSUANT TO ROLES 2014(•)• 
201'(1>) AND 5002 TO EMPLOY BAUDJN LAW GROUP, LTD. 


AS SPECIAL COUNSEL F'OR THE TRUSTEE 


STATEOF-IWNOIS ) 
) ss 


COUNTY OF McHENRY ) 


Pcaonally appeared before the undersigned ofticer,.cluly aulhorizcd to administer oaths, W. 
Randal Baudin. ll. and after being duly swam, IWCS u follows: 


1. I am a member of the Jaw firm of Baudin Law Group, Ltd. located at 304 South 
Mcffcmy Avenue, Crystal Lake, ll., 60014 8Dd in that ~pacny I have penonal knowlcclgc of. and 
au&bority ro·spcak on bcbalf oftho firm ofBaudin Law Grollp, Ltd,, with respect to the.matters set 
J'ortb herein. 'Ibis Affidavit is offered.in support of the Application of the Trustee for Authorization 
ro r.mploy Baudin Law Oroup,.Ud. as special counsel for the TIUStee. The matten set fortb·herein 
are true and correct to the best of.my knowledee, information and belief. 


2. Bau.din Law Group, Ltd. has no partners, aasociates or other professional employees who 
are related knnyjudgc ofthe United Slates.Bankruptcy Cowt for the ·Northern District of Illinois. 


3. Neither the firm of.Baudin Law Group, Ltd. nor I have agreed to share any compensation 
or reimbursement awarded in this case with any persons other lhan par1Dcn aod usociat= of UlC 
firm ofBaudin LawOroup, Led .. 


4. Baudia Law Group> Ltd. shall be compensated for their services on a contingent fee basis 
punuant to team of the attached apeemenl 


5. To the best of m,y lmowlcdge, infonnation and belief: Baudin Law Oroup, Ltd. docs not 
hold orn:pn:satt a party tbal holdun interest advcnc to the Trustee-nor does it have any connection 
with the Oebsor' 1 creditors. or any party in interest ortMlrrespectJve attorneys and accountants with 
respect to the maaers for whicb Baudin Law Group. LUI. is to be employed, 1s dilintca:sU:d as that 
tennis used in 11 U.S.C. § 101(14), and has noCOMcctions with the United States Trustee or any 
person employed in the Trustee's office, except that said finn has represent~ the Debtors pre­
P'lition with respect to the i:ubject personal injury clsim. 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 35-3 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 Desc 
Affidavit Page 2 of 3 


6. I understand and-agree thai: 


A. 


B. 


C. 


.o. 


My Finn and I are obligated to keep the Trullee fully infonncd as to all 
aspects of this matter, as the Bankruptcy Estate is my client until such lime 
as the claim in question is abandoned by the Trustee, as shown by a written 
notice of such abandonment. 


All pro=cds of any settlement or recovery must be paid to lhe Trustee in the 
first instance, and none may be disbuncd without approvil in writing of the 
Truslec or an Order of the Bankruptcy Court. 


If this application for appointment is approved, any fees or rcimbwscmcnt of 
costs from I.he proceeds of any recoveries will be paid by the Trustee only 
after approval of the Bankruptcy Coun. 


No sculcments may be entered into or ~me binding without the approval 
ofthcBanlauplcy Court end the Trustee, after notice to the Trustee, crmitors 
and parties in interest. 


E. All im1cs as to anomoys fees, Debtor's exemptions, the distribution of any 
recovc,y between the Debtor.ancHhe Trustee or c:redilors, or any other.issue 
which may come to be in dispu1e bccwccn the: Debtor and the TIUSlc:e or 
creditors are subject to thejwisdiclion oflhc Bankruptey Court. Neither I nor 
any other attc;,mey or associate of the Firm will undertake 10 advise or 
represent lhc Debtor as to any such maners or issues. Instead, the Finn will 
undcrcake to obtain the best possible result on the claim, and will leave to 
others any advice or representation as to such issues. 


F. The Finn is not authorized to grant any "physician's Jicri" upon, offer to 
protect payment of any claim for medical or other services out of, or 
otherwise pledge or encumber in any way any part of any recovery without 
separate Order of this Court, which may or may not be granted. 


0. Authorization to hire experts. As _part of this representation._ I will need to 
hire experts to advise and assist in·the conduct of this litigation, specifically 
medical experts. liability or fon:nsic experts, vocational or economic experu. 
or other expens on wuc.s of liability or damages. In this reprd. I ape that: 


i. My Finn or I will pay or advance: any fees or cost retainers required 
by such expens wilh the understandina that such ~yment or.advance 
will be included as a.cost in any subsequent fee application my Finn 
or 1-makc to &bis Court; and 


ii. Before entering into any such retention or paying any initial fees or 
costs, I will c;0osuh with the Trustee, provide the TJUSlee any 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 35-3 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 Desc 
Affidavit Page 3 of 3 


infonnation requested inc:luding e.stimates of total costs and fees:, 
provide a copy of any fee agreements, and obwn the Trustee•s 
advance wrinen approval to the proposed terms of retention. 


iii. I will sec that cqpie! of any bills submiued by such cxpcru are 
submitted to the Trustee when 1 receive them and a reasonable time 
before I or my Firm pays them, and are approved in advance, by the 
Trustee, in writing. 


iv. Such fees or expenses of such experts arc subject lo reimbursement 
only by the Banlauptcy &talc, upon approval of this Court. to be paid 
as an adminisuat.ive expense in this Bankruplcy.case pursuant 10 11 
U.S.C. § n6, out of proc:ccds of any sculcmcnt or recovery in the 
litigation my Finn and J will be-handling. 


) OFFICIAL SEAL 
MYRNA E BOYCE 


MOTM\'l'UllJC • STATE OF WN01S 
lltcx»OfSSION~7/tt 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 34 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Main 


IN RE: 
PAUL DULBERG 


Document Page 1 of 4 


UNITED STA TES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORlHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


Debtor. 


) 
) 
) 
) 


CHAPTER 7 
Case Number: 14-83578 


JUDGE THOMAS M. L, YNCH 


NOTICE TO CREDITORS AND OTHER PARTIES IN INTEREST 


Notified via Electronic filing: Anorncy David Stmch and U.S. Tmscee's Office, 


Notified via U.S. Postal Service: See attac.hcd service list. 


Joseph D. Olsen. Tmstee has filed papers with the Court regarding his Motion ror Authority co 
Enter lDto a Mediation Aareement" la acconlaace with the '"Blodin1 Medlatloo 
A1reemeot" which Is attacbed bento and made a part ltereor u Eshlblt A, 


A copy of said Motion referred to herein is available for inspection at the offices of the Cleric of 
the U.S. Bankruptcy Court or at the offices ofYalden, Olsen & Willette, durina usual business hours. 


Your rights may be affected. You should read these papers carefully and discuss them with your 
attorney, if you have one in this bankruptcy case. (If you do not have an attorney, you may wish to 
consult one.) 


If you want lhe Court to consider your views on the Motion, then you or your attorney must: 


Attend tbe bearing on scheduled to be held on tbe~ day or Octobu , 2016 at 9:30 am 
ia courtroom 3100, United States Bankruptcy Court, J27 South Church St., Rockford, IL 61101. 


If you or your attorney do nor take these steps. the Coun may decide that you do not oppose the 
relief sought in the Motion and may enter an order granting that relief. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Vaiden, Olsen & Willette 
1318 East State Street 
Rockford, rL 61104 


Joseph 0. Olsen, Trustee 


By: Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WlLLETrE, his attorneys 


By: _ _,=.s/...,_s ....:J .... o.,.se..,ph....,.D...,,..,o .. 1se ...... o ___ _ 


CERTIFICATE QF SERVICE 


r. the undenigned, cettify that on October 4. 2016 l caused the aforesaid to be served upon all 
persons to whom it is directed (see attached Service List) by United States Mail by depositing the same in 
the United States Mail at Rockford, Illinois, at or about the hour of S:00 p.m. 


s(s Marti Maravjch 
EXHIBIT 
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Case 14-83578 


IN RE: 


PAUL DULBERG 


Doc 34 Filed 10/04/16 
Document 


Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 
Page 2 of 4 


UNITED STA TES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR nfE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


Debtor. 


) 
) 
) 


CHAPTER 7 
Case Number: 14-83578 


) JUDGE: THOMAS M. LYNCH 


MOTION FOR AVTHOIUTV TO ENTER INTO A 
"BINDING MEDIATION AGREEMENT". 


Desc Main 


NOW COMES the Trustee, Joseph D. Olsen, by his attorneys, Vaiden, Olsen & Willette, 


pursuant to Bankruptcy Rule 9019, and for his Motion for Authority to Enter into a "Binding Mediation 


Agreement", states as follows: 


1. That the Debtor, Paul Dulberg. filed his Voluntary Petilion for Relief pursuant to Chapter 7 of 


Title 11 on November 26, 2014; 


2. That Joseph D. Olsen is the duly appointed and qualifted acting case Trustee of the above 


captioned Estate; 


3. That on the date of the petition tbe Debtor, Paul Dulberg, had a certain claim against David 


Gagnon, et al for certain personal injuries suffered in a chainsaw injury. This certain personal injury cue 


is pending in the circuit court of the 22• Judicial Circuit, McHenry County, Illinois in cause number 


12LAl78. 


4. Heretofore the Trustee has hired as his Special Counsel, the Baudin Law Oroup, Ltd. to 


prosecute the Bankruptcy Estate's claim in this matter. After discussions with Randy Baudin, the lead 


attorney on tbe file, Mr. Baudin has recommended participation in the "Binding Mediation Aa,ccmcnt", a 


copy of which aerccmcnt is auached hereto and made a part hereof as Exhibit A. There can be no 


guarantee of lhe amount of lhe award that is eventually provided under the .. Binding Mediation 


Agreement" but it has a floor of no less than S.S0,000.00 and a ceiling of no greater than SJ00.000.00. 


The Trustee, in consultation with his special counse~ believes the "Binding Mediation 


Asreement" would be in the best interC$t of the Estate. 
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Desc Main 


WHEREFORE, the Trustee requests authority to enter into the afore-described "Binding 


Mediation Agreement" and to execute any document necessary or appropriate to process the Debtor's 


claims through that binding mediation p~css. 


Prepared by: 
Joseph D. Olsen 
Y alclen. Olsen & Willene 
13 18 East Stale Street 
Rockford, lL 61104 
(815) 96S-863S 


JOSEPH D. OLSEN, Trustee 


By: Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WU.LEITE, his attorneys 


By: sis Joseph D. Olsen 
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I. 


11. 


Case 14-83578 Doc 34-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Exhibit 
Pa e 1 of 6 


Binding Mediation Agreement 
ADA Systenui File II 33391BMAG 


Revised for Special BIIUng 


Parties 


A. Paul Dulberg, by attorneys, Kelly N. Baudln and Randall Boudin, II 


B. David Gagnon, by attorney, Shoshan Reddington 


SPECIAL BILLING - Section V.B.5 - Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plalntlff's 
Binding Mediation Costs. 


Date, Time and Locetion of the Binding Mediation 


Date: 
Time: 
Location: 


Thursday, December 8. 2016 
1:30 P.M. 
ADR Systems of America, LLC 
20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago. IL 60602 
Contact Alex Goodrich 
312-960-2267 


Ill. Rules Govemlng the Mediation 


Each party rParty") to this agreement ("Agreement") hereby egrees to submit the above dispute for 
binding mediation ('"Medlationi to AOR Systems of America. L.L.C., ("AOR Systems") In accordance 
with the followlng terms: 


A. Powers of the Mediator 


1. The Parties agree that The Honorable James P. Etchlngham (Rel) shall serve as the sole 
Mediator In this matter (the "Mediator"). 


2. The Mediator shall heve the power to determine th~ admlgslblllty of evidence and to rule 
upon the law and the facts of the dispute pursuant to Section 111(0)(1). The Meclator she" also 
have the power to rule on objections to evidence which arise during the hearing. 


3. The Mediator Is authorfzed to hold Joint and separate caucuses with the Parties and to make 
oral and written recommendations for settlement purposes. 


4. The Parties agree that the Mediator shall decide all luues concemlng llablllty and 
damages arising from the dispute If this matter cannot be settled, unless any of the abov• 
Is waived. Any other Issues to be decided must be agreed upon by the Parties, and 
Included In this contract. 


5. Any failure to object to compliance with these Rules shall be deemed a wolver of such 
objection. 


AOFI Sy•lem• • 20 Nor It• Clork St«•el , Floor 29 • Cllicago. 1i 60602 
312.960.2260 • 1nfc 41tOrsy11ems.com • www.adrsys11tm$.com 


EXHIBIT "A" 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 34-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Exhibit 
A Page 2 of 6 


B. Amendments to the Agreement 


1. No Party shell amend the Agreement at any Ume without the consent and approval of such 
changes by the opposing Party, and ADR Systems of America . 


2. When changes or amendments to the Agreement are being requested, the Parties $hall 
Inform the ADR Systems case manager by telephone. The agreed proposal must also be 
submttted to the ADR Systems case manager In wrtttng. by fax or emaR. If necessary, and the 
contract changes MUST be made by AOR S)'5tems. No changes made outside these 
guidelines wlll be accepted. Furthermore, If the amended contract made by AOR Systems Is 
not signed by both Parties. the Agreement shall be enforced In Its orlglnal form, without 
changes. 


C. Pre-Hearing Submission 


1. Mediation statements are permitted provided that the statement Is shared among the other 
pertles. The Mediation Statement may Include: statement of facts. lndudlng e description of 
the Injury and a Hst of special damages and expenses Incurred and expected to be Incurred; 
and a theory of llablllty and damages end authorities In support thereof. 


0. Evldenliary Rules 


t. The Parties agree that the following documents are allowed Into evidence, without 
foundation or other proof, provided that said Items are served upon the Mediator and the 
opposing Perty at leest 17 (seventeen) days prior to the heartng dnte: 


a. Medical records and medical bllls for medical services: 


b. B1115 for drugs encl medical appliances (for example, prostheses); 


c. Property repair bills or estimates; 


d. Reports of lost time from employment. and / or lost compensation or wages; 


e. The written statement of any expert witness, the deposlUon of a witness. the statement of 
i, witness, to which the witness would be allowed to express If testifying In person, If the 
statement Is made by affidavit swom to under oath or by certification as provided In 
section 1-109 of the llllnols Code of Civil Procedure; 


f. Photographs; 


g. Police reports; 


h. Any other document not speclflcally covered by any of the foregoing provisions that a 
Party believes In good faith should be considered by the Mediator: and 


I. Each Party may Introduce any other evidence, Inducting but not limited to documents or 
exhibits, in accordance with the rules of evidence of the State of llllnols. 


2. The Pertles agree that they wlll not disclose any and all dollar figures relating to the hlgMow 
agreement last offer and last demand; policy limits; and /or set-offs orally or In wrttten form, 
to tho Mediator at any time before or during the conference, or whUe under edvlsement. 
prior to the Mediator's final decision. 


____ i ____ @ 
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a. VlolatJon of this rule set forth In (D)(2) shall constttute a material breach of this Agreement 
The noi,.dtscloslng Party must formally object to the Mediator upon learning of the 
breach, or the breech wtll be considered waived. The non•dlscioslng Party shall then have 
the option to continue the Mediation from the point of objection to Its completion; or to 
termlnato th@ Mediation at the potnt of objection as null and void. The ADR Systems case 
manager must be made aware of this breach at the time of the objection, so the objection 
Is addressed In accordance with the Agreement and 


b. If the Mediation Is terminated as null and void, all costs of the MedtaUon will be charged 
entirely to the disclosing Party. A new Mediation shall then take place with a new 
Mediator on a new date. If the Mediation Is not terminated, the costs of the Mediation 
shall remain the responsibility of each Pany or In accordance with the Agreement 


3. The Parties agree If a Party has an objection to the evidence or material submitted by any 
other Party pursuant to Paragraph (0){1), notice of the objection shell be given to the ADR 
Systems case manager and opposing counsel by telephone and In wrttlng at least seven days 
prior to the Mediation. If resolution cannot be obtained, the case manager wlll forward the 
objection to the Mediator to be ruled upon before or at the Mediation. The case manager will 
notify each of the Parties of the objection. The objection may result In a postponement of the 
proceedings. If the objection Is because of new material being disclosed with the 
11ubmlnion for the flm time (for example, m:w or additional reports, additional 
medlc.aVwage loss claims, etc.) then the dlscloslng party shall be charged for the total cost 
associated with the continuence. 


4. The Parttes agree that any Party desiring to Introduce any of the Items described In 
Paragraph (0)(1) without foundatlon or other proof. must deHver said Items to the Mediator 
and to the other Parties no later than Monday, November 21, 2016. 


5. The Items are considered delivered es or the date that one of the following events occur: 


a. If malled, by the date of the postmark; 


b. If delivered by a courter or a messenger, the date the Item Is received by the courter or 
messenger: and 


c. The date transmitted by facslmlle or emull. 


6. The Parties agree to deliver any of the Items described In Paragraph (C)(1) and (0)(1) to the 
followtng addresses: 


If emalllng Submissions, please $end to submlsslons@adrsystems.com, however, please do 
not send anything over 50 pages, Including exhibits. 


The Honorable James P. Etchlngham, (Ret) (Mediator} 
C/O AOR SYSTEMS 
20 North Clerk Street 
Floor29 
Chicago, IL 60602 


Kelly N. Baudln, Esq. / Randall Baudln, II, Esq. {Plaintiff' Attorneys) 
BAUOIN LAW GROUP 
304 McHenry Avenue 
Crystal Lake, IL 60039 


----------------3---------------@ 
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ShoShan Reddington, Esq. (Defense Attorney) 
LAW OFFICES OF STEVEN LIHOSIT 
200 N. La Salle Street 
Sutte 2550 
Chicago. IL 60601 


E. Conference Procedure 


1. The Parties may present opening statements but there wlll be no ltve testimony. 


2. The Parties wlll attempt to reach a voluntary settlement through negotiation with the 
assistance of the Mediator. 


3. If the Parties cannot voluntarily reach a settlement, the Mediator will advise the Parties that 
settlement cannot be reached. The Mediator will then take the matter under advisement and 
render an award that wlll be binding to aCI Parties. (the •Award"). subject to the tenns of any 
hlgh/lOw agreement that the Parties may have as described below In Paragraph (F)(1). 


F. Award Limits 


1. The Parties may agree prior to the MedlaUOn that a minimum and maximum amount will 
seive 85 parameters for the Award (sometimes referred to as a •htgMow agreementi. such 
that the actual amount that must be paid to the platntlfr or claimant shall not exceed a certain 
amount (the •htgh" or •maximum award; and shall not be less than a certain amount (the 
"low" or "minimum award9). 


a. If llablllty Is disputed and comparative fault or negligence Is asserted as an affirmatl\le 
defense. the Mediator shall make a finding regarding comparative fault or negligence. If 
any. In the event that there Is a flndlng of comparative fault or negligence of the plaintiff 
that Is greater than 50% (fifty percent), the plalntlff shall receive the negotiated minimum 
award. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of 50% (fifty 
percent) or less against the plaintiff. then any damages aw1trded In favor of the plaintiff 
shall be reduced by the amount of the plaintiff's comparative fault or negligence, but 
shall be no less than the minimum porameter or more than the maximum parameter. 


b. All award minimum and maximum parameters are subject to applicable set-offs If any, as 
governed by polky provisions If not specified In the Agreement 


The PertJes agree that for this Mediation the minimum award to Paul Dulberg will be 
$50,000.00. Also, the maximum award to Paul Dulberg will be $300,000.00. These 
amounts reflect the minimum and maximum amounts of money that David Gagnon shall 
be liable to pay to Paul Dulberg. 


IV. Effect of this Agreement 


A. After the commencement of the Mediation, no Party shall be pennttted to cancel this Agreement 
or the Mediation and the Mediator shall render a decision that shall be In eccordance with the 
terms set forth In this Agreement When the Award ts rendered. the Mediation ts resolved, and 
any Award arising from this Mediation shall operate as a bar and complete defense to any action 
or proceeding In any court or tribunal that may arise from the same Incident upon which the 
Mediation ts based. 


-------@ 
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B. The Parties further agree that any pending lltlgaUon wtU be dismissed, with prejudice, as to those 
Parties partldpaUng In this Mediation upon the conclusion thereof. Any and all liens. Including 
contractual rights of subrogation owed are subject to existing llllnols law. By agreement of the 
Parties, the Mediator's Award wlll be flnal and binding and not subject to appeal or motion for 
reconsideration by any Party. 


V. Mediation Costa 


A. ADR Systems FM Schedule 


l. A deposit Is required for the Administrative Fee, M~etor's estimated review. session, end 
follow-up time rMedJaUon Costs;. Blndlng-MediaUons are billed at a four hour per day 
minimum. The required deposit amount Is $2,590.00 from Party B and Is due by 
Novemt.r 21, 2016. Any unused i:,ortlon of the deposit wlll be refunded based on the four 
hour minimum. If the Mediator's review, session and follow-up time go over the estimated 
amount each Party wlD be Invoiced for the additional time. 


2. Mediation Costs are usually divided equely among all Parties. unless otherwise agreed upon 
by the Parties. ADR Syttems must be notlffed of special fee arrangements. 


3. AU deposits are due two weeks prior to the session. AOR Systems reserves the right to cancel 
a session If deposits are not received from au Parties two weeks prior to the session. 


4. ADR Systems requires 14-day notice In writing or via electronic transmission of cancellaUon 
or conUnuance. For Binding-Mediations cancelled or c:ontJnued within 14 days of the session, 
the Party causing the canceHatlon will be billed for the MedlatJon Costs of all the Parties 
Involved, which lndudes the four hour per dey minimum, eddltlonol review time, and any 
other expenses lncurredC-cancellatlon fees"). If the eancellatlon Is by agreement or all Parties, 
or If the c;ase has settled, the cencellatlOn fees wlU be spllt equally among all Parties, unless 
AOR Systems Is Instructed otherwise. The c:ancellstlon fees may be waived If the Mediator's 
lost time can be fUted by another matter. 


Administrative Fee $390.00 (Non-refundable) 


Mediator's Review Time $450.00 per hour 
Session Time $450.00 per hoor 
Mediator's Oectston Writing Time $450.00 per hour 
Mediator's Travel Time (If any) $75.00 per hour 


8. Responslbfllty for Payment "Ss-clal BIiiing 


1. Each Party and Its counsel (Including that counsel's firm) shall be JolnUy end severalty 
responsible for the payment of that Party's allocated share of the Mediation CoS1S es set forth 
above. 


2. All expenses Bnd disbursements made by AOR Systems In connection with the Mediation, 
lndudlng, but not limited to, outside room rental fee, meals, express maH and messenger 
chargM. and any other charges associated With the Mediation, wtU be bllled equally to the 
Parties at the time of the Invoice. 


________________ s _______________ @ 
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3. In the event that a Party and/or Its counsel taus to pay AOR Systems In accordance with the 
terms of thfs Agreement. then that Party and/or Its counsel shall be responsible for all costs, 
Including attorney's fees, Incurred by AOR Systems In connection With the coUectlon of any 
amount due and owing. Payment of addttlonal costs Incurred by ADR Systems In connection 
with the collectfon of any amount due and owing shall be made within 15 days of Invoice. 


4. In the event ADR Systems' session rooms are completely booked on your selected session 
date, AOR Systems will attempt to flnd another compllmentary venue for your session. tr ADR 
Systems cannot find a complimentary venue or the parties cannot agree on the 
complimentary venue, ADR Systems reserves the right to schedule your c:ase In a locaUon 
that may Involve a facllltles charge. The facllltles charge will be split equally among the 
parties unless ADR Systems ls Instructed otherwise. 


5. ..o.fendant agreff to pey up to $3,600.00 of Plalntlff's Binding Mediation Costs. 


VI. Adcnowledgment of Agreement 


A. By signing this Agreement, t acknowledge that I have read and agree to 8U the provisions as set 
forth above. 


B. Each Patty Is responsible for only his/her own signature where Indicated and wlll submit this 
signed Agreement to ADR Systems within 10 days of receipt of the Agreement Counsel may sign 
on behalf of the Party. 


By:-------------------------
Paul Dulberg / Plaintiff Date 


By:------------------------
Kelly N. Baudln I Attorney for the Plalntlff Date 


B~ -------------------------Randall Baudln, 11 / Attorney for the Plaintiff Date 


By.-------------------------Shoshen Reddington / Attorney for the Defendant 


ADR Systems l=Ue I 3339tBMAG 
AOR Systems Tax 1.0. I 36-3977108 


Date 


Date of Hearing: Thursday, December 8, 2016 


____ s ___ (® 
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Case 14-83578 Doc 35 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 Desc Main 


INRE: 


DULBERG, PAUL 


Document Page 1 of 4 


UNITED ST A TES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ll..LINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


Debtor. 


) CHAPTER 7 
) 
) CASE NO. 14-83578 
) 
) JUDGE THOMAS M. LYNCH 


NOTICE TO CREDITORS AND OTHER PARTIES IN INTEREST 


Notified via Electronic filing: Attorney David Stretch and U.S. Trustee's Office, 


Notified via U.S. Postal Service: See attached service list. 


Joseph D. Olsen, Trustee has filed papers with the Court regarding his Motion to Employ Special 
Coouel, Baudln Law Group. Ltd, u attoneya for tbe Tr111tee to punue a penonal Injury cane of 
adlon. A copy of said Motion referred to herein is available for inspection at the offices of the Clerk of the 
U.S. Bankruptcy Court or at the offtCCS of Vaiden, Olsen ct Willette, during usual business hours. 


Vpur riahts may be affected. You should read these papers carefully and discuss them with your 
attorney, if you have one in this bankruptcy case. (If you do not have an attorney, you may wish to consult 
one.) 


If you want the Court to consider your views on the Motion, then you or yaur attorney must: 


Attead tlae bearing on scheduled to be beld on tbe.Jl!_ day or October. 2016 at 9:30 am in 
courtroom 3100, United States Bankruptcy Court, 327 South Claarcb Street, Rodd'ord, IL 61101. 


If you or your attorney do not take these steps. the Court may decide that you do not oppose the relief 
sought in the Motion and may enter an order granting thal relief. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Vaiden. Olsen & Willette 
1318 East State Street 
Rockford. IL 61104 


Joseph D. Olsen. Trustee 


By: Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE, his attorneys 


By:. __ s1~s~Jo~seo..,...h~Pac.a..;,O~lse~o~---


CERTIFJCAD OF SERVICE 


I, the undcrsisncd, c:ertify that on October 4, 2016 I caused the aforesaid to be served upon all 
persons to whom ic is directed (see attached Service List) by United States Mall by depositing the same in 
the Uniecd States Mail at Rockford, Illinois, at or about the hour of S:00 p.m. 


w Marti Marayjch EXHIBIT 


G 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 671 of 915







Exhibit AW
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-11-17_ADR Motion for Rule 137 Sanctions.pdf
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Entered 10/04/16 14:32:58 
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Desc Main 


INRE: 


UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


) CHAPTER 7 
) 


PAUL DULBERG, ) CASE NO. 14-83578 
) 
) 


Debtors. ) JUDGE: THOMAS M. LYNCH 


MOTION TO EMPLOY SPECIAL COUNSEL 


NOW COMES Joseph D. Olsen, Trustee, by his attorneys, Vaiden, Olsen & Willette, and for his 


Motion to Employ Special Counsel, hereby states as follows: 


I. JOSEPH D. OLSEN is the duly qualified, appointed, and acting Trustee in the above-captioned 


case. 


2. To perfonn his duties as Trustee, your movant requires the services of an attorney for the 


following purposes: 


A. To appear for and prosecute the Estate's interest regarding a personal injury cause of action; 


8. To assist in the preparation of such pleadings, motions. notices, and orders which are required; 


3. For the foregoing and all other~ and proper pwposcs. movant desires to retain the law 


otrace of Baudin Law Group, Ud., as counsel for the Trustee. 


4. Movant feels that the law office is well qualified to render the foregoing services. 


S. The law office ofBaudin Law Group, Ltd. has no connections with the Debtor(s), creditors, or 


any party in interest. their respective attorneys and accountants, the U.S. Trustee, or any person employed 


in the offu:c of the U.S. Trustee as defined in 11 U.S.C. Section 101(14), except as follows: 


Post petition the Debtor entered into a contingent fee agreement with Baudin & Baudin (the 


predecessor law group to the Baudin Law Group, Ltd.) whereby the Debtor paid $3.333.33 as a 


nonrefundable retainer (to the offset against any future recovery) and agreed to pay Baudin & Baudin 


3 31 /3% as o contingency fee i r the matter settled prior to trial and 40% if the matter proceeds to trial. 
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6. The attorneys requests that they be compensated in accordance with Baud in Law Group, Ltd. fee 


agreement which is attached hereto and made a part hereof as "Exhibit A." 


WHEREFORE. JOSEPH D. OLSEN. Trustee, prays that he be authorized to employ the law office 


ofBaudin Law Group, ud., as his attorneys to render services in the areas described above and compensation 


be paid as an administrative expense and in such amounts as this Court may hereinafter detennine and allow. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Y ALDEN, OLSEN & Wll..LETIE 
13 18 East Slate Street 
Rock.ford, IL 61104 
(81 S) 96S-163S 
Fax(81S)96S-4S73 


JOSEPH D. OLSEN, Trustee 


By: Y ALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE. his Attorneys 


By: sis Joseph D. Olsen 
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FnAGREE~ 


I, Paul Dulberg. ~by to retain 111d employ BAUDIN & BAUDIN, an 
moc:i•rian of 1ttameys. to prosecute IDdlor dle·all mils IDd claims for damages, whidi may 
Jndudc pcnonaJ iDjuria and property dmnage, acainst responsible putics, ~udmg 1bcir 
imunmcc compeniP.S and my .insunmce t.OfflPID~ or any otbc:r rapoasiblc insmmK:e 
compmlcs. Irising out of-events which occurred on or about the 216 day of Juac, 2011, It or 
nt.er 1016 W. Elder Aveauc, McHmry, Illinois. 


I lll'CC to AY BAUDIN & BA1JDIN a, CClmpematjon for services ( I) a DOZH'dimdablc 
n:.1liDcr feeof$3,333.33; AND (2) a sum ofmoaey equaJ to cm&;third (1/3) oflhe grossmnoant 
ra1md from tbll claim t,y NU.lemem prier to 1rial of 1his matt«, OR, if this m111cr proceeds to 
1ria1. which is dcfiud u llllY timo after tbe fiDIJ pre-trial .coaf'eraace with the Comt 1w 
conchldod. 1 apce to pay BAUDIN & BAUDIN u co~on for its semces • sum of 
manoy equal to forty pac:eai (404K) of the FOSS amowtt realmd from such·acdm. Should tbis 


conclude by way of sealcmcn1, JUll'Odldoas, trial, arbltn1ion or juqmcnt iD my favor, 
BAUDIN .t BAUDJN qrccs to roduce 11s ·percemap fee by an amount of $3,333.33 as ID 
ofliel for du: DOrHCfimdlblo retainer fee; bowevcr, in np emot will the $3,333.33 be refitndcd to 
me once dlis ,areemmt bu.beat eucaad. 


I realize, undermDd and aaiee tblt all ecp,m,a '21d com re1md to my cwm. such as 
medical exprmes fbr my/our care ad lrallmCllt and rdlkld costs such u eoas for obtaiDms 
medical teOOl'ds and bills, as well u court r.osts. iru:Judiq filina.fces. COIIS of dq,ositions, costs 
of cxp:rts. ca:. IJ'C my obllptioa and rcspomibillf¥ 1Dd shill be paid as 1ho,c bWs become due 
1iom dmc Jo dmc. 


h ii ftD1her .qruxi and undai100d 1111l.tbac Will be DO 1ur1bcr r.barps IJr lepl acnlces 
ovar ad above the $3.333.33 DOIHUlndl~ l'llaiDer fee by BAUDIN ti: BAUDOl (whh the 
mcoepdao of the af'oretaid cxpc:mes and costs referred to in paragraph 3) \IDlels recovery is mad~ 
in this claim, and that no ICUJcment will be made withoat tbe coasent of 1be c:laimant(s). 


1 hereby aadbalizc and din:d 1bal BAUDIN & BAUDIN ls au1borized to cndone md 
depollt my proceeds received in reprd 10 the abmJd cJaim bnm, IDd 10 .dlsbune 1boS8 
funds mr purposes af cUm,t peymcms, n:solmiaa ofliaal. fflirnbunrmmt of COSl1 arJvanccd. 111d 
IIIDCUy'I fees. 


Thia cause wu not solicitCld oflhcr dinlcdy or indircc:tly from melw by anyanc. This 
qreemem. is bc:in& cuux:uled with duplicata ~· 


SJpcd this~ day of s~--- . ""lo/ ( ud copyteceived by 
claimlnt(s) or clabnan1(s)'s representatth, 


Claimant 


IN 
2100 N. Huntington Drive, SIU 
AlgoaquiD. IL 60102 


JwvbedS>llOIS 847.658.5295 FAX: 847.658.SOJS 
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


WESTERN DIVISION 


PAUL R. DULBERG, ) 
) 
) 


Debtor.) 


No. 14 B 83578 
Rockford, Illinois 
9:30 a.m. 
October 31, 2016 


TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE 
HONORABLE THOMAS M. LYNCH 


APPEARANCES: 


U.S. Trustee: Mr. Joesph D. Olsen. 


EXHIBIT 
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1 


2 


2 


THE CLERK: Paul Dulberg, 14 83578. 


MR. OLSEN: Good morning, Your Honor. 


3 Joseph Olsen, trustee. 


4 This comes before the Court on two 


5 motions. One is to authorize the engagement of 


6 special counsel to pursue a personal injury 


7 litigation, I think it's in Lake County, involving a 


8 chainsaw accident of some sort. 


9 And then, presumably, if the Court 
u::u-


10 grants that, the second one is to authorize the 


11 estate to enter into -- I'm not sure what you call 


12 it, but binding mediation. But there's a floor of 


13 $50,000, and there's a ceiling of $300,000. 


14 And I guess I've talked with his 


15 attorney. He seems very enthusiastic about it. 


16 There may be some issues about the debtor being a 


17 good witness or not, I guess. 


18 It had to do with a neighbor who asked 


19 him to help him out with a chainsaw, and then I guess 


20 the neighbor kind of cut off his arm, or almost cut 


21 off his arm right after that. There's some 


22 bitterness involved, understandably, I guess. 


23 But I don't do personal injuf~ work at 


24 all, so I'm not sure how that all flows through to a 


25 jury, but he didn't seem to want to go through a jury 
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process. He liked this process, so ... 


THE COURT: Very well. 


Mr. Olsen, first of all, with regard 


to the application to employ the Baudin law firm, it 


certainly appears to be in order and supported by 


affidavit. 


Their proposed fees are more 


consistent with at least what generally is the market 


than some of the fees you and I have seen in some 


other matters. 


One question for you: Have you seen 


the actual engagement agreement? 


MR. OLSEN: I thought it was attached 


to my motion. 


THE COURT: Okay. 


MR. OLSEN: If it's not, it should 


have been. 


It's kind of an interesting -­


actually, this is kind of a unique one. The debtor 


actually paid them money in advance, and then he's 


going to get a credit if they actually win, which I 


guess enures, now, to my benefit, but that's okay. 


And there's a proviso for one-third, 


except if we go to trial, then it's 40 percent. So 


these are getting more creative by the PI bar as we 
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plod along here, I guess, but ... 


THE COURT: 


generally pretty creative. 


It's a bar that's 


And my apologies. I saw the 


4 


affidavit, but you did have the agreement attached, 


and one was in front of the other. 


And the agreement is just as you 


describe it. It appears to be reasonable, and so 


I'll approve the application. 


Tell me about this binding mediation. 


It's almost an oxymoron, isn't it? 


MR. OLSEN: Well, I guess the 


mediators don't know there's a floor and a ceiling. 


I'm not sure where that comes from, but that's -­


yeah. 


And whatever number they come back at 


is the number we're able to settle at, except if it's 


a not guilty or a zero recovery, we get 50,000, but 


to come back at 3 million, we're capped at 300,000. 


THE COURT: Interesting. 


MR. OLSEN: A copy of the mediation 


agreement should also be attached to that motion. 


THE COURT: And I do see that. That 


appears to be in order. 


them luck. 


It's one of those you wish 
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MR. OLSEN: I don't want to 


micromanage his case. 


THE COURT: But that, too, sounds 


reasonable. There's been no objection? 


MR. OLSEN: Correct. 


5 


THE COURT: Very well. I will approve 


-- authorize, if you will, for you to enter into the 


binding mediation agreement, see where it takes you. 


MR. OLSEN: Thanks, Your Honor. 


(End of audio to be transcribed.) 
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CERTIFICATE 


I, JERRI ESTELLE, CSR, do hereby 


certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate 


transcription of proceedings electronically recorded 


in the matter of PAUL R. DULBERG, 14 B 83578 on 


October 31, 2016, which was submitted to D&E 


Reporting for transcription; it contains all the 


content in said recording; and it has been 


transcribed to the best of my ability. 


Jerri Estelle, CSR /S/ 
License Number: 084-003284 
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Binding Mediation Agreement 
ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 


Revised for Special BIiiing 


I. Parties 


A. Paul Dulberg, by attorneys, Kelly N. Baudln and Randall Baudln, II 


8. David Gagnon, by attorney, Shoshan Reddington 


SPECIAL BILLING - Section V.B.5 - Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plalntiff's 
Binding Mediation Costs. 


II. Date, Time and Location of the Binding Mediation 


Date: Thursday, December 8, 2016 
Time: 1:30 P.M. 
Location: ADR Systems of America, LLC 


20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 
Contact Alex Goodrich 
312-960-2267 


Ill. Rules Govemlng the Mediation 


Each party rParty") to this agreement (8 AgreementD) hereby agrees to submit the above dispute for 
binding mediation rMedlatlon; to ADR Systems of America, L.L.C., ("AOR Systems•) In accordance 
with the following terms: 


A. Powers of the Mediator 


1. The Parties agree that The Honorable James P. Etchlngham (Ret.) shall serve as the sole 
Mediator In this matter (the •Medlatori. 


2. The Mediator shall have the power to determine the admissibility of evidence and to rule 
upon the law and the facts of the dispute pursuant to Section 111(0)(1). The Mediator shall also 
have the power to rule on objections to evidence which arise during the hearing. 


3. The Mediator Is authorized to hold Joint and separate caucuses with the Parties and to make 
oral and written recommendations for settlement purposes. 


4. The Parties agree that the Mediator shall decide all Issues concerning llabllfty and 
damages arising from the dispute If this matter cannot be settled, unless any of the above 
Is waived. Any other Issues to be decided must be agreed upon by the Parties, and 
Included In this contract-


s. Any failure to object to compliance with these Rules shall be deemed a waiver of such 
objection. 


ADR Syillems , 20 Norn, Clark Strt-e1 • ~loor 29 • Chiceoo. ll 60602 
312.960.2260 • 1nfoGaOrsys1ems.eom • www.adrsys1ems.com 
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B. Amendments to the Agreement 


c. 


0. 


1. No Party shall amend the Agreement at any time without the consent and approval of such 
changes by the opposing Party, and ADR Systems of America. 


2. When changes or amendments to the Agreement are being requested, the Parties shall 
Inform the ADR Systems case manager by telephone. The agreed proposal must also be 
submitted to the ADR Systems case manager In writing, by fax or email, If necessary, and the 
contract changes MUST be made by AOR Systems. No changes made outside these 
guidelines will be accepted. Furthermore, If the amended contract made by AOR Systems Is 
not signed by both Parties, the Agreement shall be enforced In Its original form, without 
changes . 


Pre-Hearing Submission 


1. Mediation statements are permitted provided that the statement Is shared among the other 
parties. The Mediation Statement may Include: statement of facts, Including a description of 
the Injury and a 11st of special damages and expenses Incurred and expected to be Incurred; 
and a theory of llablllty and damages and authorities In support thereof. 


Evldentlary Rules 


1. The Parties agree that the following documents are allowed Into evidence. without 
foundation or other proof, provided that said Items are served upon the Mediator and the 
opposing Party at least 17 (seventeen) days prior to the hearing date: 


a. Medical records and medical bllls for medical services; 


b. Bills for drugs and medical appliances (for example, prostheses); 


c. Property repair bllls or estimates; 


d. Reports of lost time from employment. and / or lost compensation or wages; 


e. The written statement of any expert witness, the deposition of a witness, the statement of 
a witness, to which the witness would be allowed to express If testifying in person, if the 
statement Is made by affidavit sworn to under oath or by certification as provided In 
section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of Clvll Procedure; 


f. Photographs; 


g. Police reports; 


h. Any other document not specifically covered by any of the foregoing provisions that a 
Party belleves In good faith should be considered by the Mediator; and 


I. Each Party may Introduce any other evidence, Including but not limited to documents or 
exhibits, In accordance with the rules of evidence of the State of Illinois. 


2. The Parties agree that they will not disclose any and all dollar figures relating to the high/low 
agreement; last offer and last demand; policy limits; and /or set-offs orally or In written form, 
to the Mediator at any time before or during the conference, or while under advisement. 
prior to the Mediator's final decision. 


_______________ 2 ______________ ·@ 
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a. Violation of this rule set forth In (0)(2) shall constitute a material breach of this Agreement. 
The non-dlscloslng Party must fonnally object to the Mediator upon learning of the 
breach, or the breach wlll be considered waived. The non-disclosing Party shall then have 
the option to continue the Mediation from the point of objection to Its completion; or to 
terminate the Mediation at the point of objection as null and void. The ADR Systems case 
manager must be made aware of this breach at the time of the objection, so the objection 
Is addressed In accordance with the Agreement. and 


b. If the Mediation Is terminated as null and void, all costs of the Mediation will be charged 
entirely to the disclosing Party. A new Mediation shall then take place with a new 
Mediator on a new date. If the Mediation Is not terminated, the costs of the Mediation 
shall remain the responslblllty of each Party or In accordance with the Agreement. 


3. The Parties agree If a Party has an objection to the evidence or material submitted by any 
other Party pursuant to Paragraph (0)(1), notice of the objection shall be given to the ADR 
Systems case manager and opposing counsel by telephone and In writing at least seven days 
prior to the Mediation. If resolution cannot be obtained, the case manager will forward the 
objection to the Mediator to be ruled upon before or at the Mediation. The case manager will 
notify each of the Parties of the objection. The objection may result In a postponement of the 
proceedings. If the objection Is because of new material being disclosed with the 
submission for the first time (for example, new or additional reports, additional 
medlcal/wage loss claims, etc.) then the disclosing party shall be charged for the total cost 
associated with the continuance. 


4. The Parties agree that any Party desiring to Introduce any of the Items described In 
Paragraph (0)(1) without foundation or other proof, must deliver said Items to the Mediator 
and to the other Parties no later than Monday, November 21, 2016. 


5. The Items are considered delivered as of the date that one of the following events occur: 


a. If malled, by the date of the postmark; 


b. If delivered by a courier or a messenger, the date the Item Is recelVed by the courier or 
messenger; and 


c. The date transmitted by facslmlle or emall. 


6. The Parties agree to deliver any of the Items described In Paragraph (C)(1) and (0)(1) to the 
following addresses: 


If emalllng Submissions, please send to submisslons@adrsystems.com, however, please do 
not send anything over 50 pages, Including exhibits. 


The Honorable James P. Etchlngham, (Rel) (Mediator) 
C/0 ADR SYSTEMS 
20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 


Kelly N. Baudln, Esq. / Randall Baudln, II, Esq. (Plalntlff Attorneys) 
BAUDIN LAW GROUP 
304 McHenry Avenue 
Crystal Lake, IL 60039 


--------3--------@ 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 684 of 915







Exhibit AW
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-11-17_ADR Motion for Rule 137 Sanctions.pdf


l{)ll) 
oo 


"'"' oo 
00 
....I...J 
NN 
NN 
Oo 
NN 


Case 14-83578 Doc 34-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Exhibit 
A Page 4 of 6 


Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Defense Attorney) 
LAW OFFICES OF STEVEN LIHOSIT 
200 N. La Salle Street 
Suite 2550 
Chicago, IL 60601 


E. Conference Procedure 


1. The Parties may present opening statements but there will be no live testimony. 


2. The Parties will attempt to reach a voluntary settlement through negotiation with the 
assistance of the Mediator. 


u.i~ 3. If the Parties cannot voluntarlly reach a settlement, the Mediator will advise the Parties that 
I-<( 
<(o settlement cannot be reached. The Mediator wlll then take the matter under advisement and 
00 
@~ render an award that wlll be binding to ell Parties, (the •Award"). subject to the terms of any 
ii':u::: hlgMow agreement that the Parties may have as described below In Paragraph (F)(1). 


F. Award Limits 


1. The Parties may agree prior to the Medlatlon that a minimum and maximum amount will 
serve as parameters for the Award (sometimes referred to as a •htgh/low agreement•). such 
that the actual amount that must be paid to the plaintiff or claimant shall not exceed a certain 
amount (the •htgh• or •maximum award") and shall not be less than a certain amount (the 
·Iow• or "minimum award"). 


a. If llablllty Is disputed and comparative fault or negligence Is asserted as an affirmative 
defense, the Mediator shall make a finding regarding comparative fault or negligence, If 
any. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of the plaintiff 
that Is greater than 50% (fifty percent), the plaintiff shall receive the negotiated minimum 
award. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of 50% (fifty 
percent) or less against the plaintiff, then any damages awarded In favor of the plaintiff 
shall be reduced by the amount of the plaintiffs comparative fault or negligence, but 
shall be no less than the minimum parameter or more than the maximum parameter. 


b. All award minimum and maximum parameters are subject to applicable set-offs If any, as 
governed by policy provisions If not specified In the Agreement 


The Parties agree that for this Mediation the minimum award to Paul Dulberg will be 
$50,000.00. Also. the maximum award to Paul Dulberg wlll be $300,000.00. These 
amounts reflect the minimum and maximum amounts of money that David Gagnon shall 
be liable to pay to Paul Dulberg. 


IV. Effect of this Agreement 


A. After the commencement of the Mediation. no Party shall be permitted to cancel this Agreement 
or the Mediation and the Mediator shall render a decision that shall be In accordance with the 
terms set forth In this Agreement. When the Award Is rendered, the Mediation Is resolved, and 
any Award arising from this Mediation shall operate as a bar and complete defense to any action 
or proceeding In any court or tribunal that may arise from the same Incident upon which the 
Mediation ts based. 


----4---@ 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 685 of 915







Exhibit AW
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-11-17_ADR Motion for Rule 137 Sanctions.pdf


lOlO 
oo 


"'"' oo .......... 
Oo 
..J..J 
NN 
NN 
Oo 
NN 


Case 14-83578 Doc 34-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Exhibit 
A Page 5 of 6 


B. The Parties further agree that any pending litigation will be dismissed, with prejudice, as to those 
Parties participating In this Mediation upon the concluslon thereof. Any and all liens, Including 
contractual rights of subrogation owed are subject to existing llllnols law. By agreement of the 
Parties, the Mediator's Award wlll be final and binding and not subject to appeal or motion for 
reconsideration by any Party. 


V. Mediation Costs 


A. ADR Systems Fee Schedule 


1. A deposit ls required for the Administrative Fee, Mediator's estimated review, session, and 
follow-up time rMedlatlon Costs"). Binding-Mediations are bllled at a four hour per day 
minimum. The required deposit amount Is $2,590.00 from Party B and Is due by 
November 21, 2016. Any unused portion of the deposit will be refunded based on the four 
hour minimum. If the Mediator's review, session and follow-up time go over the estimated 
amount, each Party will be Invoiced for the addttlonal time. 


2. Mediation Costs are usually divided equally among all Parties, unless otherwise agreed upon 
by the Parties. ADR Systems must be notified of special fee arrangements. 


3. All deposits are due two weeks prior to the session. ADR Systems reserves the right to cancel 
a session If deposits are not received from all Parties two weeks prior to the session. 


4. ADR Systems requires 14-day notice In writing or via electronic transmission of cancellation 
or continuance. For Binding-Mediations cancelled or continued within 14 days of the session, 
the Party causing the cancellation wlll be bllled for the Mediation Costs of all the Parties 
Involved, which Includes the four hour per day minimum, addltlonal review time, and any 
other expenses lncurred("cancellatlon fees"). If the cancellation Is by agreement of all Parties. 
or If the case has settled, the cancellation fees will be split equally among all Parties, unless 
ADR Systems Is Instructed otherwise. The cancellation fees may be waived If the Mediator's 
lost time can be filled by another matter. 


Administrative Fee $390.00 (Non-refundable) 
Mediator's Review Time $450.00 per hour 
Session Time $450.00 per hour 
Mediator's Decision Writing Time $450.00 per hour 


Mediator's Travel Time Of any) $75.00 per hour 


B. Responslblllty for Payment .. Special Blllln~ 


1. Each Party and Its counsel (Including that counsel's firm) shall be Jointly and severally 
responslble for the payment of that Party's allocated share of the Mediation Costs as set forth 
above. 


2. All expenses and disbursements made by ADR Systems In connection with the Mediation, 
Including, but not limited to, outside room rental fee, meals, express mall and messenger 
charges, and any other charges associated with the Mediation, will be blfled equally to the 
Parties at the time of the Invoice. 


----5---@ 
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3. In the event that a Party and/or Its counsel falls to pay ADR Systems In accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement, then that Party and/or Its counsel shall be responsible for all costs, 
Including attorney's fees, Incurred by ADR Systems In connection with the collection of any 
amount due and owing. Payment of additional costs Incurred by ADR Systems In connection 
with the collectlon of any amount due and owing shall be made within 15 days of Invoice. 


4. In the event ADR Systems' session rooms are completely booked on your selected session 
date. ADR Systems wlll attempt to find another complimentary venue for your session. If ADR 
Systems cannot find a compllmentary venue or the parties cannot agree on the 
complimentary venue, ADR Systems reserves the right to schedule your case In a location 
that may Involve a facllltles charge. The facllltles charge wlll be split equally among the 
parties unless ADR Systems is instructed otherwise. 


5. "Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plaintiffs Binding Mediation Costs. 


VI. Acknowledgment of Agreement 


A. By signing this Agreement, I acknowledge that I have read and agree to all the provisions as set 
forth above. 


B. Each Party Is responslble for only his/her own signature where Indicated and will submit this 
signed Agreement to ADR Systems within 10 days of receipt of the Agreement Counsel may sign 
on behalf of the Party. 


By:------------------
Paul Dulberg / Plaintiff Date 


By.-------------------------
Kelly N. Baudln / Attorney for the Plalntlff Date 


By.------------------------Randall Baudln, II / Attorney for the Plaintiff Date 


By.-------------------------
Shoshan Reddington / Attorney for the Defendant Date 


ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 
ADR Systems Tax I.D. # 36-39n108 


Date of Hearing: Thursday, December 8, 2016 


----6---@ 
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UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 
NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 


Western Division 


In Re: 
PAUL DULBERG 


Debtor(s) 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


BK No.: 14-83578 


Chapter: 7 
Honorable Thomas M. Lynch 


ORDER TO EMPLOY SPECIAL COUNSEL 


THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard on this 31st day of October, 2016 upon the Trustee's 
Motion to employ the law office of Baud in Law Group, Ltd: as attorneys for the estate. the Court after 
considering the Motion, the statements of counsel, pleadings on file and being fully advised in the 
premises: 


IT JS HEREBY ORDERED that Joseph D. Olsen. Trustee herein, is authorized to employ the 
Baudin Law Group, Ltd. to represent the estate in regards to the Debtor's personal injury claim, more 
fully described in the Trustee's Motion, and that the Trustee is allowed to adopt the contingency contract 
between Debtor, Paul Dulberg and Baudin Law Group, Ltd. as described in the Trustee's Motion, and 
the Trustee may execute such documents as are necessary to accomplish the matters set forth herein. 


Dated: October 31. 2016 


Prepared by: 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Yalden, Olsen & Willette 
13 I 8 East State Street 
Rockford, IL 61 I 04 
815-965-8635 (phone) 
815-965-4573 (fax) 


Enter: 


Honorable Thomas M. Lynch 


United States Bankruptcy Judge 


EXHIB!l.) 
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In Re: 
PAUL DULBERG 


Debtor(s) 


Document Page 1 of 1 
UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT 


NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS 
Western Division 


) 


) 


) 


) 


) 
) 
) 


ORDER 


BK No.: 14-83578 


Chapter: 7 


Honorable Thomas M. Lynch 


THIS CAUSE coming on to be heard on this 31st day of October.2016 Up<.)n the Trustee's 
Motion for Authority to Enter into a ·'Binding Mediation Agreement". the Court after considering the 
Motion, the statements of counsel. pleadings on file and being fully advised in the premises: 


IT IS I-IEREBY ORDERED that Joseph D. Olsen, Trustee herein. is authorized to enter into a 
"Binding Mediation Agreement" as described in the Trustee's Motion, and the Trustee may execute 
such documents as are necessary to accomplish the matters set forth herein. 


Dated: October 31. 2016 


Prepared by: 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Vaiden, Olsen & Willeue 
1318 East State Street 
Rockford, IL 61104 
815-965-8635 (phone) 
815-965-4573 (fax) 


Enter: 


Honorable Thomas M. Lynch 


United States Bankruptcy Judge 
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From: Joe Olsen jolsenlaw@comcast.net ,­
Subject: Fwd: Re: Paul Dulberg 14--83578 & 12LA178 


Date: December 2, 2019 at 2:05 PM 
To: juliawilliams@clintonlaw.net 


Joseph D. Olsen - Yalden, Olsen & Willette 
838 North Main Street, R0<:kford, IL 61103-6906 
(815) 965-8635 I Fax (815) 965-4573 I jolsenlaw@comcast.net 


We have moved! Our new address is noted above. Our phone, fax, and email addresses will remain the same. 
Thank you. 


------ Original Message ---
From: Joe Olsen <jolsenlaw@comcast.net> 
To: Randy Baudin 11 <randybaudin2@gmail.com> 
Cc: jolsenlaw <jolsenlaw@comcast.net> 
Date: December 13, 2016 at 2:33 PM 
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg 14-83578 & 12LA178 


Randy-


Just a follow up to our conf. this afternoon, where you advised the results of the binding mediation; 


First off, thank you. 


Difficult having a Ch. 7 Trustee hovering around your file. I appreciate your professionalism and oooperation; 


Secondly, Re medical liens, I reviewed what I had. I came across 1 lien claim, that from U.S. Physical Therapy, Inc., it looks pretty 
defective. Did you or one of the prior attys. on file ever get notice from them? From any other lien claimant? If you have any such 
infonnation, could you send me a complete copy of whatever it is you have? 


Third, Re your compensation (most important), do we have to worry about any of the debtor's previous atty's possible claim for 
lien? 


If so, can you give me whatever you have re same? The quickest way to get you paid, is if you can provide mew/ the equivalent of a 
settlement statement which would show how much is owed under the contingent fee contract, plus any costs/expenses claimed by 
you. 


If there is any other claim by any other party to the settlement proceeds, please let me know; 


As soon as I get the "settlement statement" I'll file w/ court to get it approved. It's a 21 day notice. 


Can you let me know when you expect to receive the settlement funds? Again, you must tum over the gross proceeds to me. 


Thanks again. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Yalden, Olsen & Willette 
1318 East State Street 
Rockford, IL 61104 
(815)965-8635 
Fax (815)965-4573 


I On Odober 31, 2016 at 10:50 AM Randy Baudin II <randybaudin2@gmail.com> wrote: 


You can good ahead sign it. Thank you so much. 
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On Mon, Oct 31, 2016 at 10:41 AM, < jol~enlaw(iocoml:a,,t.net > wrote: 


Randy-
The Court authorized your appointment this morning, as well as entry 
into that "Binding Mediation Agreement"; 
Do you want the debtor to /s/ the form, or me as trustee? 
Let me know, thanks. 


From: "Randy Baudin 11" < randybaudin2@gmail.com> 
To: 11jolsenlaw 11 < jolsenlaw@comcast.net> 
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2016 2:09:00 PM 
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg 14-83578 & 12LA 178 


Any luck on appointing us as attorneys on this case yet? 


Thanks, 
Randy 


On Fri, Sep 16, 2016 at 11 :24 AM,< jolsenlaw@comcast.net> wrote: 


Randy-
Nice talking w/ you today, below is contact info. 
Thanks. 


Joseph D. Olsen 
Vaiden, Olsen & Willette 
1318 East State Street 
Rockford, IL 61104 
(815)965-8635 
Fax (815)965-4573 


, 
Clid< to get~ 


UnkedUiJ 
W. Randal Baudin ll 1s Linkedin Profile 


Cell 815.814.2193 


•• 
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Paul Dulberg 


V. 


David Gagnon 


page 2 


Binding Mediation Award 


) 


) 
) 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 


On December 8, 2016, the matter was called for binding mediation before the Honorable James 
P. Etchingharn, (Ret.), in Chicago, IL. According to the agreement entered into by the parties, If a 
voluntary settlement through negotiation could not be reached the mediator wou Id render a 
settlement award which would be binding to the parties. Pursuant to that agreement the 
mediator finds as follows: 


Gross Award: 


Comparative fault: 


Finding In favor of: flau I /Ju Ii e r q 
/; 66/2/t2(J(J. 


/J %(if applicable) 


Net Award: $ S-6 l?tJt}t) 


VJ.An~,,,,..A I 1$ l .n, noo' 
Comments/Explanation_ ..... W..........:c-'-~~'-· y(.{.....-.__,_ _______ --,- __ ...::,:ts'--'v=-,,,-__ v ___ _ 


lulu re llfUtcv I I zoo. tJoo, 


L Ji/ L tJt)O. 
I 


ADR Systems , 20 North Clark Street • Floor 29 , Chicago, IL 60602 
3·12.960.2260 • lnfo@adrsysten'\s.com , www.adrsystems.com 
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II. 


Parties 


Binding Mediation Agreement 
ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 


A. Paul Dulberg, by attorneys, Kelly N. Baudin and Randall Baudln. II 


B. David Gagnon, by attorney, Shoshan Reddington 


Date, Time and Location of the Binding Mediation 


Date: 
Time: 
Locauon: 


Thursday, December 8, 2016 
1:30 P.M. 
ADR Systems of America, LLC 
20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 
Contact: Alex Goodrich 
312-960-2267 


Ill. Rules Governing the Mediation 


Each party iParty") to this agreement ("Agreement") hereby agrees to submit the above dispute for 
binding mediation ("Mediation") to ADR Systems of America, L.L.C., ("ADR Systems") In accordance 
with the followlng terms: 


A. Powers of the Mediator 


1. The Parties agree that The Honorable James P. Etchingham (Ret.) shall serve as the sole 
Mediator In this matter (the "Mediator"). 


2. The Mediator shall have the power to determine the admissibility of evidence and to rule 
upon the law and the facts of the dispute pursuant to Section 111(0)(1). The Mediator shalt also 
have the power to rule on objections to evidence which arise during the hearing. 


3. The Mediator Is authorized to hold joint and separate caucuses with the Parties and to make 
oral and written recommendations for settlement purposes. 


4. The Parties agree that the Mediator shall decide all Issues concerning liability and 
damages arising from the dispute If this matter cannot be settled, unless any of the above 
Is waived. Any other Issues to be decided must be agreed upon by the Parties, and 
Included In this contract. 


5. Any failure to object to compliance with these Rules shall be deemed a waiver of such 
objection. 


B. Amendments to the Agreement 


1. No Party shall amend the Agreement at any time without the consent and approval of such 
changes by the opposing Party, and ADR Systems of America. 
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2. When changes or amendments to the Agreement are being requested, the Parties shall 
Inform the ADR Systems case manager by telephone. The agreed proposal must also be 
submitted to the ADR Systems case manager In writing, by fax or email, If necessary. and the 
contract changes MUST be made by ADR Systems. No changes made outside these 
guidelines wlll be accepted. Furthermore, If the amended contract made by ADR Systems Is 
not signed by both Parties, the Agreement shall be enforced in its original form, without 
changes. 


C. Pre-Hearing Submission 


1. Mediation statements are permitted provided that the statement is shared among the other 
parties. The Mediation Statement may Include: statement of facts. Including a description of 
the Injury and a list of special damages and expenses Incurred and expected to be Incurred; 
and a theory of liability and damages and authorities in support thereof. 


D. Evldentlary Rules 


1. The Parties agree that the following documents are allowed Into evidence, without 
foundation or other proof, provided that said Items are served upon the Mediator and the 
opposing Party at least 17 (seventeen) days prior to the hearing date: 


a. Medical records and medical bllls for medical services; 


b. BIiis for drugs and medical appliances (for example, prostheses); 


c. Property repair bills or estimates; 


d. Reports of lost time from employment, and / or lost compensation or wages; 


e. The written statement of any expert witness, the deposition of a witness, the statement of 
a witness, to which the witness would be allowed to express if testifying In person, if the 
statement Is made by affidavit sworn to under oath or by certification as provided In 
section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure; 


f. Photographs; 


g. Police reports; 


h. Any other document not specifically covered by any of the foregoing provisions that a 
Party believes In good faith should be considered by the Mediator; and 


I. Each Party may Introduce any other evidence, Including but not limited to documents or 
exhibits, In accordance with the rules of evidence of the State of Illinois. 


2. The Parties agree that they wll1 not disclose any and all dollar figures relating to the high/low 
agreement; last offer and last demand; policy limits; and /or set-offs orally or In written form, 
to the Mediator at any time before or during the conference, or whlle under advisement, 
prior to the Mediator's final decision. 


a. Violation of this rule set forth In (D)(2) shall constitute a material breach of this Agreement. 
The non-disclosing Party must formally object to the Mediator upon learn Ing of the 
breach, or the breach will be considered waived. The non-disclosing Party shall then have 
the option to continue the Mediation from the point of objection to Its completion; or to 
terminate the Mediation at the point of objection as null and void. The ADR Systems case 
manager must be made aware of this breach at the time of the objection, so the objection 
Is addressed In accordance with the Agreement; and 
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b. If the Mediation Is terminated as null and void, all costs of the Mediation wlll be charged 
entirely to the disclosing Party. A new Mediation shall then take place with a new 
Mediator on a new date. If the Mediation Is not terminated, the costs of the Mediation 
shall remain the responsibility of each Party or In accordance with the Agreement. 


3. The Parties agree If a Party has an objection to the evidence or material submitted by any 
other Party pursuant to Paragraph (0)(1), notice of the objection shall be given to the ADR 
Systems case manager and opposing counsel by telephone and in writing at least seven days 
prior to the Mediation. If resolution cannot be obtained, the case manager will forward the 
objection to the Mediator to be ruled upon before or at the Mediation. The case manager will 
notify each of the Parties of the objection. The objection may result In a postponement of the 
proceedings. If the objection Is because of new material being disclosed with the 
submission for the first time (for example, new or additional reports, additional 
medical/wage loss claims. etc.) then the disclosing party shall be charged for the total cost 
associated with the continuance. 


4. The Parties agree that any Party desiring to introduce any of the items described In 
Paragraph (D)(1) without foundation or other proof. must deliver said Items to the Mediator 
and to the other Parties no later than Monday. November 21. 2016. 


5. The Items are considered delivered as of the date that one of the following events occur. 


a. If malled, by the date of the postmark: 


b. If delivered by a courier or a messenger, the date the Item Is received by the courier or 
messenger; and 


c. The date transmitted by facsimile or email. 


6. The Parties agree to dellver any of the Items described In Paragraph (C)(1) and (D)(1) to the 
following addresses: 


If emailing Submissions, please send to submisslons@adrsystems.com, however, please do 
not send anything over 50 pages, lncludlng exhibits. 


The Honorable James P. Etchingham, (Ret.) (Mediator) 
C/0 ADR SYSTEMS 
20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 


Kelly N. Baudln, Esq./ Randall Baudin, II, Esq. (Plaintiff Attorneys) 
BAUDIN LAW GROUP 
304 McHenry Avenue 
Crystal Lake, IL 60039 


Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Defense Attorney) 
LAW OFFICES OF STEVEN LIHOSIT 
200 N. La Salle Street 
Suite 2550 
Chicago, IL 60601 
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E. Conference Procedure 


1. The Parties may present opening statements but there wlll be no live testimony. 


2. The Parties will attempt to reach a voluntary settlement through negotiation with the 
assistance of the Mediator. 


3. If the Parties cannot voluntarily reach a settlement, the Mediator will advise the Parties that 
settlement cannot be reached. The Mediator will then take the matter under advisement and 
render an award that will be binding to all Parties, (the "Award"), subject to the terms of any 
high/low agreement that the Parties may have as described below In Paragraph (F)(l). 


F. Award Limits 


1. The Parties may agree prior to the Mediation that a minimum and maximum amount will 
serve as parameters for the Award (sometimes referred to as a "high/low agreement"), such 
that the actual amount that must be paid to the plaintiff or claimant shall not exceed a certain 
amount (the "high" or "maximum award") and shall not be less than a certain amount (the 
"low" or "minimum award"). 


a. If llablllty Is disputed and comparative fault or negligence is asserted as an affirmative 
defense, the Mediator shall make a finding regarding comparative fault or negligence. if 
any. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of the plaintiff 
that is greater than 50% (fifty percent), the plaintiff shall receive the negotiated minimum 
award. In the event that there is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of 50% (fifty 
percent) or less against the plaintiff, then any damages awarded In favor of the plaintiff 
shall be reduced by the amount of the platntlff's comparative fault or negligence, but 
shall be no less than the minimum parameter or more than the maximum parameter. 


b. All award minimum and maximum parameters are subject to applicable set-offs if any, as 
governed by policy provisions if not specified in the Agreement. 


The Parties agree that for this Mediation the minimum award to Paul Dulberg will be 
$50,000.00. Also. the maximum award to Paul Dulberg will be $300,000.00. These 
amounts reflect the minimum and maximum amounts of money that David Dulberg shall 
be liable to pay to Paul Dulberg. 


IV. Effect of this Agreement 


A After the commencement of the Mediation, no Party shall be permitted to cancel this Agreement 
or the Mediation and the Mediator shall render a decision that shall be In accordance with the 
terms set forth In this Agreement. When the Award ls rendered, the Mediation Is resolved, and 
any Award arising from this Mediation shall operate as a bar and complete defense to any action 
or proceeding In any court or tribunal that may arise from the same incident upon which the 
Mediation Is based. 
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8. The Parties further agree that any pending lltlgatlon will be dismissed, with prejudice, as to those 
Parties participating In this Mediation upon the conclusion thereof. Any and all liens, Including 
contractual rights of subrogation owed are subject to existing Illinois law. By agreement of the 
Parties, the Mediator's Award will be final and binding and not subject to appeal or motion for 
reconsideration by any Party. 


V. Mediation Costs 
Q.Q. 


A. ADR Systems Fee Schedule 


1. A deposit is required for the Administrative Fee, Mediator's estimated review, session, and 
follow-up time rMedlatlon Costs"). Binding-Mediations are billed at a four hour per day 
minimum. The required deposit amount Is $1,295.00 per Party and Is due by November 21, 
2016. Any unused portion of the deposit will be refunded based on the four hour minimum. If 
the Mediator's review, session and follow-up time go over the estimated amount, each Party 
will be Invoiced for the addltlonal time. 


2. Mediation Costs are usually divided equally among all Parties, unless otherwise agreed upon 
by the Parties. ADR Systems must be notified of spec;lal fee arrangements. 


3. All deposits are due two weeks prior to the session. ADR Systems reserves the right to cancel 
a session If deposits are not received from all Parties two weeks prior to the session. 


4. ADR Systems requires 14-day notice In writing or via electronic transmission of cancellation 
or continuance. For Binding-Mediations cancelled or continued within 14 days of the session, 
the Party causing the cancellation will be bllied for the Mediation Costs of all the Parties 
Involved, which Includes the four hour per day minimum, additional review time, and any 
other expenses incurred{"cancellatlon fees"). If the cancellation ls by agreement of all Parties, 
or If the case has settled, the cancellation fees will be spilt equally among all Parties, unless 
ADR Systems is instructed otherwise. The cancellation fees may be waived if the Mediator's 
lost time can be filled by another matter. 


Administrative Fee $195.00 per Party (Non-refundable) 
Mediator's Review Time $450.00 per hour, split equally between Parties 
Session Time $450.00 per hour, split equally between Parties 
Mediator's Decision Writing Time $450.00 per hour, split equally between Parties 
Mediator's Travel Time (If any) $75.00 per hour, spilt equally between Parties 


B. Responsibility for Payment 


1. Each Party and Its counsel (including that counsel's firm) shall be Jointly and severally 
responsible for the payment of that Party's allocated share of the Mediation Costs as set forth 
above. 


2. All expenses and disbursements made by ADR Systems in connection with the Mediation, 
Including, but not limited to, outside room rental fee, meals, express mail and messenger 
charges, and any other charges associated with the Mediation, will be billed equally to the 
Parties at the time of the Invoice. 


3. In the event that a Party and/or Its counsel fails to pay ADR Systems in accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement. then that Party and/or its counsel shall be responsible for all costs, 
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3. In the event that a Party and/or its counsel fails to pay ADR Systems in accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement, then that Party and/or its counsel shall be responsible for all costs, 
including attorney's fees, incurred by ADR Systems in connection with the collection of any 
amount due and owing. Payment of additional costs incurred by ADR Systems in connection 
with the collection of any amount due and owing shall be made within 15 days of invoice. 


4. In the event ADR Systems· session rooms are completely booked on your selected session 
date, ADR Systems will attempt to find another complimentary venue for your session. If ADR 
Systems cannot find a complimentary venue or the parties cannot agree on the 
complimentary venue, ADR Systems reserves the right to schedule your case in a location 
that may involve a facilities charge. The facilities charge will be split equally among the 
parties unless ADR Systems is instructed otherwise. 


5. ••Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plaintiffs Binding Mediation Costs. 


VI. Acknowledgment of Agreement 


A. By signing this Agreement. I acknowledge that I have read and agree to all the provisions as set 
forth above. 


B. Each Party is responsible for only his/her own signature where indicated and will submit this 
signed Agreement to ADR Systems within 10 days of receipt of the Agreement. Counsel may sign 
on behalf of the Party. 


ington / Attorney for the Defendant 


ADR Systems File # 333918MAG 
ADR Systems Tax I.D. # 36-39TT108 


Date of Hearing: Thursday, December 8, 2016 
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Hearing Date: 3/28/2023 9:45 AM - 9:50 AM 
Location: <<CourtRoomNumber>> 
Judge: Calendar, U 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG, THE PAUL DULBERG ) 
REVOCABLE TRUST, ) 


) 
Plaintiffs, ) 


) Case No. 2022 L 010905 
V. ) 


) 
KELLY N. BAUDIN A/KIA BAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ) 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW ) 
OFFICES OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, ) 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, ) 
WILLIAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/KIA ) 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ) 
ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF ) 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, KELRAN, INC ) 
A/KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., ) 
JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, A/KIA YALDEN, ) 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, ) 
CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/KIA YALDEN, ) 
OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW OFFICES, ) 
RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II, A/Kl A ) 
YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW ) 
OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, ) 
LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR ) 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE ) 
PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE ) 
COMPANY, ) 


) 
Defendants. ) 


DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC'S 
SECTION 2-615 MOTION TO DISMISS 


FILED 
2/24/2023 1 :23 PM 
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ 
CIRCUIT CLERK 
COOK COUNTY, IL 
2022L010905 
Calendar, U 
21615792 


Defendant ADR Systems of America, L.L.C., ("ADR"), pursuant to Section 2-615 of the 


Illinois Code of Civil Procedure (735 ILCS 5/2-615) respectfully moves the Court to dismiss 


Plaintiffs' Complaint with prejudice for failure to state a cause of action as to ADR. In support of 


its Motion, ADR states as follows: 
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1. Plaintiffs Paul Dulberg and the Paul Dulberg Revocable Trust (collectively, 


"Dulberg") have brought a 107 paragraph, 34-page rambling Complaint. (See Complaint, attached 


hereto as Exhibit A.) Among Dulberg's various claims is "Count 4", which attempts to allege a 


claim against ADR for breach of contract. Dulberg's claim against ADR comes nowhere close to 


stating a valid cause of action and should be dismissed with prejudice. 


STANDARD OF REVIEW 


2. A Section 2-615 motion tests whether the complaint contains sufficient facts 


"which, if proved, would entitle the plaintiff to relief." Evers v. Edward Hosp. Ass 'n, 247 Ill. App. 


3d 717, 724 (2d Dist. 1993). "Illinois is a fact-pleading state, and conclusions of law and 


conclusory factual allegations unsupported by specific facts are not deemed admitted." Alpha Sch. 


Bus Co., Inc. v. Wagner, 391 Ill. App. 3d 722, 735 (1st Dist. 2009). 


3. Courts may take judicial notice of public documents and records in ruling on 


motions to dismiss pursuant to Section 2-615 and Section 2-619. Kopnickv. JL Woode Mgmt. Co., 


LLC, 2017 IL App (1st) 152054, ,r 26. 


ARGUMENT 


4. ADR, based in Chicago, provides alternative dispute resolution services, which 


include arbitrations and mediations. 


5. The gist of Dulberg's Complaint arises from his personal bankruptcy filed in the 


United States Bankruptcy Court for the Northern District of Illinois (Case No. 14-83578). It 


appears that Dulberg is unhappy that Defendant Joseph Olsen (the "Trustee"), who served as the 


bankruptcy trustee overseeing Dulberg's personal bankruptcy (Case No. 14-83578), agreed to the 


recommendation of the Bankruptcy Court-approved special counsel, the Baudin Law Group, to 


participate in a binding mediation held at ADR in December 2016 with Allstate Insurance 
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concerning a personal injury claim the trustee controlled (Dulberg v. Gagnon) ("Dulberg's Injury 


Claim"). (See Complaint, Ex. 7). 


6. In an October 31, 2016 hearing, the Bankruptcy Court approved (i) the proposal to 


hold a binding mediation ofDulberg's Injury Claim, (ii) that this mediation would be subject to a 


$50,000-$300,000 (reflecting the applicable insurance policy limit) high/low agreement, and (iii) 


that the mediator who would preside over the binding mediation would not be made aware of that 


high/low agreement. (Complaint, Ex. 6A (October 31, 2016 Transcript of Proceedings) at 2-5). 


7. The Bankruptcy Court approved the submission of the claim to binding mediation 


before ADR. ADR played no role in the bankruptcy proceedings. ((Complaint, Ex. 8 ("Joseph D. 


Olsen, Trustee herein, is authorized to enter into a 'Binding Mediation Agreement' as described 


in the Trustee's Motion, and the Trustee may execute such documents as are necessary to 


accomplish the matters set forth herein.").) 


8. On December 8, 2016, the parties, including Dulberg, participated in the binding 


mediation at ADR before the Honorable James Etchingham (ret.). (Complaint, ,r 57). 


9. Prior to that binding mediation, the attorneys for the parties and Dulberg executed 


a Binding Mediation Agreement (Complaint, Ex. 11). That agreement reflects the "high/low" 


agreement that the Bankruptcy Court approved. 1 


10. On December 12, 2016, Judge Etchingham rendered an award in Dulberg's favor 


of $561,000. The issuance of the award terminated ADR's involvement in the proceeding. 


(Complaint, ,r 64 and Ex. 10 thereto). 


1 According to the Complaint, Dulberg's attorneys "may have forged Dulberg's signature of the Binding 
Mediation Agreement." (Complaint,, 72 (p ).) This equivocating allegation is noteworthy because Dulberg 
admits he attended the binding mediation. In any event, the Complaint is clear that the binding mediation 
occurred at ADR and ADR performed the services required of under the Binding Mediation Agreement. 
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11. In or about April 2017, the Trustee sought approval for the distribution of assets 


from the proceeds received as a result of the binding mediation to various attorneys and creditors. 


The Trustee's request also included a distribution to Dulberg of more than $117,000. The 


Bankruptcy Court approved the distribution, and it appears Dulberg accepted his $117,000 without 


objection to the Bankruptcy Court. See Chapter 7 Trustee's Final Account", of which the Court 


may take judicial notice, attached hereto as Exhibit B. 


12. Now, six years later, Dulberg complains that his lawyers forced him into binding 


mediation against his will. 


13. Without commenting on the validity of the claims against the other parties, 


Dulberg's claim against ADR is unfounded in fact or law. 


14. Dulberg admits that "there was a valid and enforceable contract" between Dulberg, 


Allstate and ADR. (Complaint,, 94). 


15. Apparently, there was an unsigned and undated draft of a Binding Mediation 


Agreement that the Trustee submitted to the Bankruptcy Court as part of his motion seeking 


approval to submit the matter to binding mediation. (Complaint,, 95.) Dulberg does not allege 


that this draft constituted a "valid and enforceable contract." 


16. According to Dulberg, "Major terms within the two agreements were changed." 


(Complaint, , 96.) Dulberg offers no explanation as to the alleged relevance of the cited terms. 


(See, e.g., notifications, "Language under Parties B; "who is liable to plaintiff'; ADR's fee 


schedule, ADR's "Fee Schedule boxed information"; "page 6 section v number 5".). 


17. Dulberg then alleges that ADR breached the Binding Mediation Agreement by not 


following the terms regarding amending the contract. However, Dulberg, by his own allegations, 
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admits that the only enforceable contract to which ADR was a party is the one the parties signed. 


(Complaint, Ex. 11). 


18. Dulberg then asserts in perplexing fashion that "Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury 


in an amount in excess of $261,000 because the contract under the changed terms should not be 


allowed to regulate the procedure." (Complaint,, 100). 


19. Beyond the fact that Count 4 makes little sense, Count 4 fails as to ADR because a 


valid breach of contract claim must identify the specific contractual provision at issue and the 


conduct constituting a breach thereof. See Babbitt Municipalities, Inc. v. Health Care Serv. Corp., 


2016 IL App (1st) 152662,, 15 (affirming dismissal of breach of contract claim). 


20. Plaintiff's Complaint admits (i) the enforceable contract to which ADR is a party 


is the Binding Mediation Agreement embodied in Exhibit 11 to the Complaint; (ii) a binding 


mediation dispute was presented to ADR for resolution; (iii) Dulberg attended the binding 


mediation; and (iv) Judge Etchingham rendered an award consistent with the terms of the Binding 


Mediation Agreement, which the parties accepted. 


21. ADR was not a party to the draft agreement that the Trustee attached to his motion, 


and the Complaint lacks any allegation that ADR engaged in any material breach of the executed 


Binding Mediation Agreement. 


22. Dulberg's attempt, six years later, to hold ADR liable for anything relating to this 


matter should be rejected. Count 4 should be dismissed for failure to state a valid cause of action. 


23. As no basis exists by which Dulberg can remedy the defects in Count 4, the 


dismissal of the Complaint as to ADR should be with prejudice. 


WHEREFORE, Defendant ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, L.L.C. respectfully prays that 


this Court enter an order dismissing Plaintiffs' Complaint against ADR with prejudice. 
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Robert A. Chapman 
CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP 
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 606-8752 
rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 
wdickmann@chapmanspingola.com 
Firm I.D. No. 29411 


Respectfully submitted: 


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, L.L.C. 


By: Isl Robert A. Chapman 
One oflts Attorneys 
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VERIFICATION 


I, Robert A. Chapman, pursuant to section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of Civil Procedure, 


state that the statements set forth in the above motion are true and correct to the best of my knowledge. 


By: Isl Robert A. Chapman 
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil 


Procedure, I, Robert A. Chapman, an attorney, hereby certify that on February 24, 2023, I caused 


the foregoing (i) to be filed electronically using the Odyssey eFileIL system and (ii) to be served 


on counsel of record through the Odyssey eFileIL system, if registered, and by PDF/email at the 


following addresses: 


Alphonse A. Talarico George J. Manos 
Law Offices of Alphonse Talarico Jason W. Jochum 
707 Skokie Blvd., Suite 600 LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, 
Northbrook, IL 60084 LLP 
contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 550 W. Adams Street, Suite 300 


Chicago, Illinois 60661 
George.Manos@lewisbrisbois.com 
Jason.Jochum@lewisbrisbois.com 


Jeremy N. Boeder 
TRIBLER ORPETT & MEYER, P.C. 
225 W. Washington Street, Suite 2550 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
(312) 201-6400 
docket@tribler.com 


Isl Robert A. Chapman 
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chapmanlspingola 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


January 31, 2023 


VIA PDF/EMAIL 
Alphonse A. Talarico, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF ALPHONSE TALARICO 


120 West 22nd Street, Suite 100 
Oak Brook, Illinois 60523 
contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 


Robert A. Chapman 
Phone I (312) 606-8752 


E-mail I rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 


Re: Dulberg. et al v. ADR Systems o[America. et al. Case No. 2022 L O 10905 


Dear Alphonse: 


As you know, we are counsel for ADR Systems of America, LLC ("ADR"). 


We write pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 137 to put you on notice that if the Complaint 
that you filed on behalf of Paul Dulberg and the Paul Dulberg Revocable Trust (collectively, 
''Dulberg") is not withdrawn as to ADR, ADR will seek sanctions from the Court equal to the 
attorneys' fees and any other costs it expends in responding to the meritless claim against ADR. 


While the Complaint you filed is incomprehensible in large part, it appears that the foundation of 
Dulberg' s claim is that he is unhappy that Joseph Olsen, the bankruptcy trustee overseeing his 
bankruptcy (Case No. 14-83578), agreed to the recommendation of the Bankruptcy Court­
approved special counsel (the Baudin Law Group) to participate in a binding mediation held at 
ADR in December 2016 with Allstate Insurance concerning a personal injury claim the trustee 
controlled (Dulberg v. Gagnon). 


Our review of the bankruptcy court file indicates that the Bankruptcy Court approved the 
submission of the claim to binding mediation before ADR, and Dulberg received notice of the 
trustee's request for approval and failed to object. ADR played no role in the bankruptcy 
proceedings. The pleadings and transcript of proceedings further indicate that the Bankruptcy 
Court and the parties (including Dulberg) (i) received notice of the proposed binding mediation 
and (ii) were made aware that the mediation would be subject to a $50,000-$300,000 (policy limit) 
high/low agreement. 


On December 8, 2016, the parties, including Dulberg, participated in the binding mediation at 
ADR before the Honorable James Etchingham (ret.). 


Prior to that binding mediation, the attorneys for the parties and Dulberg executed a Binding 
Mediation Agreement (Complaint, Exhibit 11 ). That agreement reflects the "high/low'' agreement 
that the Bankruptcy Court approved. 


On or about December 12, 2016, Judge Etchingham rendered an award in Dulberg's favor of 
$561,000. The issuance of the award terminated ADR's involvement in the proceeding. 


190 South LaSalle Street I Suite 3850 I Chicago, Illinois 60603 
p: 312.630.9202 I f: 312.630.9233 I chapmanspingola.com 
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Alphonse A. Talarico, Esq. 
January 31, 2023 
Page 2 of2 


chapmanlspingola 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 


In or about April 2017, the trustee sought approval for the distribution of assets from the award to 
various attorneys and creditors. The trustee's request also included a distribution to Dulberg of 
more than $117,000. Dulberg received notice of the request and made no objection on the record. 
The Bankruptcy Court approved the distribution, and it appears Dulberg accepted his $117,000 
without objection to the Bankruptcy Court. Now, six years later, Dulberg complains that his 
lawyers forced him into the binding mediation against his will.1 


Without commenting on the validity of the claims against the other parties, Dulberg' s claim against 
ADR is not well-grounded in fact nor warranted by existing law. It appears you are asserting that 
ADR engaged in a breach of the Binding Mediation Agreement because the signed Binding 
Mediation Agreement has some minor differences from the unsigned agreement that was attached 
to the trustee's motion before the Bankruptcy Court. Needless to say, it is undisputed that (i) a 
binding mediation dispute was presented to ADR for resolution; (ii) Judge Etchingham rendered 
an award, which the parties accepted, based on the evidence presented; (iii) the binding mediation 
high/low agreement was enforced; and (iv) Dulberg received more than $117,000 from that award 
in 2017 without objection. ADR did not engage in any material breach of the executed Binding 
Mediation Agreement, and your attempt to hold ADR liable for anything relating to this matter is 
beyond frivolous. 


Under these overwhelming circumstances, you have an affirmative duty to voluntarily dismiss the 
Complaint against ADR immediately. See Baker v. Daniel S. Berger, Ltd., 323 Ill. App. 3d 956, 
964 (1st Dist. 2001) (reversing denial of motion for Rule 137 sanctions where attorney did not 
dismiss factually and legally unsupported and frivolous claim). 


We request that you and Dulberg withdraw the Complaint against ADR now. Otherwise, you and 
Dulberg are on notice that ADR intends to seek reimbursement from you and your client for ADR's 
fees and costs in defending against this claim under Supreme Court Rule 137. 


Very truly yours, 


R.o!M:t A. C!ht~ ( electronic signature) 


Robert A. Chapman 


1 Following the December 2016 mediation, ADR had no contact with Dulberg until you 
contacted ADR in or about October 2022 when you requested a copy of the Binding Mediation 
Agreement (which ADR provided). 
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Hearing Date: No hearing scheduled 
Location: «CourtRoomNumber>> 
Judge: Calendar, U 


FILED 
4/25/2023 3:51 PM 
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ 
CIRCUIT CLERK 


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINO~0K COUNTY, IL 
2022L010905 


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION Calendar, U 


PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY 
ANI> THE PAUL R. Dlll.HERO 
REVOCABLE TRUST 


l' lui11tifJs. 


vs. 


) 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


KELLYN. BAUDIN A/KIA BAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN, BAUDIN & BAUDIN AN ) 
ASSOCIATION OF ATTORNEYS, LAW ) 
OFFTCFS OF BAUDIN & BAUDIN, ) 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN LAW OFFICES, ) 
WTT J .TAM RANDAL BAUDIN II A/Kl A ) 
BAUDIN & BAUDIN, BAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN AN ASSOCIATION OF ) 
ATTORNEYS, LAW OFFICES OF ) 
DAUDIN & DAUDIN, DAUDIN & ) 
BAUDIN LAW KDLRAN, INC ) 
AI.KIA THE BAUDIN LAW GROUP, Ltd., ) 
JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN, AIKJA ) 
YALDRN, 01,SRN & WTT.l.RTTE LAW ) 
OFFICES, CRAIG A WILLETTE, A/KIA ) 
YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE LAW ) 
OFFTCRS, RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN II, ) 
Al.KIA YALDEN, OLSEN & WILLETTE ) 
LAW OFFICES, ADR SYSTEMS OF ) 
AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR ) 
COMMERCIAL SERVICES, ALLSTATE ) 
PROPERTY AND CASUL TY ) 
INSURANCE COMP ANY 


Defendants 


1 


22445446 


CAS F NO ?0?71.010()0" 
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PLAINTIFFS' RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC'S 
SECTION 2-615 MOTION TO DISMISS 


NOW COMES the Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG AND THE PAUL R. 
DULBFRG REVOCABLE TRUST by and through their attorney, Alphonse A. 
Talarico and for their RESPONSE TO DEF ANDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 
LLC'S SECTION 2-615 MOTION TO DISMIS slulcs as follows: 


1.) Defendant ADR misslales aml misiulerprels the elem mcunine of the allq~alion contained 


in Plaintiffs' Complaint At Law and as such Plaintiffs' Count 4 should not be stricken 


µwsua11l Lo 735 ILCS 5/2-615. 


2.) The ADR contract that the Bankruptcy Court approved was presented to the Court 


informing the Court that Paul R. Dulberg knew that he was a poor witness, that he did 


not want to go to trial on this matter and that he wanted to enter into the ADR Binding 


Mediation Agreement. 


3.) Nothing could be further from the truth as is clearly stated in Plaintiffs Complaint at 


Law and incorporated into Plaintiffs Count 4. Paragraph 93. Plaintiff repeats and 


realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 89, inclusive, of this 


complaint, as if fully restated herein. 


4.) Plaintiff complains that the fully enforceable contract was legally so because the terms of 


the ADR contract empowers agents of the parties to sign, and although Plaintiff states 


that he did not sign the contract nor participate in the hearing, he states under oath that 


he sat with his Mother in the waiting room and never attended the hearing in the hearing 


room assigned. 


5.) Plaintiff satisfied the requirements necessary to avoid dismissal pursuant to 73 5 ILCS 


5/2-615 by alleging with specificity : 


COUNT4 
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BREACH OF CONTRACT AGAINST DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, 
LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES 


93. Plaintiff repeats and realleges the allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 89, 


iuc.:lusl vc, of tl,is Complai11t, as if fully teslated he1ein. 


94. There was a valid and enforceable contract between Plaintiff Paul R. Oulberg and 


Defendants ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., ASSUMED NAME ADR COMMl:RCIAL 


SERVICES and ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASULTY INSURANCE COMPANY dated 


December 8, 2016. {Please see Exhibit 11 attached) 


95. There existed an unsigned/undated draft of this agreement presented to Plaintiff's 


Rankruptcy ,lucige on Octoher 81, '2016 hy [)efenciant Joseph [)avid Olsen {Please see 


Group Exhibit 6B attached) 


96. Major terms within the two agreements were changed including but not limited to: 


a. Nolificc1lions under the tltle on page one; 


b. Language under Parties B; 


c. page 4 F1 .b. regarding who is liable to Plaintiff; 


d. page 5 V.A.1. ADR Systems Fee Schedule; 


e. page 5 V ADR Systems Fee Schedule boxed information; 


f. page 6 section v number 5. 


97. The specified language of Paragraph Ill. B. Amendments to the Agrflflmflnt Wflrfl not 


followed. 


98. Plaintiff did all that was required of him under the terms of the contract. 


99. Defendant breached the contract by not following the terms regarding amending the 


contract. 


100. Plaintiff suffered pecuniary injury in an amount in excess of $261,000.00 because 
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the contract under the changed terms should not be allowed to regulate the procedure. 


WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. 
DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST that this Honorable Court Deny The OLSEN 
DEPENDANTS 7J5 ILCS 512-61 Motion in its entirety or either to pennit or require pleading 
ove1 m aimmdl11g pwsuaul lo 71~ II ,('.S V7.-6 l ~(<l). 


Dated: April 25, 2023, Respectfully submitted, 


By: Isl Alphonse A. Talarico 


ARDC 6184510 


cc 53293 


707 Skokie Boulevard suite 600 


Northbrook, Illinois 60062 


(312) 808-1410 


contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 


AUomey for Plaintiffs: Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, 
INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG 
REVOCABLE TRUST 
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Hearing Date: No hearing scheduled 
Location: <<CourtRoomNumber>> 
Judge: Calendar, U 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL DULBERG ) 
REVOCABLE TRUST, ) 


) 
Plaintiffs, ) Case No. 2022 L 010905 


) 
V. ) 


) 
KELLY N. BAUDIN a/k/a Baudin & Baudin, ) 
Baudin & Baudin, an Association of Attorneys, ) 
Law Offices of Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & ) 
Baudin Law Offices; WILLIAM RANDAL ) 
BAUDIN II a/k/a Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & ) 
Baudin an Association of Attorneys, Law ) 
Offices of Baudin & Baudin, Baudin & Baudin ) 
Law Offices; KELRAN, INC. a/k/a The Baudin ) 
Law Group, Ltd.; JOSEPH DAVID OLSEN ) 
a/k/a Y alden, Olsen & Willette Law Offices; ) 
CRAIG A WILLETTE a/k/a Y alden, Olsen & ) 
Willette Law Offices; RAPHAEL E Y ALDEN ) 
II a/k/a Y alden, Olsen & Willette Law Offices; ) 
ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC, ) 
assumed name ADR Commercial Services; ) 
ALLSTATE PROPERTY AND CASUALTY ) 
INSURANCE COMPANY, ) 


) 
Defendants. ) 


DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC'S 


FILED 
5/9/2023 12:30 PM 
IRIS Y. MARTINEZ 
CIRCUIT CLERK 
COOK COUNTY, IL 
2022L010905 
Calendar, U 
22640537 


REPLY IN SUPPORT OF ITS SECTION 2-615 MOTION TO DISMISS 


Defendant ADR Systems of America, L.L.C. ("ADR"), for its Reply in support of its 


Section 2-615 Motion to Dismiss, makes the following brief comments concerning Plaintiffs' 


Response: 


1. In their Response, Plaintiffs first assert without explanation that "ADR misstates 


and misinterprets the clear meaning of the allegations contained in Plaintiffs' Complaint," then 


offer three paragraphs summarizing their breach of contract claim, and close by repeating verbatim 


"Count 4" of their Complaint. Simply stated, Plaintiffs fail to offer any legal or factual basis why 
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the Court should not grant ADR's Motion and dismiss Count 4 with prejudice for failure to state 


a claim. 


2. In Paragraphs 2 and 3 of the Response, Plaintiffs claim, in substance, that the 


Trustee 1 who controlled Dulberg' s Injury Claim was not truthful when he informed the Bankruptcy 


Count that Dulberg was a poor witness, that Dulberg did not want to go to trial on his Injury Claim, 


and that Dulberg wanted to enter into the ADR Binding Mediation Agreement. Whether the 


Trustee was truthful with the Bankruptcy Court, which approved the Trustee's entering into a 


Binding Mediation Agreement with ADR, is irrelevant to the issue of whether ADR breached that 


Binding Mediation Agreement (which the Trustee's special counsel signed). 


3. Likewise, whether the signature on the Binding Mediation Agreement is actually 


Dulberg's or whether Dulberg sat in ADR's waiting room during the mediation (see Response, 


Paragraph 4) are ofno moment. Judge Etchingham (ret.) heard the evidence and entered an award 


of $561,000 in Dulberg's favor. The parties' application of the $50,000-$300,000 high/low 


agreement to that award was consistent with the Binding Mediation Agreement and the Bankruptcy 


Court's order. 


4. In sum, the Complaint admits (i) the enforceable contract to which ADR is a party 


is the Binding Mediation Agreement embodied in Exhibit 11 to the Complaint (Complaint ,r 94), 


(ii) a binding mediation dispute was presented to ADR for resolution, (iii) Dulberg was present at 


ADR when the binding mediation occurred, and (iv) Judge Etchingham rendered an award 


consistent with the terms of the Binding Mediation Agreement, which award the parties accepted. 


1 Defined terms set forth in this Reply have the same meaning as the defined terms in ADR's motion. 
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5. Plaintiffs' Response confirms the obvious - the Complaint lacks any legitimate 


allegation to support a claim that ADR materially breached the Binding Mediation Agreement, 


and Count 4 should, therefore, be dismissed for failure to state a valid cause of action. 


6. ADR emphasizes that the dismissal of the Complaint as to ADR should be with 


prejudice because no basis exists by which Dulberg can remedy the defects in Count 4. 


Robert A. Chapman 
CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP 
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3 850 
Chicago, Illinois 60603 
(312) 606-8752 
rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 
wdickmann@chapmanspingola.com 
Firm I.D. No. 29411 


Respectfully submitted, 


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, L.L.C. 


By: Isl Robert A. Chapman 
One oflts Attorneys 


Counsel for Defendant ADR Systems of America, L.L. C. 
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CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil 


Procedure, I, Robert A. Chapman, an attorney, hereby certify that on May 9, 2023, I caused the 


foregoing (i) to be filed electronically using the Odyssey eFileIL system and (ii) to be served on 


counsel of record through the Odyssey eFileIL system, if registered, and by PDF/email at the 


following addresses: 


Alphonse A. Talarico 
LAW OFFICES OF ALPHONSE TALARICO 
707 Skokie Blvd., Suite 600 
Northbrook, Illinois 60084 
contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 


Attorney for Plaintiffs 


George J. Manos 
Jason W. Jochum 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP 
550 W. Adams Street, Suite 300 
Chicago, Illinois 60661 
George.Manos@lewisbrisbois.com 
Jason.Jochum@lewisbrisbois.com 


Attorneys for Defendants Joseph David Olsen, 
Craig A. Willette, and Raphael E. Ya/den II 


Christine V. Anto 
AMUNDSEN DA VIS, LLC 
150 N. Michigan Ave., Suite 3300 
Chicago, Illinois 60601 
canto@amundsendavislaw.com 


Attorney for Defendant Allstate Property 
and Casualty 


Jeremy N. Boeder 
Michael Meyer 
TRIBLER ORPETT & MEYER, P.C. 
225 W. Washington Street, Suite 2550 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
docket@tribler.com 
jnboeder@tribler.com 
mjmeyer@tribler.com 


Attorneys for Defendants Kelly N Baudin, 
William Randal Baudin IL and Ke/ran Inc. 


Isl Robert A. Chapman 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLI~OIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL DULBERG ) 
REVOCABLE TRUST, ) 


Plaintiffs, 


V. 


KELLY N. BAUD IN a/k/a Baudin & Baudin, 
Baud in & Baud in, an Association of Attorneys. 
Law Offices of Baud in & Baudin .. Baudin & 
Baudi11 Law Offices, et al. 


Defendants. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


ORDER 


Case No. 2022 L 010905 


This matter coming before the Court for hearing on Defendant ADR Systems of America, 
L.L.C.'s Section 2-615 Motion to Dismiss. the parties being present, and the Court being duly 
advised in the premises, 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 


1. For the reasons stated on the record. Defendant ADR Systems' Motion to Dismiss is 
granted and Plaintiffs• Complaint is dismissed without prejudice; 


2. This matter as to ADR is continued for status to July 31, 2023 at 9:45 a.m. 


Robert A. Chapman 
CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP 
190 South LaSalle Street. Suite 3850 
Chicago, Tllinois 60603 
(312) 606-8752 
rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 
wdickrnann@chapmanspingola.com 
firm LO. No. 29411 


By:-----------­
Hon. Michael Otto 


Judge Michael F. Otto 


MAY 2 5 2023 


Circuit Court - 2065 


Counsel./(>r Defendant ADR .~vstems u.f America, LL.C. 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL DULBERG ) 
REVOCABLE TRUST, ) 


Plaintiffs, 


V. 


KELLY N. BAUDIN a/k/aBaudin & Baudin, 
Baudin & Baudin, an Association of Attorneys, 
Law Offices ofBaudin & Baudin, Baudin & 
Baudin Law Offices, et al. 


Defendants . 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


ORDER 


Case No. 2022 L O 10905 


This matter coming before the Court for hearing on Defendant ADR Systems of America, 
L.L.C.'s Request for Status, due notice having been given, counsel for the Baudin defendants being 
present, counsel for Plaintiffs not being present, 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED: 


l. As Plaintiffs have not filed an Amended Complaint against ADR Systems since the May 
25, 2023 Order granting Defendant ADR Systems' Motion to Dismiss without prejudice, 
the Court dismisses Plaintiffs' claims against ADR Systems of America_, L.L.C. with 
prejudice. 


2. This Order is final and appealable. 


Robert A. Chapman 
CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP 
190 South La.Salle Street, Suite 3850 
Chicago, lllinois 60603 
(312) 606-8752 
rchapman@chapmanspingo I a. com 
wdickmaim@chapmanspingola.com 
Firm I.D. No. 29411 


By:------------
Hon. Michael Otto 


Judge Michael F. Otto 


OCT 3 1 2023 


Circuit Court- 2065 


Counsel.for DefendantADR Systems of America, L.L.C 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 724 of 915







Exhibit AW
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2023-11-17_ADR Motion for Rule 137 Sanctions.pdf


IC) 
0 
0) 
0 


§ 
N 


N 


:::!!; 
a. 
IC) 


""'" <'> 
(") 
N 
0 


.... -­.... .... 
u..i 


Cl 
w 
....I 
u::: 


CERTIFICATE OF FILING AND SERVICE 


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, 


I, Robert A. Chapman, an attorney, hereby certify that on November 17, 2023, I caused the foregoing 


to be (i) filed electronically using the Odyssey eFileIL system and (ii) to be served on known counsel 


for Defendants by PDF/email at the following addresses: 


Alphonse A. Talarico 
LAW OFFICES OF ALPHONSE TALARICO 
707 Skokie Blvd., Suite 600 
Northbrook, IL 60084 
contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com 


Christine V. Anto 
Michelle E. Tinajero 
AMUNDSEN DA VIS, LLC 
150 N. Michigan Ave., Suite 3300 
Chicago, IL 60601 
canto@amundsendavislaw.com 
mtinajero@amundsendavislaw.com 
Jschuth@amundsendavislaw.com 


George J. Manos 
Jason W. Jochum 
LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP 
550 W. Adams Street, Suite 300 
Chicago, Illinois 60661 
George.Manos@lewisbrisbois.com 
Jason.Jochum@lewisbrisbois.com 


Jeremy N. Boeder 
TRIBLER ORPETT & MEYER, P .C. 
225 W. Washington Street, Suite 2550 
Chicago, IL 60606 
jnboeder@tribler.com 
docket@tribler.com 
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1 STATE OF ILLINOIS  )


                   ) SS:


2 COUNTY OF C O O K  )


3      IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS


            COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION


4


5 PAUL R. DULBERG AND THE PAUL R. )


DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST,        )


6                                 )


                   Plaintiffs,  )


7                                 )


     vs.                        ) No. 2022 L 010905


8                                 )


KELLY N. BAUDIN, et al.,        )


9                                 )


                   Defendants.  )


10


11


12           Report of Proceedings had in the hearing of


13 the above-entitled matter before the Honorable Judge


14 Michael F. Otto, Judge of said Court, Courtroom 2065,


15 at the Chicago Daley Center, Chicago, Illinois, on the


16 11th day of January , 2024, at the hour of 9:45 a.m.


17                All participants appeared remotely.


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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1 APPEARANCES:


2 ALPHONSE TALARICO LAW OFFICES


707 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 600


3 Northbrook, Illinois 60062


(847) 808-1410


4 contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com


BY:  Mr. Alphonse A. Talarico,


5


          appeared on behalf of Kelly N. Baudin;


6


TRIBLER ORPETT & MEYER, P.C.


7 225 West Washington Street, Suite 2550


Chicago, Illinois


8 (312) 201-6400


mspanel@tribler.com


9 BY:  Mr. Michael Spanel,


10           appeared on behalf of Defendants Kelly N.


          Baudin, et al;


11


CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP


12 190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850


Chicago, Illinois 60603


13 (312) 606-8752


rchapman@chapmansiingola.com


14 BY:  Mr. Robert A. Chapman,


15           appeared on behalf of Defendant ADR Systems


          of America, LLC;


16


17 ALSO PRESENT:


18 Mr. Thomas Kost,


appearing as Trustee for Paul R. Dulberg


19


Mr. Paul R. Dulberg


20


21


22


23


24
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1           THE COURT:  2022 L 010905.  Dulberg versus


2 Baudin.  Anyone?


3           MR. CHAPMAN:  Good morning, Your Honor.


4 Robert Chapman on behalf of ADR Systems.


5           THE COURT:  Good morning.


6           MR. SPANEL:  Good morning, Judge.  Michael


7 Spanel for the Baudin Law Group defendants.


8           MR. TALARICO:  Good morning, Your Honor.


9 Alphonse Talarico for Mr. Baudin.


10           THE COURT:  Good morning.  Up for


11 presentment, Mr. Chapman, your 137 petition, correct?


12           MR. CHAPMAN:  Yes, Your Honor.


13           THE COURT:  Mr. Spanel, I'm not aware of


14 anything that's up today involving your client.


15           MR. SPANEL:  That's correct.  We're just


16 monitoring the outcome to see what happens.


17           THE COURT:  That's fine.  Mr. Talarico,


18 you're obviously aware of the filing.  Are you looking


19 for an opportunity to respond in writing?


20           MR. TALARICO:  Yes, Your Honor.


21           THE COURT:  Do you need more than 21 days?


22           MR. TALARICO:  I would like 28 if I could


23 have it, just because of my schedule.


24           THE COURT:  28, okay.  That gives you until
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1 February 8th to file response for opposition.


2                Mr. Chapman, do you want time for a


3 reply?


4           MR. CHAPMAN:  Yes, Your Honor.  If I could


5 have 14 days.


6           THE COURT:  Fine.  February 22nd then for the


7 reply.  Courtesy copies to me by the following Monday,


8 which is February 26th.  Mr. Chapman, I ask for one set


9 of electronic copies and one set of hard copies,


10 please.  We'll find a hearing date.  I'll be looking in


11 March.


12                          (Brief pause on the record.)


13           THE COURT:  Thursday, March 7th at 10:30.


14 Does that work for you both?


15           MR. CHAPMAN:  Yes.


16           MR. TALARICO:  Works for me, Your Honor.


17           THE COURT:  Mr. Spanel, if you're looking to


18 monitor any reason you would prefer a different date?


19           MR. SPANEL:  No objection.  Thank you, Judge.


20           MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor.  I apologize  I did


21 not write down the first date for Mr. Talarico's


22 response.


23           THE COURT:  28th from today, whatever that


24 ends up being.  It looks like the 8th of February.
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1           MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you very much.  I'll


2 prepare the order.


3           THE COURT:  All right.  Thank you all.  See


4 you in a few weeks.


5                     (Hearing concluded 9:55 a.m.)


6


7


8
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1 STATE OF ILLINOIS  )


                   )  SS:


2 COUNTY OF C O O K  )


3


4      I, ANNAMARIE BLOCK, CSR, in and for the County of


5 Cook, State of Illinois, do hereby certify that subject


6 to the usual terms and conditions of Veritext Chicago


7 Reporting Company; that the above hearing was recorded


8 stenographically by me and reduced to typewriting by


9 me; that the hearing is a true, correct and complete


10 transcript of the entire testimony given.


11      I further certify that I am not counsel for, nor


12 in any way interested in the outcome thereof.


13 In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my hand and


14 affixed my notarial seal this 19th day of July, A.D.


15 2024.


16                         <%1903,Signature%>


17                             ANNAMARIE BLOCK, CSR


18


19 My commission expires: 5/31/2025


20


21


22


23


24
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T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


In the spirit of openness and honesty
7 messages


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Sun, Jan 14, 2024 at 9:34 AM


To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


Mr Talerico, On January 5th, 2023 we sent the following document to the ARDC:


http://www.fraudonthecourt.net/ardc/2024-01-05_Supplemental%20to%209%20ARDC%20complaints_Dulberg's%


20efforts%20to%20raise%20issue%20of%20Clinton-Gooch-Popovich%20fraud%20on%20court%


20to%20presiding%20judge.pdf


I tried to bring all this to your attention on January 2nd as the timeline shows but you seemed to be too busy at the


time to discuss it. We wanted to discuss this with you first so you know we are not accusing you of anything, but we


needed to be perfectly clear on the issue of first discovery and that is why the document was written.


We also wrote this because Paul kept telling me about a "bad feeling" he had at the time. He felt that you were going


to "stonewall" or "drag your feet" during the entire process of preparing the Supreme Court Petition. He had this "bad


feeling" well before the Supreme Court Petition was due on January 8th.


Paul would use terms like "foot-drag" and "stone-wall" and "go limp".  He couldn't explain why.  He just kept calling it a


"bad feeling".


The Supreme Court Petition was due on January 8th and it is now January 14th. This is yet another reason why it is in


both your interest and our interest to be completely open and transparent about the portion of the timeline marked in


blue in this link:


http://www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Visual%20Aid%2024%20-%20Timeline%20of%


20discovery%20and%20raising%20issue%20of%20fraud%20during%20litigation.png


I am sure you have been dealing with my family honestly and professionally. But it is pretty strange how Paul kept


having "bad feelings" about your willingness to file the Supreme Court Petition long before you acted in ways that a


reasonable person can interpret as confirming his worst fears. This is why complete openness and honesty is so


important between us right now.  Being an honest man with integrity, it is in your interest as well as ours to show that


you are doing absolutely nothing to sabotage Dulberg's Supreme Court Petition at this critical moment.


Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> Sun, Jan 14, 2024 at 12:54 PM


To: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


How refreshing! 


Gentlemen,


Let this response email no�fy you officially that I am withdrawing from all your representa�ons, you do


not have any authority to sign my name to any mo�ons , pleadings or PTAs, etc.,  whatsoever.


I will report your ac�ons to my malprac�ce Insurance carrier as is required .


Have a nice day!


Gmail - In the spirit of openness and honesty https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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Sincerely,


Alphonse A. Talarico, Esq.


3126081410


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 9:34 AM


To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


Subject: In the spirit of openness and honesty


[Quoted text hidden]


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Sun, Jan 14, 2024 at 2:38 PM


To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


That is your choice, but my choice is to always deal with you openly and honestly. There is very important information


that you need to know.  If you violated the Himmel Rule, this means we are logically forced to ask and answer the


following questions:


a) Did Alphonse Talerico violate the Himmel Rule?


b) Did Alphonse Talerico violate the Himmel Rule to benefit his own client?


c) Did Alphonse Talerico violate the Himmel Rule to benefit opposing parties?


d) Did Mr Talerico violate the Himmel Rule knowingly?


e) Did Mr Talerico violate the Himmel Rule accidentally?


The problem I keep coming up with is that even though I truly believe in you and trust you, the main beneficiaries of


Alphonse Talerico violating the Himmel Rule are:


Hans Mast


Thomas J. Popovich


Kelly N. Baudin


Wm Randall Baudin II


Thomas W. Gooch


Sabina Walczyk


Edward X. Clinton


Julia C. Williams


I will always welcome your input, but the unfortunate truth is that the people listed above truly seem to be the main


beneficiaries of your actions. It is strange that you make no effort to show that you are not acting in the interest of


these people.


I'd love for you to continue to represent us because I believe you are a man of honesty and integrity.  But you clearly


need to be able to address the issues that I have raised.  It seems absurd that you have no legally coherent answer to


any points I am raising.


Thanks for all the help you have given to my family and maybe, after you review the information I have provided, you


will realize that it is in your best interest to be open and honest with us, too.  You are a man of his word and I respect


that.  Just be open and forthcoming about the issues I have raised, and maybe you will change your mind.


With respect, Thomas Kost


[Quoted text hidden]
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T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Sun, Jan 14, 2024 at 4:03 PM


To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


I'd like to note that there is nothing in the emails I sent to you which is negative toward you. I believe the record shows


you were simply asked certain questions and asked to share certain documents and information with us. I believe the


questions are reasonable and raise valid concerns.  I believe the timeline linked earlier shows that I have been trying


to ask the same types of questions for about 15 months.


I was never rude to you.  I simply asked you questions and raised issues that you would always place on a "back


burner" and never address.


There is no logical reason for you to avoid these valid issues other than you personally do not want to discuss any of


it. That is your choice. I welcome you to state fact-based and valid reasons for never addressing the issues I have


raised once again.


I'd also like to note that you are withdrawing directly during the filing of what you know is a critical document for us in


front of the Illinois Supreme Court. Once again, this obviously is a great gift to the following people:


Hans Mast


Thomas J. Popovich


Kelly N. Baudin


Wm Randall Baudin II


Thomas W. Gooch


Sabina Walczyk


Edward X. Clinton


Julia C. Williams


It is also extremely damaging to your own permanently disabled client.


I respect you, Alphonse, but for God's sake, what is the average person supposed to believe when you give so many


gifts to the defendants and throw your own permanently disabled client under the bus based on these emails that are


currently being placed online?


I'll give you every opportunity to explain your legal theories and strategies.


[Quoted text hidden]


Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> Wed, Jan 17, 2024 at 10:23 AM


To: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


I have complied with the Himmel rules, a�er consulta�on with an advisory ARDC sta� a�orney star�ng


in October 2023.


Your non- con�rma�on when asked in wri�ng by email 2 x that your family will pay me the agreed


monthly fee due on or before January 15, 2024 is an an�cipatory breach of the oral a�orney- client


amended agreement. Said  an�cipatory repudia�on became ac�onable under Illinois Law as of January


16, 2024 at12.01 a.m.


I will happily con�nue working on all Dulberg/Kost ma�ers upon payment, as both families agreed.


Ps  I am the only person to �le against a Judge in this ma�er.


Sincerely,


Alphonse A. Talarico, Esq.


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Sent: Sunday, January 14, 2024 2:38 PM
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To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


Subject: Re: In the spirit of openness and honesty


[Quoted text hidden]


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Wed, Jan 17, 2024 at 7:54 PM


To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


You resigned on January 14, 2024. Don't you remember?


Thanks for letting me know when you complied with the Himmel Rule.


But could you please explain why you believe you are in compliance with the Himmel Rule by first reporting in


October, 2023? The timeline I gave you a link to earlier shows you were given detailed information as early as


October, 2022 and you were sent a folder called _document_suppression_smoking_gun on November 9, 2022.


The timeline our our communication on this subject is linked here:


http://www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group%20Exhibit%2049_Dulberg's%20discovery%


20and%20efforts%20to%20notify%20Judges%20of%20Clinton-Gooch-Popovich%20fraud%20on%20court/


The folder I sent you on November 9, 2022 called  _document_suppression_smoking_gun is linked here: :


http://www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group%20Exhibit%2049_Dulberg's%20discovery%


20and%20efforts%20to%20notify%20Judges%20of%20Clinton-Gooch-Popovich%20fraud%20on%20court/


2022-11-09_document_suppression_smoking_gun/


In your legal opinion, don't you see the information given to you since October, 2022 as subject to Himmel Rule


reporting requirements?  If it is, then how can you claim you were not acting in violation of the Himmel Rule?


[Quoted text hidden]


Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> Wed, Jan 17, 2024 at 9:02 PM


To: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


I complied and I am under no obliga�on to give you personal informa�on.


I said I withdraw but I would s�ll be working un�l I am released by all judges.


You and your en�re family are in breach of contract which makes you liable for not only the a�orney fees


and cost but consequen�al damages.


Do not write me again because I will report you as illegally harassing me.


Time you realize I owe you nothing about what I �led with the ARDC.


You have an�cipatorily repudiated the A�orney-Client Agreement and I will not take any ac�on on any


case I am involved in.


You , in your wisdom, have ended the a�orney-client rela�onship a�er you begged me to con�nue a�er


I indicated my inten�on to withdraw based upon your improper demands and insults made against me.


I hope you take a close look at all the emails you have sent.


It appears that you fell into your own trap set to harm me but now you are realizing that you fell into it.


Gmail - In the spirit of openness and honesty https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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You have �red me for all cases by your an�cipatory repudia�on of our oral amended contract, and


released me from con�nuing to work on your cases as I explained in wri�ng, un�l released by the judges


or courts in ques�on.


Have a wonderful night!


I hope your family gets everything it deserves and the Court System strengthen your belief in the United


States of America way of life.


Good luck in the future.


Sincerely,


Alphonse A. Talarico, Esquire


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Sent: Wednesday, January 17, 2024 7:54 PM


[Quoted text hidden]


[Quoted text hidden]
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          ENGAGEMENT AGREEMENT: SECURITY RETAINER


Thank you for allowing attorney Alphonse A. Talarico, whose office address is 707 Skokie 


Boulevard, Suite 600, Northbrook, Illinois 600062 to assist you, PAUL DULBERG, individually 


and as Co-Trustee of the Paul R. Dulberg Revocable Trust whose residence is 4606 Hayden 


Court, McHenry Illinois 60051 and whose Social Security Number is *** ** 4001 and THOMAS 


W. KOST as Co-Trustee of the Paul R. Dulberg Revocable Trust whose residence is 423 
Dempster Street, Mt. Prospect Illinois 60056 in the matter known as s PAUL DULBERG & THE 
PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST, VS. The Baudin Law Group, Ltd., Law 
Offices of Baudin & Baudin, Kelly Nicole Baudin, William Randal Baudin II, Baudin & 
Baudin Law Offices, Joseph David Olsen, Yalden, Olsen & Willette Law Office, ADR 
SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., A/K/A ADR COMMERCIAL SERVICES, Allstate 
Insurance Company, and any other potential defendants discovered, named, and added to 
this suite. The following engagement agreement sets forth the terms and conditions of our attorney-


client relationship. Further, the agreement contains a statement of your rights and responsibilities 


pursuant to Illinois law. Your signature on this document will reflect your consent to be bound by the 


terms and conditions contained herein. Please read and consider all provisions before signing. Once 


again, thank you for allowing me to be of assistance.


Alphonse A. Talarico’s billing is $275.00 per hour for office time and $325.00 per hour for court 


time. The hourly rate is directly related to the complexity of the issue, the skill necessary for the task, 


and the experience of the attorney performing the work. Due to the unpredictable length of time of 


any case, hourly rates are subject to change by some modest amount upon 30 days written notice. 


Paralegal services, if reasonably required, will be billed at a rate of $100.00 per hour.  


You will be billed for all time spent handling your case, including, but not limited to, the 


following: Court (including travel and waiting time appurtenant thereto) or by Zoom/Court Call; 


negotiations; consultations and meetings; telephone, e-mail, and written correspondence; legal 


research; document preparation; discovery and evidence depositions; and any time spent in 


preparation of/for the above. A minimum time charge of one-fourth hour will be billed for reviewing 


all correspondence and one-tenth hour for telephone calls. In addition to the hourly billing, you may 


be assessed certain necessary costs. Those costs may include, but are not limited to, the following: 


Zoom/Court Call appearances; filing fees; process server fees; court reporter fees; photocopy costs; 


facsimile charges; subpoena costs; postage and witnesses’ fees. It may also be necessary to retain 


certain experts relative to various issues in the case. I will apprise you of the need for any such 


experts and the costs thereof. You will be responsible for contracting and paying said experts unless 


otherwise required of the expert.. As with the above-mentioned items, you will be billed for any such 


costs You will be responsible for all related fees and costs incurred by Alphonse A. Talarico. 


Anticipated major expenses, such as overnight travel may be billed and due in advance in enough 


time to pay before incurred. Nonpayment of advance or incurred costs or reimbursement of client 


trust funds can be basis for attorney withdrawal.


Illinois law, as well as the Rules of Professional Conduct, provides that attorneys’ fees are not 


based solely on hours spent. In determining the reasonableness of the fees, the following are taken 


into consideration: the skill and standing of the attorneys employed; the nature of the controversy; the 
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novelty and difficulty of the issues involved; the amount and importance of the subject matter; the 


degree of responsibility involved in the management of the case; the time and labor required; the 


usual and customary charge in the community; and the resulting benefit to you.


Alphonse A. Talarico requires an initial retainer fee. The required retainer in this matter is 


$10,000.00. The retainer will be deposited into a trust account and credited against the legal fees and 


costs incurred. All money deposited into a client trust account earns interest but neither you nor I 


own said interest by Illinois Supreme Court Rule. By entering into this agreement, you are 


authorizing the firm to withdraw from the account all fees earned, and costs incurred. You are 


required to reimburse the fees earned and costs incurred so that the balance for your account is at 


$10,000.00 within 14 days of sending your invoice by email or as agreed. You may be charged 


interest at the highest rate an attorney can charge in the State of Illinois if payment is not received in 


a timely manner. Payment may be made in cash, check or LawPay transfer only (if you use LawPay 


you are responsible for the additional fees incurred for the use of your credit card). Any unused 


portion of your retainer will be returned 60 days after: a final order is entered in this matter; a Court 


order is entered allowing withdraw of my representation; a Court order is entered allowing a 


substitution of attorneys; you terminate my services; my services are ended by  accomplishing THE 


OBJECTIVES OF THE REPRESENTATION. Payment or installment plans will be allowed only 


with the express written consent of Alphonse A. Talarico. Notice of the fees incurred will come in the 


form of a detailed statement time permitting. After reviewing the most current statement, you may 


contact my office regarding any questions or problems you may have. I require that you do so in 


writing within 14 days of receipt.


I am a sole practitioner and I expect to do each Court appearance on your matter but if the unforeseen 


happens and I am ill or injured you acknowledge that I can send a substitute to appear that day whose 


fees will be at the same rate as mine.


I appreciate the opportunity to assist you in this matter. I will use every effort to handle your case 


promptly, efficiently, and in accordance with the highest legal and ethical standards. However, I 


cannot and do not make any representations or guarantees regarding the outcome of this matter.


The clients herein are PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL R. DULBERG 


REVOCABLE TRUST.                                                       


You have the right to review this agreement with an independent attorney if you so desire. Prior 


to signing, please contact me with any questions or problems regarding this agreement.


Attached and incorporated into this agreement is a Statement of Client’s Rights and 


Responsibilities. The Statement is offered as a further explanation of the attorney-client relationship 


into which you are entering. Please review it carefully and sign and date where designated to indicate 


that you have read and understand the contents.


DATE: November  29, 2022
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Co-Trustees' Sign.,hrre 


Co-Trustee 


ALPHONSE A. TALARICO 
Attorney's Signature 


STATEMENT OF CLIENTS' RIGHTS AND RESPONSIBILITIES 


(1) WRITfEN ENGAGEMENT AGREEMENT. The written engagement agreement, prepared 
by counsel, shall clearly address the objectives of the representation, and detail the fee 
arrangement, including all material terms. If fees are to be based on criteria apart from, or in 
addition to, hourly rates, such criteria ( e.g., unique time demands and/or utilization of unique 
expertise) shall be delineated. The client shall receive a copy of the written engagement 
agreement and any additional clarification requested and is advised not to sign any such 
agreement which the client finds to be unsatisfactory or does not understand. 


(2) REPRESENTATION. Representation has commenced work on this matter but the 
execution of this ENGAGEMENT AGREEMENT: SECURITY AGREEMENT is a further 
requirement. Counsel will provide competent representation, which requires legal knowledge, 
skill, thoroughness, and preparation to handle those matters set forth in this written engagement 
agreement. Once retained counsel will act with reasonable diligence and promptness, as well as 
use his best efforts on behalf of the client, but he cannot guarantee results. Counsel will abide by 
the client's decision concerning the objectives ofrepresentation, including (ifrelevant) whether to 
accept an offer of settlement, and will endeavor to explain any matter to the extent reasonably 
necessary to permit the client to make informed decisions regarding the representation. During 
representation and afterwards, counsel may not use or reveal a client's confidence or secrets, 
except as required or permitted by law. 


(3) COMMUNICATION. Counsel will keep the client reasonably informed about the status of 
representation and will promptly respond to reasonable requests for information, including any 
reasonable request for an estimate respecting future costs of the representation or an appropriate 
portion of it. The client shall be truthful in all discussions with counsel and provide all 
information or documentation required to enable counsel to provide competent representation. 
The Client will be forthcoming with all information relevant or possibly relevant to the matter 
herein. During representation, the client is entitled to receive all pleadings and substantive 
documents prepared on behalf of the client and every document received from any other counsel 
of record. At the end of the representation and upon written request from the client and payment 
of the above specified costs, counsel will return to the client all original docwnents and exhibits. 
If counsel withdraws from representation or is discharged by the client, counsel will turn over to 
the substituting counsel (or, if no substitutions, to the client) all original documents and exhibits 
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together with complete copies of all pleadings and discovery within thirty (30) days of counsel’s 


withdrawal or discharge.


IF THE CLIENT FAILS TO PAY ALL FEES AND COST DUE TO THE ATTORNEY THE 


CLIENT ACKNOWLEDGES AND AGREES THAT THE ATTORNEY MAY INVOKE 


THE ILLINOIS ATTORNEY’S RETAINING LIEN (COMMON LAW) AND/OR THE 


ILLINOIS ATTORNEY’S LIEN ACT 770 ILCS 5/0.01 (STATUTORY). ADDITIONALLY, 


CLIENT WILL BE RESPOSIBLE FOR ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COST TO COLLECT 


SAID AMOUNTS DUE AND OWED.


(4) ETHICAL CONDUCT. Counsel cannot be required to engage in conduct that is illegal, 


unethical, fraudulent or any ex-parte communication. Counsel who cannot ethically abide by his 


client’s directions shall be allowed to withdraw from representation.


(5) FEES. Counsel may not require a nonrefundable retainer fee but must remit back any 


overpayment at the end of the representation Counsel may enter a consensual security 


arrangement with the client whereby assets of the client are pledged to secure payment of legal 


fees or costs, but only if counsel first obtains approval of the Court. Counsel will prepare and 


provide the client with an itemized billing statement detailing hourly rates (and/or other criteria), 


time spent, tasks performed, and costs incurred as time permits. The client should review each 


billing statement promptly and address any objection or error in a timely manner. The client will 


not be billed for time spent to explain or correct a billing statement. If an appropriately detailed 


written estimate is submitted to the client as to future costs for counsel’s representation or a 


portion of the contemplated services (i.e., relative to specific steps recommended by counsel in 


the estimate) and, without objection from the client, counsel then performs the contemplated 


services, all such services are presumptively reasonable and necessary, as well as to be deemed 


pursuant to the client’s direction. In an appropriate case, the client may pursue contribution to his 


fees and costs from another party, but such action does not relieve the client of his duty to timely 


pay all fees and costs to this attorney.


(6) DISPUTES. The attorney-client relationship is regulated by the Illinois Rules of 


Professional Conduct (Article VIII of the Illinois Supreme Court Rules), and any dispute shall be 


reviewed under the terms of such Rules.


(7) DISMISSAL. The client may dismiss the attorney without cause, but you must still pay all 


fees and costs invoiced and incurred on your behalf.


(8) WITHDRAWAL OF REPRESENTATION. I may withdraw my appearance on your behalf if 


you violate any term of this agreement or if you fail to reimburse the retainer amount of $10,000.00 


within 14 calendar days of an invoice being sent.


(9) INVOICES, STATEMENTS, BILLS. All Invoices, statements, bills…will be sent to you by 


email unless otherwise agreed.


(10) COPIES OF YOUR FILE. After the matter is closed or the attorney-client relationship is 


ended by any means you may obtain copies of your file by paying my standard photocopying charge 


and a minimum fee to compensate me for staff time to duplicate the file. Due to storage constraints 
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your file will be destroyed after ten (10) years. 


The parties acknowledge that this agreement contains 5 typed pages. 


I have read and understand my rights and responsibilities as set forth in this ENGAGEMENT 


AGREEMENT: SECURITY RETAINER. 


DATE: November 29, 2022 


Client and Co-Trustees' Signature 


Co-Trustee 
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INFORMED CONSENT DOCUMENT 


I am the Plaintiff in the case of Paul Dulberg vs Bau din et. al., Case Number 2022 L 010905, in 


the Law Division of the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois. 


1. I have engaged Alan Kravets as my Expert Witness. 


2. I may arrange for the payment of his services to be made by a Third Party. 


3. I understand and agree that the Third Party cannot interfere with the professional 


judgment or with the client-lawyer, as an Expert Witness, relationship with Mr. Kravets. 


4. I understand and agree that the Third Party has no right to receive any information 


whatsoever about this case from Mr. Kravets. 


5. I understand that the $5,400 paid by any Third Party as a retainer to be used to fund the 


initial work of Mr. Kravets' services at $450 per hour and any unused funds will be 


returned to me - not the Third Party. 


6. Whether it is myself or a Third Party paying the retainer and subsequent attorney's fees, 


I understand and agree that Mr. Kravets can hold the funds in his business account that 


is not segregated or identified as my funds but will provide periodic statements showing 


the amounts billed and taken from the $5,400 initial balance as shown in the first 


invoice dated April 12, 2023. 


Signing this document means I understand the above statements and that I voluntarily agree to 


the terms. 


Approved: 


Paul Dulberg 


Date signed: May __ , 2023 
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Alphonse Talarico, Esq. 


707 Skokie Boulevard #600 


North brook IL 60062 


Alan R. Kravets, Esq. 


Attorney at Law 


1340 N. Astor Street, Suite 2803 


Chicago IL 60610 


(312) 320-3264 


Re: Paul Dulbergv. Baudin 


Case No. 2002 L 010905 


Cook County, Illinois 


FOR PROFESSIONAL SERVICES RENDERED FROM FEBRUARY 1, 2022 


DATE DESCRIPTION 


4/12/23 Initial Retainer 


SUMMARY: 


Retainer Billed 


All work performed by Alan Kravets, Attorney at Law. 


Please make payable and remit to: Alan Kravets, Esq. 


1340 N. Astor St., Suite 2803 


Chicago IL 60610 


April 12, 2023 


HOURS. 
MINUTES AMOUNT 


N/A $5,400.00 


$5,400.00 
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PAUL DULBERG, et al. v. KELLY N. BAUDIN, et al.
2022 L 010905 7/23/2024


312.781.9111 630.983.0030
www.ChimniakCourtReporting.com


1


1 STATE OF ILLINOIS  )
                   )  SS:


2 COUNTY OF COOK     )


3


    IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
4            COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION


5  PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL          )
 DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST,           )


6                                     )
           Plaintiffs,              )


7                                     ) No. 2022 L 010905
        vs.                         )


8                                     )
 KELLY N. BAUDIN a/k/a BAUDIN &     )


9  BAUDIN, et al.,                    )
                                    )


10            Defendants.              )


11


12                REPORT OF PROCEEDINGS via Zoom


13 videoconference of the above-entitled cause before the


14 Honorable Anthony Swanagan, Judge of said court on


15 July 16, 2024, at the hour of 11:15 a.m.


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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PAUL DULBERG, et al. v. KELLY N. BAUDIN, et al.
2022 L 010905 7/23/2024


312.781.9111 630.983.0030
www.ChimniakCourtReporting.com


2


1 APPEARANCES:


2   MR. PAUL DULBERG
  BY: MR. PAUL DULBERG


3       4606 Hayden Court
      McHenry, Illinois 60051


4       847.497.4250
      Paul_dulberg@comcast.net


5


               appeared as Pro Se Plaintiff;
6


7   CHAPMAN SPINGOLA LLP
  BY:  MR. ROBERT A. CHAPMAN


8        190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
       Chicago, Illinois 60603


9        312.630.9202
       Rchapman@chapmanspingola.com


10


               appeared on behalf of ADR Systems;
11


  MR. THOMAS KOST
12   BY:  MR. THOMAS W. KOST


       423 Dempster Street
13        Mt. Prospect, Illinois 60056


       847.439.2198
14        tkost999@gmail.com


15                trustee of the Paul Dulberg Revocable
                                              Trust;


16


  KONICEK & DILLON, P.C.
17   BY:  MR. THOMAS J. LONG


       21 West State Street
18        Geneva, Illinois 60134


       630.262.9655
19        tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


20        appeared on behalf of Alphonse Talarico;


21


22


23


24
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PAUL DULBERG, et al. v. KELLY N. BAUDIN, et al.
2022 L 010905 7/23/2024


312.781.9111 630.983.0030
www.ChimniakCourtReporting.com


3


1 APPEARANCES CONTINUED:


2


3   TRIBLER ORPETT & MEYER P.C.
  BY:  MR. JEREMY N. BOEDER


4        225 West Washington Street, Suite 2550
       Chicago, Illinois 60606


5        312.201.6400
       jnboeder@tribler.com


6


               appeared on behalf of W. Randal Baudin,
7                Kelly Baudin and the Baudin Law Group.


8


9


10


11


12


13


14


15


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24 Reported by:  Hailey M. Schoot, CSR, RPR
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PAUL DULBERG, et al. v. KELLY N. BAUDIN, et al.
2022 L 010905 7/23/2024


312.781.9111 630.983.0030
www.ChimniakCourtReporting.com


4


1       THE COURT:  Good morning.  Today is July 16th,


2 this is Calendar U and it's 11:15.


3                The one case I have on my calendar at


4 11:15 is Case Number 22 L 010905, Dulberg and the


5 Dulberg Trust versus multiple defendants, but I


6 believe we are here today for a motion by one of


7 the defendants, ADR Systems against the plaintiffs


8 and the plaintiff's attorney.


9                And I see we have two court reporters


10 here, so I always like to make sure court reporters


11 can hear me, No. 1, even though I'm not the


12 important person talking and, if you can, then I'll


13 ask everybody else here to introduce themselves for


14 the sake of the transcript.


15       MR. CHAPMAN:  Good morning, Your Honor.


16       THE COURT:  Who wants to jump in?


17       MR. CHAPMAN:  I'll start.  Thank you, Your


18 Honor.


19                Good morning.  Robert Chapman on


20 behalf of the petitioner, ADR Systems.


21       THE COURT:  Mm-hmm.


22       MR. LONG:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Thomas


23 Long on behalf of respondent, Alphonse Talarico.


24       THE COURT:  Good morning.
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5


1       MR. BOEDER:  Good morning, Your Honor.  Jeremy


2 Boeder -- excuse me -- on behalf of defendants W.


3 Randal Baudin, Kelly Baudin and the Baudin Law


4 Group.


5       THE COURT:  Good morning.


6       MR. DULBERG:  Paul Dulberg.


7       THE COURT:  Good morning.


8                And, let's see -- okay.  Let me start


9 by saying that, Mr. Dulberg, I see that you filed a


10 motion yesterday that asks for various things, and


11 I don't know if the other parties have seen it, but


12 it's a relatively lengthy motion and it's not


13 noticed for a hearing and so I'm going to discuss a


14 couple of things about it and then anybody who


15 wants to have a response right now, you can, but I


16 think the important thing is this hearing has been


17 pending for a while and so I'm not going to


18 continue the hearing today.


19                I think -- I don't remember why, it


20 is probably our fault, but I don't remember why we


21 continued it so far from its originally scheduled


22 date, but, as far as I'm concerned, that


23 continuance time was time for everybody to have


24 their say on the docket, and so while I will
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1 consider what's there, what's in the motion, I'm


2 not going to stop proceedings today, I'm not going


3 to stop argument today, as I believe the motion


4 requests.


5                And, another thing I'm not going to


6 do, because I don't think I have the authority to


7 do it, I don't think I get to make the court


8 reporters who are assigned to our other courtrooms


9 by higher authorities than me, I don't think I have


10 the authority to make them come here.  So there are


11 two private court reporters here.  This is an


12 argument, so I don't know that this is evidence.  I


13 don't really see the prejudice in -- even though,


14 clearly, the litigants want to have an accurate


15 transcript, which is why we have court reporters


16 here, I don't necessarily see the prejudice in you,


17 Mr. Dulberg, not having your own court reporter


18 provided for free, and so I don't think that's a


19 reason for not going forward.


20                Even if I could make one of our


21 assigned court reporters come here, and I just -- I


22 have to admit, I don't know whether I can or can't,


23 but I presume that if I haven't been told that I do


24 have jurisdiction over folks like that, that I
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1 don't, so I'm not going to go farther down that


2 road.


3                The other things you raised,


4 Mr. Dulberg, as I said, this is -- this hearing has


5 been postponed for I think time enough for


6 everybody to have their say, and I think it is


7 mostly about actions, Mr. Dulberg, that you should


8 have some awareness of already.


9                So you have made a request for


10 discovery, you have asked that Mr. Talarico be


11 ordered to give records to you, and I'll consider


12 that, but I don't think me considering those


13 requests are reasons for me to not let the parties


14 who have had their say supplement their written say


15 with an argument today.


16                So that's my general reaction on the


17 motion filed yesterday, but if anybody else has


18 something they want to say in response to that, I


19 am all eyes and ears.


20       MR. LONG:  Judge, the only thing I would add


21 is I'm troubled by the intent to inject any ARDC


22 proceedings or statements that were contained in


23 ARDC complaints into this proceeding.  As Your


24 Honor knows, they're all confidential.  They have
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1 no place here.


2       THE COURT:  Mm-hmm.  Fair enough.  Anyone


3 else?


4       MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor, I think your


5 comments from ADR's perspective were -- you know,


6 we're in concurrence with your comments.


7       THE COURT:  Okay.  Then if there is nothing


8 else, I'll tell you what then, Mr. Chapman, you're


9 the movant, and so you'll get to go first and last,


10 and Mr. Long and Mr. Dulberg, I'll let you respond


11 after his opening and before his closing.  Okay?


12 Okay.


13       MR. CHAPMAN:  Thanks, Your Honor.


14       THE COURT:  The virtual floor is yours,


15 Mr. Chapman.  You can --


16       MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you very much.


17       THE COURT:  -- go whenever you're ready.


18       MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you, Your Honor.


19                I am going to just ask the Court --


20 and I'll skip over it if you are familiar with who


21 ADR Systems or what ADR Systems is.  If you are


22 familiar --


23       THE COURT:  I am.


24       MR. CHAPMAN:  Okay.  So, Your Honor, in my
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1 view, as I said at the beginning of our petition,


2 Mr. Long and I have both been at this a while and


3 as have you, and, you know, when I have won or lost


4 on motions to dismiss -- let's just focus of what I


5 have won.  I'm always hesitant and have -- you


6 know, for many years, I don't file motions for


7 sanctions as, you know, A., because I won the


8 motion to dismiss, therefore I should file a motion


9 for sanctions.  I'm about to celebrate my 38th


10 anniversary at this and I have done it less than


11 probably -- definitely less than five times in my


12 career, so I think it's important for the Court to


13 be aware that, you know, it's -- we take it


14 seriously.  We don't do it just as a knee jerk


15 response to what happened here.


16                I -- I think if you -- and I'm


17 assuming you have had a chance to read our brief,


18 but the fundamental problem with the case that was


19 brought on Mr. Talarico -- on Mr. Dulberg and his


20 Trust's behalf was that it was -- it literally made


21 no sense.  And not only does it make no sense, but


22 it's done in a vexatious manner in which


23 Mr. Dulberg had filed a bankruptcy, his personal


24 injury claim belonged to the trustee, the trustee
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1 retained counsel to pursue the claim, the trustee


2 sought the bankruptcy court's approval to engage in


3 a binding mediation before ADR pursuant to a


4 50,000, 300,000 high-low agreement, which was the


5 limits of the applicable policy.  A signed


6 agreement was presented to ADR Systems by


7 Mr. Dulberg and his counsel.  Mr. Dulberg admits


8 that he was present and at ADR's facilities for the


9 mediation, the mediation occurred before Judge


10 Etchingham retired and Judge Etchingham found in


11 favor of Mr. Dulberg, he awarded him $561,000 not


12 as per practice, Judge Etchingham was not made


13 aware of the high-low agreement.  The award was


14 issued and then pursuant to the parties' agreement,


15 the -- Allstate paid the money on the high-low, the


16 300,000, the money was deposited into the


17 bankruptcy court and Mr. Dulberg took $117,000 of


18 the proceeds after his creditors were paid without


19 objection and silence and we were done when we --


20 ADR were done when we issued our award.  That was


21 it for us and then six years later we get this


22 bizarre incomprehensible complaint that


23 Mr. Talarico filed on behalf of Mr. Dulberg and his


24 trust against ADR System and a host of other
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1 defendants, law firms, trustee, et cetera, and I --


2 to kind of cut it off, so to speak, I at least took


3 the time -- you know, Illinois is different than


4 federal court, Your Honor, in that there's not a


5 safe harbor rule like there is under Rule 11 of the


6 Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, but as -- I think


7 it's a smart curtesy and I don't -- again, I do it


8 rarely with opposing counsel.  I'm plaintiff


9 enough, I don't like to get the letters, but I took


10 the time to write to Mr. Talarico and say, look,


11 your claim violates Rule 137 as a matter of fact


12 and as a matter of law, and the response to that


13 was silence and forging ahead, which was the theme


14 of this whole litigation, which, in some ways,


15 continues today, a forging ahead by Mr. Dulberg,


16 his Trust, and Mr. Talarico.


17                And so we went to the -- we prepared


18 a motion to dismiss, pointed out the fundamental


19 flaw that Mr. Talarico had admitted in his


20 complaint that the only binding and enforceable


21 agreement was the one between ADR, Allstate and


22 the -- and Mr. Dulberg, that was the enforceable


23 agreement.  So when the motion -- the response to


24 the motion that was filed made no sense, and then
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1 when -- after we then have to file a reply and then


2 we have to appear before Judge Otto for oral


3 argument, he, you know, threw it out -- you know, I


4 don't want to characterize it, he heard argument


5 and he threw it out, but, over my concern, he --


6 objection, he agreed to let Mr. Talarico file an


7 amended complaint and Mr. Talarico then, again,


8 remained silent for months as the other parties,


9 Mr. Boeder's client -- Jeremy's client and other


10 clients went through their motions for summary


11 judgment over a course of many months, we were then


12 to the sidelines, those were all resolved and I


13 came back and said, hey, you know, what about this


14 amended -- is he going to amend or not.  He didn't


15 show up at the hearing to amend, and Judge Otto


16 granted my request to dismiss the complaint with


17 prejudice, within 30 days we filed the motion --


18 petition.


19                Now -- and I probably covered most of


20 what I would say in my description of what took


21 place, but this is a situation of their own making.


22 There never was, never could be a valid claim


23 against ADR Systems in this case, and the Court is


24 well aware of the standard under Rule 137, it's an
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1 objective standard.  We're not claiming it was --


2 we're certainly claiming it was vexatious.  We're


3 not saying he did it to harass us.  I have been in


4 other cases where litigation is used for an


5 improper purpose, but here it was clearly done in a


6 vexatious way, in a way that wasted both ADR's


7 resources and the Court's time.  And the point I


8 think that we raised in our reply was a couple of


9 points.


10                One is, maybe Mr. Talarico didn't get


11 it, but when I gave him the letter explaining it to


12 him, then to, you know, just run -- you know, run


13 roughshod over that and to continue and just to


14 continually hear from the judge that this is not


15 working and to keep going forward, this is a


16 situation of their own making that we're here


17 today.


18                And the point that I tried to raise


19 in the reply, which is just for your consideration,


20 why am I here, why am I the guy here, right?  We


21 got four or five other parties covered by


22 insurance -- my client is not -- that are not here,


23 why, because it's -- you know, ADR takes very


24 seriously the idea that it performs a valuable
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1 service.  I'm not going to say it's not done -- you


2 know, it's for a profit, I don't want to overshoot


3 it, but it performs a -- I'm sure you have had


4 cases in front of you over the years where parties


5 lighten your case load and many other judges for


6 many years now and it performs that important


7 function for our system to take these cases out,


8 and I can tell you, if a mediator or one of the


9 retired judges is asked to testify or do anything


10 to get brought into court, we take it very -- "we,"


11 ADR, I have been working with them for almost


12 24 years now, that, you know, we take it very


13 seriously because it undermines that purpose that


14 when that role that we play, if people can simply


15 bring our mediators into court, sue us for no


16 reason and increase the cost to ADR, increase the


17 cost to the clients who participate and the members


18 of the public who participate there.


19                So it's not -- our petition is not


20 done willy-nilly, it's done -- we take it very,


21 very seriously, and that's why I tried to get


22 Mr. Talarico to stop.


23                And that we would ask, Your Honor,


24 that you enter an award of sanctions -- I'll just
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1 underscore this point -- jointly and separately


2 against Mr. Talarico, Mr. Dulberg, and


3 Mr. Dulberg's Trust, and that if, to the extent the


4 Court does agree with us and grants that motion, I


5 would then submit an appropriate fee petition to


6 you.


7       THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you very much.


8                Between Mr. Dulberg and Mr. Long, who


9 wants to go next?


10                Mr. Long?


11       MR. LONG:  Yes, Judge.


12       THE COURT:  First hand up so, Mr. Long, go


13 ahead.


14       MR. LONG:  Judge, I respect Mr. Chapman, I


15 have known him for years, but I disagree that this


16 is vexatious litigation.  It may be an inartfully


17 pled claim against ADR, it has to be looked at in


18 the context of what had happened.


19                There was a bankruptcy and a


20 bankruptcy trustee was involved as was counsel


21 hired by the trustee to represent Mr. Dulberg


22 involved in the setting up of the ADR proceeding.


23 And, during the bankruptcy, there was the Court's


24 approval of terms for the mediation, which, based
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1 on Mr. Dulberg's representations to Mr. Talarico,


2 weren't fulfilled when the mediation went forward.


3                Again, there's context.  Mr. Dulberg


4 insists he wasn't there, his signature was forged,


5 all this information is being brought to


6 Mr. Talarico, so he has to take a hard look at what


7 happened.  He takes his client's word and


8 investigates.  His investigation revealed the basis


9 for a breach of contract claim.  Specifically when


10 you kind of cut through some of Mr. Talarico's


11 verbiage -- you know, I hate to say that about my


12 own client, but verbiage in here -- there was a


13 contract that is affined to what the bankruptcy


14 court could approve, but what was actually


15 implemented was a situation which he put in some


16 breaches of that contract by ADR, one of which,


17 from my perspective, is significant in that the


18 allocation of costs changed from the time the


19 bankruptcy court approved the agreement to the time


20 that mediation went forward.  I think it's in


21 Section III -- Roman Numeral III(b) of both


22 agreements.  It went from being the -- all of


23 Mr. Gagnon, Allstate's responsibility to being


24 split equally.
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1                So that's that kernel of change that


2 puts an attorney, such as Mr. Talarico, on alert to


3 look and see what happened here, and he's being


4 provided information by his client, who is clearly


5 not happy.  I'm sure you'll hear from Mr. Dulberg


6 soon.


7                So Mr. Talarico files a complaint for


8 breach of contract saying ADR, who was a party, in


9 the sense of they're agreeing to charge and accept


10 fees, so they're a party, breached that by changing


11 the terms of the agreement or being part of the


12 change in the sense of the fees.  And I think the


13 contract also provides that -- or the agreement, I


14 should say, mediation agreement, provides that no


15 changes are to be made without agreement of the


16 parties, and, from Mr. Talarico's perspective,


17 based on what Mr. Dulberg said, he never agreed to


18 a change in cost or anything else.


19                So, in simple terms, we have a


20 contract, we have a breach, i.e. the change in


21 terms and damages, Mr. Dulberg being responsible


22 for some of the costs.  We have that.  That's a


23 seminal breach of contract claim.  Where it goes,


24 who knows.  We have all been in cases over our
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1 years here, a lot of experience on the screen,


2 where he files a complaint with a legal basis and


3 Mr. Chapman, being the good attorney that he is,


4 files a motion to dismiss.  Okay.  We have all been


5 there.  And I think it's important to know what


6 happens next.


7                Well, let me step back.  Mr. Chapman


8 seems to place emphasis on Mr. Talarico filing the


9 action after he sends the letter.  Well, I think --


10 I know I have sent countless letters like that over


11 my career, and I can count on one hand how many


12 times the plaintiff said, oh, you're right, Tom,


13 I'm not filing suit.  You go ahead, it gets filed,


14 you do the motion and everybody goes about their


15 business, if it's granted.  So then we move on to


16 the motion part.


17                Mr. Chapman files a motion, Judge


18 Otto grants it.  Okay.  It's without prejudice.


19 This is not a claim that is so patently ridiculous


20 that Judge Otto -- I wasn't there, so I'm just kind


21 of reading into it, Mr. Chapman, correct?  Whoever


22 was there can correct me if I'm wrong, but --


23       MR. CHAPMAN:  You're wrong.


24       MR. LONG:  I figured as much.
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1                But he dismisses it without


2 prejudice, meaning, to me, there is a grain of


3 something there, and Mr. Talarico and Mr. Dulberg


4 are given the opportunity to elaborate, reconfigure


5 it to move forward.


6                Mr. Talarico decides okay, I'll turn


7 my focus on to the other defendants, Mr. Boeder's


8 defendants and leave ADR alone.  That is not


9 vexatious.  That is someone asserting a claim and


10 leaving that claim behind when a judge says it's


11 dismissed, and that's where it went.  He didn't try


12 to file it again.  He didn't drag ADR in on three


13 amended complaints.  And, again, we have all seen


14 that.  That's not this.


15                So when you look at it in the context


16 of what happened and what was pled and how


17 Mr. Talarico responded when Judge Otto said it's


18 dismissed, but maybe you can file something, chose


19 not to.  If he had gone ahead, that's vexatious.


20 That's sanctionable.  Here, it's not.  It's a


21 complaint that was dismissed and that should be the


22 end of it.


23                And, for those reasons, Judge, I


24 would respectfully request you deny the motion for
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1 sanctions.


2       THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you.


3                Mr. Dulberg.


4       MR. DULBERG:  Hi, Your Honor.  I'm not sure --


5 I have never done this.  Forgive me if I'm a little


6 nervous, but in that motion that I filed yesterday


7 there were exhibits at the bottom that are


8 applicable, and one of them is video 27, and it is


9 a response.


10                I can't articulate this.  Can I -- is


11 it possible for me to have my guardian and trustee


12 speak for me?


13       THE COURT:  Pardon me?


14       MR. DULBERG:  Is it allowed for me to have my


15 guardian and trustee speak for me on these matters


16 or...


17       THE COURT:  Mr. Kost, you mean?


18       MR. DULBERG:  Yes.


19       THE COURT:  Mr. Kost, is that -- is that


20 something you would like to take on?


21       MR. DULBERG:  Absolutely.  Absolutely.


22       THE COURT:  Wait.  Who just said "absolutely?"


23       MR. DULBERG:  Yes.  He is here with me because


24 we --
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1       THE COURT:  Oh, he's with you.  Okay.  I'm


2 looking at his Zoom screen and I'm seeing that


3 it's --


4       MR. KOST:  No, I couldn't get in.  Couldn't --


5 could you see me?  Can you see me?


6       THE COURT:  No, I couldn't see you.  I can see


7 your name, though, I see "Thomas Kost," but I never


8 heard you speak up, so...


9       MR. KOST:  Things appear to be frozen.


10       MR. LONG:  And, Judge, if I may, I don't want


11 to make this more complicated, but I'm not quite


12 sure Mr. Kost's status.  Is he a trustee of the


13 Trust or is he a guardian?  I heard guardian.


14       MR. DULBERG:  He is a --


15       MR. LONG:  Just so the record is clear as to


16 who he is and what authority he has to speak for


17 Mr. Dulberg.


18       THE COURT:  Yeah.  Mr. Kost, go ahead, tell us


19 your status as far as --


20       MR. KOST:  I'm the full trustee of the Paul


21 Dulberg Revocable Trust, but I have also been


22 helping Paul Dulberg for approximately 13 years on


23 these cases.


24                Paul Dulberg has been attacked
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1 brutally and I created a series of -- eight series


2 of videos, over 70 videos, which are available to


3 the public, sent to the ARDC, all recorded,


4 approximately 14 ARDC complaints all --


5       MR. LONG:  Judge, ARDC is not relevant here.


6       THE COURT:  Well --


7       MR. KOST:  But I sent this yesterday --


8       THE COURT:  Both of you stop for the moment.


9 Okay?  One at a time.  Court reporters can only


10 record one speaker at a time.


11                Judges make rulings on the


12 admissibility and relevance of evidence and


13 argument all the time.  It doesn't mean I can't


14 hear it, so I am presumed to disregard what is


15 inappropriate, and I understand that's my task.  So


16 I'm not going to stop Mr. Kost from talking.  To


17 the extent that I conclude that I don't need to


18 consider anything he is saying, I won't consider


19 it.  So, go ahead, Mr. Kost.


20       MR. KOST:  Okay.  Over a period of time I have


21 produced a series -- eight series of videos, over


22 70 videos all available online to the public and


23 they have all been sent to the ARDC in various ARDC


24 complaints and they are highly relevant in this
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1 case because, in this particular case, in the case


2 22 L 010905, Paul Dulberg was completely set up


3 from the beginning and the evidence -- direct


4 evidence, clear and convincing evidence is


5 contained in the videos that I have provided to the


6 ARDC and that I attempted -- we attempted to


7 provide to the Court yesterday.


8                And, furthermore, Talarico didn't


9 even represent us when he filed his response in


10 this motion.  He resigned on the 14th of January, I


11 provided evidence to the Court yesterday -- or


12 attempted to -- so he never represented us when he


13 filed his answer.  He's hostile.  He's extremely


14 hostile to our cause and I have documented it,


15 again, in eight series of videos, and so I stand by


16 the statements in the videos.  That's my best


17 answer to this.


18       THE COURT:  Okay.  I appreciate that.  Thank


19 you.


20       MR. LONG:  Judge, may I say something?


21       THE COURT:  You may.


22       MR. LONG:  I just want to clarify one thing


23 before Bob goes back.


24                Just so the record is clear, the
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1 response filed by Mr. Talarico was submitted to the


2 Court on February 8th.  Mr. Talarico was not


3 granted leave to withdraw until February 29th,


4 there's an order.  So I wanted that cleared up


5 before creating a record for this.


6                Sorry, Bob.


7       THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Mr. Chapman,


8 last words go to you.


9       MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you, Your Honor.


10                Just a couple of points that I'll


11 raise, which is, Mr. Talarico -- in the complaint


12 itself, Mr. Talarico alleged that Mr. Dulberg was


13 present at ADR's facilities on the day of the


14 mediation.  Forget that.  You know, that's just a


15 point of correction, but then the point was -- that


16 Judge Otto highlighted was the statement in


17 paragraph 94 of the complaint, which was there was


18 a valid and enforceable contract between plaintiff


19 Paul Dulberg and defendant ADR Systems and Allstate


20 Property and Casualty Company dated


21 December 8th, 2016, "please see Exhibit 11


22 attached."


23                That's the signed document that ADR


24 performed the mediation pursuant to.  We were not a
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1 party to the bankruptcy, we were not a witness, we


2 were not asked to sign anything or appear before


3 the bankruptcy court, whatever draft of something


4 that was presented to the bankruptcy court, we,


5 ADR, weren't a party to.  And, as Mr. Talarico


6 alleged, and as Judge Otto noted, the only valid


7 agreement was the one that was signed and then


8 pursuant to which the mediation occurred.


9                The -- I'll give Mr. Long credit for


10 coming up with something here, which is, well, the


11 costs.  Well, you know, Judge, we have paid --


12 Mr. Dulberg received $300,000, his trust -- the


13 bankruptcy trustee on his behalf received 300,000.


14 What would the cost be of a binding mediation?  A


15 couple thousand dollars?  Was there ever a protest


16 to ADR Systems these costs should not have been


17 allocated to me?  Was there a protest in the


18 bankruptcy court?  Judge, I can't take the 117,000


19 because I'm really entitled to 120,000 because


20 costs were allocated improperly?  Of course not.


21 Mr. Dulberg took the money.


22                And so I appreciate that Mr. Dulberg


23 or Mr. Kost might feel there was something done


24 improper, I don't know what the evidence is to
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1 support it, but if they feel like it, it wasn't ADR


2 Systems who did anything improper and I don't -- I


3 don't represent the attorneys involved, I don't


4 represent the trustee involved, and, you know,


5 whether Judge -- you know, as someone who was there


6 at the time, Judge Otto allowed Mr. -- made it


7 without prejudice so that the other motions could


8 be heard, some were on summary judgment, and that


9 then Mr. Talarico could decide what to do.  That


10 was the reason why he did it.  If you read the


11 transcript of that hearing, I did not get any sense


12 that Judge Otto perceived a kernel of truth or a


13 kernel of something to which could be added on to,


14 and it doesn't matter anyway, it's an objective


15 standard for you to apply, Your Honor, in this


16 situation, which is, was the complaint, as a matter


17 of fact, did it have a reasonable basis in fact and


18 law to be filed?  The answer is unequivocally it


19 did not.  Based on that answer, you should grant


20 our request for an award of sanctions.


21       THE COURT:  Okay.  Did I leave anybody out?


22                All right.  What I'm going to do is


23 I'll take the motion and the briefs under


24 advisement.  I'm going to continue the case to
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1 August 28th at 9:00 for a ruling.  It may be that


2 I'll issue a written ruling before then and strike


3 the date, but, you know, that's lay plans, but,


4 anyway, if somebody can just send us an order to


5 that affect.  Yeah, Mr. --


6       MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor, on the order what --


7 should the order reference the motion that was


8 filed today?


9       THE COURT:  Today's order doesn't have to say


10 that.  My order will address it to the extent I


11 need -- I think it needs addressing.


12       MR. CHAPMAN:  Understood.


13       THE COURT:  Okay.  Okay.


14       MR. CHAPMAN:  Okay.  I will prepare the order


15 and I will circulate it.


16       THE COURT:  Okay.  All right.  Thank you, all.


17                Thank you to both court reporters,


18 Mr. Dulberg, everyone.


19                Everybody have a good day.  Okay.


20       MR. LONG:  Thanks, Judge, you, too.


21       MR. BOEDER:  Thank you, Your Honor.


22       THE COURT:  All right.  Thanks a lot.


23       MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor, if for some reason


24 you need a copy of today's transcript, please let
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1 us know and we'll obtain it.


2       MR. DULBERG:  I would like one.


3       THE COURT:  Okay.  Thank you for that.


4       MR. CHAPMAN:  And I'll send the court reporter


5 information to Mr. Dulberg if he would like to


6 order a transcript from the court reporter, but


7 with the knowledge that he would have to pay for


8 it.


9       THE COURT:  Fair enough.


10       MR. CHAPMAN:  Okay.  Thank you very much, Your


11 Honor.  I'll get that taken care of.


12       THE COURT:  Okay.  Thanks, everybody.
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1 STATE OF ILLINOIS   )
                    ) Ss:


2 COUNTY OF C O O K   )


3                I, Hailey M. Schoot, CSR, RPR, a


4 Certified Shorthand Reporter of said state, do hereby


5 certify that I reported in shorthand the proceedings


6 had at the taking of said hearing and that the


7 foregoing transcript is a true record of my shorthand


8 notes so taken as aforesaid, and contains all the


9 requested proceedings at said hearing.


10                In witness whereof, I have hereunto set


11 my hand this 23 day of July, 2024.


12


13


14         (Electronically Signed)


15        _________________________________


16        Hailey M. Schoot, CSR, RPR
       C.S.R. License No. 084-004897


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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1


1    IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
         COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION


2


PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL         )
3 DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST,          )


                                  )
4               Plaintiffs,         )


                                  )
5          vs.                      )


                                  )     Case No.
6 KELLY N. BAUDIN a/k/a Baudin &    )  2022 L 010905


Baudin, Baudin & Baudin, an       )
7 Association of Attorneys, Law     )


Offices of Baudin & Baudin,       )
8 Baudin & Baudin Law Offices, et   )


al.                               )
9                                   )


              Defendants.         )
10


11


12            REMOTE VIDEOCONFERENCE REPORT OF


13 PROCEEDINGS had at the hearing of the


14 above-entitled cause before the HONORABLE ANTHONY


15 SWANAGAN, Judge of said Court, proceedings being


16 held via videoconference on December 17, 2024,


17 commencing at the hour of 1:30 p.m.


18


19


20


21


22


23 STENOGRAPHICALLY REPORTED BY:
ROBIN M. CHIMNIAK, CSR, RMR


24 State of Illinois CSR License No. 084-001999


FILED
1/23/2025 5:26 PM
Mariyana T. Spyropoulos
CIRCUIT CLERK
COOK COUNTY, IL
2022L010905
Calendar, U
31107438
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Hearing Date: No hearing scheduled
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2


1      PRESENT:


2          MR. PAUL DULBERG
         4606 Hayden Court


3          McHenry, Illinois 60051
         paul_dulberg@comcast.net


4


              Appeared pro se via video
5               conference;


6          THOMAS KOST
         423 Dempster Street


7          Mount Prospect, Illinois 60056
         847.553.4404
         St999@gmail.com


9               Appeared via videoconference;


10          CHAPMAN SPINGOLA, LLP
         ROBERT A. CHAPMAN, ESQ.


11          190 South LaSalle Street
         Suite 3850


12          Chicago, Illinois 60603
         312.606.8752


13          rchapman@chapmanspingola.com


14               Appeared via videoconference on
              behalf of ADR Systems of America,


15               LLC;


16          LEWIS BRISBOIS BISGAARD & SMITH, LLP
         ZACHARY McGOURTY, ESQ.


17          550 West Adams Street
         Suite 300


18          Chicago, Illinois 60661
         312.463.3481


19          zachary.mcgourty@lewisbrisbois.com


20               Appeared via videoconference on
              behalf of Joseph David Olsen, Craig


21               A. Willette, and Raphael E. Yalden II;


22


23


24
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3


1


     PRESENT:  (Continued)
2


         TRIBLER ORPETT & MEYER P.C.
3          JEREMY N. BOEDER, ESQ.


         225 West Washington Street
4          Suite 2550


         Chicago, Illinois 60606-3408
5          312.201.6411


         Jnboeder@tribler.com
6


              Appeared via videoconference on
7               behalf of Defendants


              Kelly N. Baudin, William Randal
8               Baudin II, and Kelran Inc. A/k/a The


              Baudin Law Group, Ltd.;
9


         KONICEK & DILLON
10          THOMAS J. LONG, ESQ.


         21 W. State Street
11          Geneva, Illinois 60134


         630.262.9655
12          tlong@konicekdilllonlaw.com


13               Appeared via videoconference on
              behalf of Respondent Alphonse


14               Talarico.


15                      * * * * *


16


17


18


19


20


21


22


23


24
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1                   (Whereupon the following


2                    proceedings commenced at


3                    1:30 p.m.)


4            THE COURT:  I have a 1:30 case, that is


5 Dulberg versus multiple defendants, Case No. 2022


6 L 010905.


7                 I thought I would see a bunch of


8 folks here.  Since we have a court reporter here,


9 why don't you folks that are here identify


10 yourselves for the sake of the transcript.


11            MR. McGOURTY:  Good morning, your


12 Honor.  Zach McGourty on behalf of the Olsen,


13 Willette, and the Yalden defendants.


14            THE COURT:  Good afternoon.


15            MR. BOEDER:  Good afternoon, your


16 Honor.  Jeremy Boeder on behalf of the Baudin set


17 of defendants.


18            THE COURT:  Good afternoon.


19            MR. LONG:  Thomas Long on behalf of


20 respondent Alphonse Talarico.


21                 I just spoke with Bob Chapman, who


22 represents ADR.  He was at his car hustling home


23 to get on.


24            THE COURT:  Okay.
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1            MR. LONG:  So he may be a few minutes


2 late.


3            THE COURT:  Okay.  Well, I suppose we


4 can wait, unless there's something that the


5 parties tell me we can do now, while his trustee


6 for Mr. Dulberg's trust -- and usually


7 Mr. Dulberg joins us as well.


8                 Why don't I twiddle my thumbs for


9 a few minutes just to see who all will be here.


10                 I guess I'll go silent, maybe


11 until -- I'll say 1:37, just to pick an odd time.


12 So we'll see who we have by then.  Okay?


13            MR. LONG:  Okay.  Thanks, Judge.


14            MR. BOEDER:  Thank you.


15                   (Brief pause.)


16            THE COURT:  Okay.  We're going to


17 recall Case No. 22 L 010905, Dulberg versus


18 multiple defendants.  We've taken a brief recess


19 because when we first began talking, I didn't see


20 everybody who I thought I would see.  I was


21 informed that a couple of people were on the way.


22 Hopefully folks are here now.


23                 We do have a court reporter here


24 now, so I'll ask everyone who was here previously
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1 and folks who had just joined us to identify


2 yourselves for the sake of the transcript.


3                 So I'll let it be free-for-all.


4 You can decide amongst yourselves who wants to


5 shout out first.


6            MR. CHAPMAN:  Good afternoon, your


7 Honor.  I apologize for being late.  I also


8 apologize that I don't have my tie on.


9                 Robert Chapman for the petitioner,


10 ADR Systems.


11            THE COURT:  Good afternoon.


12            MR. LONG:  Good afternoon, your Honor.


13 Thomas Long for respondent, Alphonse Talarico.


14            THE COURT:  Good afternoon.


15            MR. McGOURTY:  Good afternoon, your


16 Honor.  Zach McGourty on behalf of the Olsen,


17 Willette, and the Yalden defendants.


18            THE COURT:  Good afternoon.


19            MR. BOEDER:  Good afternoon, again,


20 your Honor.  Jeremy Boeder on behalf of the


21 Baudin set of defendants.


22            MR. KOST:  And this is Thomas Kost, but


23 my video does not seem to work.


24                 And Paul Dulberg is right here on
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1 the same microphone.  He can identify himself.


2            MR. DULBERG:  I'm Paul Dulberg.


3            THE COURT:  Good afternoon.  Your


4 camera was working before.  So while we were in


5 silent mode, we could hear and see you.  So I do


6 know that you're there.  So thank you for joining


7 us.


8                 Who wants to tell me what we're


9 doing today?  I'm aware of one motion notice for


10 today by the Olsen, Willette, and Yalden


11 defendants, but I'm not sure what else we're


12 doing.  So who wants to tell me where we are?


13            MR. McGOURTY:  Well, we can get the


14 Olsen motion out of the way.  It's pretty much a


15 housekeeping motion.


16                 We were dismissed back in May of


17 2023.  A notice of appeal was filed that's since


18 been dismissed for want of prosecution, so we're


19 just looking for an order formally to dismiss us


20 from the case.


21            THE COURT:  Is there any objection to


22 that?  I'll note the basis for that, but anybody


23 want to object?


24                 Mr. Dulberg, did you have
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1 something to say?  I'm sorry.


2            MR. DULBERG:  I don't know enough about


3 it to object or not object.


4            THE COURT:  I'm comfortable that I do,


5 and so I'm going to grant the motion, because the


6 appeal was dismissed.  That is on the docket, so


7 I am going to grant the motion to dismiss those


8 defendants with prejudice.


9                 What else are we doing today?


10            MR. KOST:  Well --


11            MR. CHAPMAN:  I --


12            MR. KOST:  Go ahead.


13            MR. CHAPMAN:  No.


14            MR. KOST:  Somebody else want to lead?


15 I'm sorry.


16            MR. BOEDER:  I will speak.


17                 I don't think there is anything


18 else to be done.  I think all defendants have


19 been dismissed.  The motion for sanctions has now


20 been ruled upon.  I can speak for myself, but I


21 imagine it's the case for at least one other here


22 who have been sort of hanging on at this point,


23 only because there was a motion for sanctions


24 pending and the case, for that reason, remained
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1 open.  That certainly is why I'm here.


2                 But I don't believe there is


3 anything further to address here.  I know that in


4 your Honor's order relative to the motion for


5 sanctions you invited a further pleading on that


6 matter, and I will allow those who are


7 participating there to speak to that, if they


8 have any need to, but I don't think there is any


9 other reason to have anything further addressed


10 here today or on further dates set.


11            MR. LONG:  Judge, I agree with Jeremy,


12 with the exception of Mr. Chapman, who obviously


13 was invited to spindle a motion to present his


14 fees and what he's seeking in sanctions.


15                 But other than that, I think the


16 case is over.


17            THE COURT:  Okay.  I thought so.  But


18 there is such a complex bunch of pleadings here


19 and there, I wanted to make sure.


20                 Who was about to speak?  Was that


21 you, Mr. Dulberg?


22            MR. DULBERG:  Yes.  We, on July 15th,


23 2023, we submitted a document, which were


24 basically seven different motions, and two of
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1 them don't seem to be relevant much more, but we


2 were asking for a motion to strike from the


3 record Talarico's response, Plaintiff's response


4 to Defendant ADR Systems of America LLC's


5 Rule 137 motion for sanctions filed on


6 February 8th, 2024, because Talarico is


7 extremely, extremely hostile to our interests and


8 basically in multiple ways has been sabotaging


9 our case --


10            MR. LONG:  Judge, I don't want to hear


11 anything about my client.


12            MR. DULBERG:  May I continue to speak?


13 May I continue to speak?


14            THE COURT:  Stop.  Stop, Mr. Long.


15 Let's let Mr. Dulberg go ahead, and I'll let you


16 have something to say.  I'm going to have


17 something to say, too, but I'll let you have


18 something to say, Mr. Long.


19                 But go ahead, Mr. Dulberg.  Go


20 ahead.


21            MR. DULBERG:  Yes.  So we were asking


22 for a motion to strike from the record Talarico's


23 response of February 8th, 2024, and a motion to


24 resubmit our own response because Talarico simply
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1 does not represent us; far from it.  He is


2 extremely, extremely hostile to the interests of


3 my entire family and has done incredibly cruel


4 things to us.


5                 We also asked for a motion to


6 compel Talarico to provide us with our case


7 files.  We never received any case files from


8 Talarico, and per contract, as I have at


9 www.fraudonthecourt.net in group exhibits --


10 slash exhibits, in Group Exhibit 46, I have all


11 the contracts between us and Talarico, and it's


12 all by the hour, and he's required to give us our


13 case files.  He didn't follow any of his


14 contractual obligations regarding case files.


15                 We also asked for the unredacted


16 and complete record of reported telephone


17 conversations between us, because it would go


18 right to the heart of the issue of who is


19 actually responsible for the resulting 137


20 sanctions.


21                 I don't want to go too fast.  I


22 have a couple other things, and I have a list


23 here.  I could just submit the list, possibly, to


24 the court reporter, if it's okay with you, so we
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1 can put a complete --


2            MR. LONG:  It's not okay with me.


3            MR. DULBERG:  Okay.  Fair enough.  Then


4 I'll --


5            THE COURT:  Mr. Long.  Mr. Long, hold


6 up.  I can just say what's okay about what gets


7 said here, okay?  So I understand you might have


8 something to say in response or that you'd rather


9 certain things not go uncontradicted on the


10 record, so I'm going to let you have your say,


11 but I get to decide who has their say.


12                 And so you hold your horses for


13 the time being.


14                 Mr. Dulberg, your motion and the


15 list of things that you wanted, they're all on


16 the docket.  So tell you what, I'm going to ask


17 you, Mr. Long, to be the person who reflects --


18 sends us an order that reflects what I'm about to


19 say:


20                 A couple of things, Mr. Dulberg.


21 Even if you didn't think that Mr. Talarico was


22 appropriately representing your interests as far


23 as the motion for sanctions was concerned, his


24 interests were at stake as well.  And so he had
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1 absolute right to put forth whatever he thought


2 was in his best interest to defeat the motion for


3 sanctions.  And you may have the opinion that you


4 had different interests as far as that motion was


5 concerned.  I did not see that.  And your


6 interests are basically intertwined, in that he's


7 responsible for what he wrote, and you're


8 responsible for what he wrote.  And that would be


9 vice versa as well:  You're jointly responsible.


10 Lawyer and client are responsible for pleadings


11 made by a lawyer.


12                 Now, you were free to present


13 things independently, if you so chose, but the


14 punch line, as far as I was concerned, is that I


15 looked at the petition for sanctions on its


16 merit, and I looked at what was the conduct for


17 which ADR sought to sanction you and your


18 attorney, and I did not see -- I think -- you


19 know, the order mentioned -- I couldn't


20 imagine -- I'm paraphrasing, but I couldn't


21 imagine a basis on which there was reasonable


22 grounds for the breach of contract complaint


23 against ADR.


24                 And so as far as any pleadings on
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1 the motions for sanctions are concerned, I guess


2 I'll just say that your request for any further


3 right to file other pleadings is denied, except


4 to the extent that you may want to file something


5 in response to Mr. Chapman's petition for fees.


6 Because that's the one thing that I anticipate is


7 still on the way.  So that's number one.


8                 And I guess secondly, I'm going to


9 deny your request for any relief against


10 Mr. Talarico as far as your files, because that's


11 not in front of me.  You know, those sorts of


12 disputes between lawyers and their clients are


13 sometimes the result -- they are sometimes


14 disputes that produce other litigation, but I


15 don't have any basis for reviewing your request


16 for files.  There are ways in which clients are


17 supposed to address those requests.  I don't know


18 whether you have, but those requests aren't


19 supposed to be handled here.  So I'm going to


20 deny your request for anything to do regarding a


21 dispute over files between you and Mr. Talarico.


22                 Now, I'll also say I am not


23 expressing any opinion, nor am I in a position to


24 express an opinion or make any ruling on anything
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1 that you're suggesting that Mr. Talarico did that


2 was adverse to the interests of you or your


3 family.  Again, I only decide what's in front of


4 me and what's in front of me based on what this


5 case has been about.


6                 So that's all I'm going to say


7 about those motions.  I don't think you need to


8 list them for the sake of the court reporter,


9 because they are all already on the docket.


10                 So, Mr. Long, I'm going to ask you


11 to just send us an order reflecting that I'm


12 denying those motions that were already on the


13 docket.


14                 Now, Mr. Long, do you want to --


15 have something to say on behalf of your client,


16 go right ahead.


17            MR. LONG:  Yes.  I'll just kind of work


18 from the back.


19                 Judge, what I was going to do is


20 put together an order indicating that all pending


21 motions filed by Mr. Dulberg are denied -- just


22 so we're all clear -- and any requests by


23 Mr. Dulberg relative to Mr. Talarico's file as


24 to -- that's the language I'm going to use, if
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1 that's acceptable to your Honor.


2            THE COURT:  That's acceptable.  Yes.


3            MR. LONG:  And as to the others, Zach


4 and Jeremy, I don't know if they want to add


5 anything, or if they want to do their own orders?


6            MR. McGOURTY:  I can go ahead and


7 submit an order for our motion.


8            THE COURT:  Yes.  I anticipated that.


9 So I'll be looking for that, too.


10            MR. LONG:  And then -- sorry, Judge.


11            THE COURT:  Go ahead.


12            MR. LONG:  And then I apologize for my


13 abruptness earlier.  It's just been kind of a


14 series of statements and pleadings impugning my


15 client's integrity.  With the court reporter, I


16 just couldn't let it go, where we're getting into


17 a soliloquy about Mr. Talarico, and that's not


18 even an issue here.  I apologize to your Honor.


19            THE COURT:  That's okay.  You get to


20 defend your client's integrity.  Just don't


21 interrupt when you do it.  I'm going to always


22 give folks to have a chance to have a say when


23 they think they need to.


24            MR. LONG:  It's part of our DNA as
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1 lawyers.


2            MR. KOST:  May I respond, sir?


3            THE COURT:  What do you want to


4 respond?


5            MR. KOST:  It's Thomas Kost.  To what


6 you said.  If I may place a comment on the record?


7            THE COURT:  Go right ahead.


8            MR. KOST:  Thank you, sir.


9                 Referring to what happens between


10 ourselves and Mr. Talarico, we consider it


11 central to the case, because it's a form of


12 sabotage which benefits opposing counsel.  It


13 goes directly to the heart of benefiting opposing


14 counsel, and I've described that in over 900


15 videos, which is available on a public website.


16 So that was the main point.


17                 It's not simply between us and


18 Talarico.  It's what Talarico does.  And not only


19 Talarico, they do it for the benefit of opposing


20 counsel, and this we see as a fundamental


21 sabotage of the entire case.


22                 In fact, we state that it is


23 July 11th, 2022, where he was basically horse-


24 trading Dulberg's interests from that point, and
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1 that was about five months before we ever filed


2 the case.


3                 In addition, I never signed the


4 original complaint.  He only got Dulberg to sign


5 on December 8th, 2022, because he really couldn't


6 do that trick that I described in the videos on


7 me, and I never signed.  So there is a number of


8 issues.


9                 I also have other issues I'd like


10 to bring up.  I don't want to tax your patience,


11 sir.  May I continue?


12            THE COURT:  No.  I rarely say no to


13 people having their say, but I know what I read,


14 and I know how narrow were the issues that I was


15 deciding here.


16                 And so the substance of the case,


17 for the most part, was decided quite a while ago,


18 and it went through an appeal.  There's all sorts


19 of things that -- for which I think the horses


20 are long gone, the barn door closed and locked


21 quite a while ago.  And so this isn't -- this is


22 not, as far as I'm concerned, the time to try to


23 rehash alleged sabotage going back to the


24 beginning of the case.
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1                 So that's why, unlike my usual


2 practice of letting people have their full say,


3 I'm going to say this is late in the game for


4 further say, I think.


5                 And so forgive my abruptness, but,


6 no, I don't think I need to hear any more.  Okay?


7            MR. KOST:  Thank you, sir.


8            THE COURT:  Thank you.


9            MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor --


10            THE COURT:  And I --


11            MR. CHAPMAN:  I didn't mean to


12 interrupt you, if you weren't through.


13            THE COURT:  Go ahead.


14            MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you, your Honor.


15                 I saw at the end of the order you


16 suggested I spindle up a motion.  I didn't know


17 if it might make sense, just for us, since we're


18 all here now -- for example, if we said I had


19 21 days to file a fee petition, X number days for


20 a response and a reply, that might save us some


21 time down the road.  If that's something that you


22 would consider?


23            THE COURT:  Well, the reason I wasn't


24 going to suggest that is because, you know, we've


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
1


/2
3


/2
0


2
5


 5
:2


6
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5
F


IL
E


D
 D


A
T


E
: 


2
/2


4
/2


0
2


5
 7


:5
0


 P
M


  
 2


0
2


2
L


0
1


0
9


0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 803 of 915







Exhibit BC
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 56_Complete legal argument between Talarico and ADR Systems/2024-12-17_Transcript_121724 Dulberg hearing.pdf


Paul Dulberg, et al v. Kelly N. Baudin, et al
2022 L 010905 12/17/2024


312.781.9111 630.983.0030
www.ChimniakCourtReporting.com


20


1 got holiday schedules coming up, and -- oh, the


2 other reason I didn't want to do that is because


3 I generally am not allowed to do things on the


4 calendar.  That's why they give me a coordinator,


5 to help make sure we have control over our


6 calendar.


7                 But our coordinator is out.  So


8 you'll notice usually she is here and I count on


9 her to give me dates and help me with scheduling.


10 But since she is not here, I would be giving you


11 some date that would be subject to being


12 rescinded once she says, You've got a trial.  You


13 can't do that, or something similar, so --


14            MR. CHAPMAN:  I just -- my only fear


15 was -- and I don't know enough of this particular


16 call.  I know on some calls if I spindle up a


17 motion, I don't know if it's -- if I would get a


18 date.  If you're saying if you spindle up your


19 fee petition, it will be a date, like, two weeks


20 from filing, that's fine.


21                 I just didn't want to end up where


22 we -- we can't present something to you for three


23 months or -- I'm exaggerating, but that's the


24 only thing that was on my mind.  I appreciate
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1 that your coordinator is not here.  I'll just


2 follow your direction.


3            THE COURT:  Yes.  Because here is the


4 scoop.  Our status calendar shows up way in


5 advance, but our motion calendar does not.


6                 I will tell you, I'm going to be


7 out two weeks in January, so the week of the 13th


8 and the week of the 20th, but I would imagine,


9 given today's date, you could spindle a motion on


10 our regular motion call on a Tuesday or a


11 Thursday at 9:45 before that -- and let me just,


12 before I rest on that presumption, I'm going to


13 take a look on our calendar right now.  And one


14 thing I can do is I can project whether we are


15 full already certain days out.  And so let's see.


16                 Actually, I do not think we are


17 full -- this is interesting.  I'm working


18 Christmas Eve.  I guess most of the world is not,


19 but I see Tuesday, the 24th, we have plenty of


20 room on the motion calendar at 9:45.  Same is


21 true on Thursday the 26th.  Same is true on New


22 Year's Eve, December 31st.  And looks like we


23 have at least one spot on January 2nd, a few


24 spots on January 7th, a couple of spots on
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1 January 9th.


2            MR. CHAPMAN:  Thank you.


3            THE COURT:  So I'm saying all of that


4 to say, rather than me giving you a date that


5 will be undone by the higher authority of the


6 coordinator, yes, just spindle a motion.


7            MR. CHAPMAN:  I will.  Thank you, your


8 Honor.


9            THE COURT:  Okay.


10            MR. CHAPMAN:  Sounds fine.  Thank you.


11            THE COURT:  Then I guess the other


12 thing I'll say is, if you'd like, when you


13 spindle the motion, what you can do is reach out


14 to the other side, and if you can agree on a


15 briefing schedule for the motion, you can submit


16 that in the agreed order, and then you won't even


17 have to come in.


18            MR. CHAPMAN:  That sounds like a good


19 idea, your Honor.  Thank you.


20            THE COURT:  All right.  Anything else


21 for today?


22            MR. BOEDER:  Nothing.


23            MR. CHAPMAN:  Not for the petitioner.


24            THE COURT:  Well, thanks, everybody,
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1 for your time and your patience.  You have a good


2 holiday season, and I will see at least some of


3 you in 2025, presumably, or maybe even before


4 that, given that we have some free space on the


5 motion call before then.


6                 So thanks, everybody.  Thank you,


7 Madam Court Reporter.


8            MR. LONG:  Thanks, Judge.


9            MR. McGOURTY:  Thank you, your Honor.


10            MR. BOEDER:  Happy Holidays.


11            MR. KOST:  Thank you, sir.


12            THE COURT:  Same to all of you,


13 bye-bye.


14            THE COURT REPORTER:  Thank you, your


15 Honor.


16                   (Whereupon the proceedings


17                    concluded at 1:58 p.m.)
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1            CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTER


2                    CERTIFICATE


3            I, ROBIN M. CHIMNIAK, a Certified


4 Shorthand Reporter of the State of Illinois,


5 do hereby certify that I reported in shorthand


6 the remotely held proceedings had at the


7 hearing aforesaid and that the foregoing is a


8 true, complete, and correct transcript of the


9 proceedings of said hearing as appears from my


10 stenographic notes so taken and transcribed by


11 me.


12            IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I do hereunto set


13 my hand at Chicago, Illinois, on this 10th day of


14 January, 2025.


15


16


17                        ___________________________
                       Robin M. Chimniak


18                        Certified Shorthand Reporter
                       State of Illinois


19                        CSR License No. 084-001999
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Paul Dulberg, et al v. Kelly N. Baudin, et al
2022 L 010905 12/17/2024


312.781.9111 630.983.0030
www.ChimniakCourtReporting.com
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Date : 10/28/2022 7:52:21 AM


From : "Robert Chapman" 


To : "Paul Dulberg" 


Cc : "Alphonse Talarico" 


Subject : RE: 2022-10-26_Scan of Signed Authority to Release ADR System File 


#33391BMAG.pdf


Attachment : 2022_10_25_10_34_55.pdf; image001.jpg; 


Alphonse:


I�ve attached the agreement you requested.


Please let me know if you have any further questions.


Bob


Robert A. Chapman
Partner


190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850


Chicago, IL 60603


Phone | 312 606-8752


Mobile | 312 231-0766


Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient 


named above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are 


hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you 


have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to the sender and delete the original 


message or any copy of it from your computer system. Thank you.


From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 


Sent: Wednesday, October 26, 2022 10:16 AM


To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>


Cc: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


Subject: 2022-10-26_Scan of Signed Authority to Release ADR System File #33391BMAG.pdf


Dear Mr Chapman,


Please find the attached file named:


2022-10-26_Scan of Signed Authority to Release ADR System File #33391BMAG.pdf


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 816 of 915







Exhibit BD
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 54_Timeline of writing Baudin Olsen complaint/2022-10-28_0752-21__Robert Chapman_ _rchapman@chapmanspingola.com__RE_ 2022-10-26_Scan of Signed Authority to Release ADR System File_ %2333391BMAG.pdf.ht.pdf


If you run into any issues with the attached file please let me know so that I may correct the problem 


and resend.


Thank you in advance for your help with this matter.


Sincerely,


Paul


PAUL DULBERG


4606 Hayden Ct. McHenry, IL. 60051


847-497-4250


Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
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.......................................................... ···· .................... -·-··-········ 


INFORMED CONSENT DOCUMENT 


I am the Plaintiff in the case of Paul Dulberg vs The Law Offices of Tho as J. Popovich, PC and 
Hans Mast, Case Number 17LA377, in the Circuit Court ofthe Twenty-$ cond Judicial Circuit, 
McHenry County, Illinois. 


1. I have engaged Alan Kravets as my Expert Witness. 


2. I have arranged for the payment of his services to be made Rich rd Kost, Mount 


Prospect, Illinois. 


3. I understand and agree that Mr. Kost cannot interfere with the rofessional judgment or 
with the client-lawyer, as an Expert Witness, relationship with r. Kravets. 


4. I understand and agree that Mr. Kost has no right to receive any information 
whatsoever about this case from Mr. Kravets. 


5. I understand that the $7,200 paid by Mr. Kost is a retainer to be sed to fund the initial 


work of Mr. Kravets' services at $450 per hour. Any unused fun will be returned to me 


- not to Mr. Kost. 


6. I understand and agree that Mr. Kravets can hold the funds in hi business account that 


is not segregated or identified as my funds but will provide mon hly statements showing 
the amounts billed and taken from the $7,200 initial balance as hown in the first 


invoice dated February 1, 2022. 


Signing this document means I understand the above statements and th t I voluntarily agree to 
the terms. 


Option 1 


Approved: 


.ff:.4/17 
Date signed: February ,dL 2022 


Option 2 


I do NOT approve and request the return of the $7,200. 


Paul Dulberg 


Date signed: February___, 2022 


Please select one option, sign and insert the date signed where indicate . Please also confirm 


by email and then mail the signed copy to Alan Kravets at the address b ow-


Alan Kravets, 1340 N Astor St, Suite 2803,Chicago, Illinois 60610 


Alan@kravets.net 
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From: Paul Dulberg pdulberg@icloud.com


Subject: Fwd: REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT/REPORT OF PROCEEDING BK No.: 14-83578


Date: September 26, 2022 at 4:33 PM


To: Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com
Bcc: Paul Dulberg pdulberg@icloud.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com


Dear Mr Talarico,


Lets talk after you digest what happened in this one.


And yes, I ordered a copy as well. It’s cheap


Paul


Begin forwarded message:


From: New computer <dandereporting@gmail.com>
Subject: RE: REQUEST FOR TRANSCRIPT/REPORT OF PROCEEDING BK No.: 14-83578
Date: September 26, 2022 at 4:21:29 PM CDT
To: Paul Dulberg <pdulberg@icloud.com>


Paul,


I’ve	a+ached	both	the	invoice	and	transcript	you	requested.	


Please	click	on	the	link	at	the	bo+om	of	the	invoice	to remit	credit	card	payment	only.	


Lisa	Bresnahan
Office	Manager


Sent	from Mail for	Windows


From: Paul	Dulberg
Sent: Friday,	September	23,	2022	2:10	PM
To: Amy	Doolin	-	Jerri	Estelle
Subject: Re:	REQUEST	FOR	TRANSCRIPT/REPORT	OF	PROCEEDING	BK	No.:	14-83578


Lisa,


I	understand.	


I	am	s^ll	willing	to	pay	the	expedited	fee	to	get	it	as	soon	as	I	can	a`er	the	audio	has	been
acquired.


Please	keep	me	informed.


Thank	you,
Paul


On	Sep	23,	2022,	at	1:05	PM,	Amy	Doolin	-	Jerri	Estelle
<D.and.E.Repor^ng@gmail.com>	wrote:


-------


------- .. 
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Paul,


We	have	to	order	the	audio	from	Judge	Lynch’s	Clerk	and	then	see	how	long	it	is
�rst.	I	cannot	promise	we	can	get	this	to	you	in	seven	business	days.			


Lisa	Bresnahan
Office	Manager.	
I30.L17.2II8	direct	line		


On	Fri,	Sep	23,	2022	at	11:0I	AM	Paul	Dulberg	<pdulberg@icloud.com>	wrote:


DEAR	D?E	REPORTING,


I	am	reques^ng	and	would	like	to	purchase	a	PDF	of	a	Expedited	Cer^�ed
Transcript/Report	of	Proceeding	=7	day>	for	the	case	number	and	date	listed
below:


Case:	BK	No.:	14-83578


Date:	October	31,	201I


I	will	be	paying	by	either	credit	card	or	debit	card.


Please	provide	an	es^mate	of	the	cost	and	a	link	for	prepayment.


Thank	you	in	advance	for	your	help	with	this	ma+er.


Sincerely,
Paul


Paul	Dulberg
pdulberg@icloud.com
847-4L7-4250
4I0I		ayden	Ct.
Mc	enry,	IL.	I0051


DULBERG 


10-31-16.pdf


139 KB
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Date


9/26/2022
Invoice #


1793


Bill To


Paul Dulberg Terms


Due on receipt


�����EIN #  81-5396423


D&E Reporting, Inc.
U.S. Courthouse
219 South Dearborn Street
Room 661
Chicago, Illinois  60604
(312) 986-1920
D.and.E.Reporting@gmail.com


I N V O I C E


PAY ONLINE
HTTPS://dandereporting.com


Description Amount


In re:  Paul Dulberg, 14-83578


Transcript of Proceedings on 10/31/22 before Judge Lynch 7.00


$7.00
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IN THE UNITED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
FOR THE NORTHERN DISTRICT OF ILLINOIS


WESTERN DIVISION


PAUL R. DULBERG, No. 14 B 83578)
Rockford, Illinois)
9:30 a.m.)


Debtor. October 31, 2016)


TRANSCRIPT OF PROCEEDINGS BEFORE THE
HONORABLE THOMAS M. LYNCH


APPEARANCES:


U.S. Trustee: Mr. Joesph D. Olsen.
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2


THE CLERK: Paul Dulberg, 14 83578.


MR. OLSEN: Good morning, Your Honor.


Joseph Olsen, trustee.


This comes before the Court on two


motions. One is to authorize the engagement of


special counsel to pursue a personal injury


litigation, I think it's in Lake County, involving a


chainsaw accident of some sort.


And then, presumably, if the Court


grants that, the second one is to authorize the


estate to enter into -- I'm not sure what you call


it, but binding mediation. But there's a floor of


$50,000, and there's a ceiling of $300,000.


And I guess I've talked with his


attorney. He seems very enthusiastic about it.


There may be some issues about the debtor being a


good witness or not, I guess.


It had to do with a neighbor who asked


him to help him out with a chainsaw, and then I guess


the neighbor kind of cut off his arm, or almost cut


off his arm right after that. There's some


bitterness involved, understandably, I guess.


But I don't do personal injury work at


all, so I'm not sure how that all flows through to a


jury, but he didn't seem to want to go through a jury
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3


process. He liked this process, so...


THE COURT: Very well.


Mr. Olsen, first of all, with regard


to the application to employ the Baudin law firm, it


certainly appears to be in order and supported by


affidavit.


Their proposed fees are more


consistent with at least what generally is the market


than some of the fees you and I have seen in some


other matters.


One question for you: Have you seen


the actual engagement agreement?


MR. OLSEN: I thought it was attached


to my motion.


THE COURT: Okay.


MR. OLSEN: If it's not, it should


have been.


It's kind of an interesting --


actually, this is kind of a unique one. The debtor


actually paid them money in advance, and then he's


going to get a credit if they actually win, which I


guess enures, now, to my benefit, but that's okay.


And there's a proviso for one-third,


except if we go to trial, then it's 40 percent. So


these are getting more creative by the PI bar as we
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4


plod along here, I guess, but...


THE COURT: It's a bar that's


generally pretty creative.


And my apologies. I saw the


affidavit, but you did have the agreement attached,


and one was in front of the other.


And the agreement is just as you


describe it. It appears to be reasonable, and so


I'll approve the application.


Tell me about this binding mediation.


It's almost an oxymoron, isn't it?


MR. OLSEN: Well, I guess the


mediators don't know there's a floor and a ceiling.


I'm not sure where that comes from, but that's --


yeah.


And whatever number they come back at


is the number we're able to settle at, except if it's


a not guilty or a zero recovery, we get 50,000, but


to come back at 3 million, we're capped at 300,000.


THE COURT: Interesting.


MR. OLSEN: A copy of the mediation


agreement should also be attached to that motion.


THE COURT: And I do see that. That


appears to be in order. It's one of those you wish


them luck.
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5


MR. OLSEN: I don't want to


micromanage his case.


THE COURT: But that, too, sounds


reasonable. There's been no objection?


MR. OLSEN: Correct.


THE COURT: Very well. I will approve


-- authorize, if you will, for you to enter into the


binding mediation agreement, see where it takes you.


MR. OLSEN: Thanks, Your Honor.


(End of audio to be transcribed.)
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CERTIFICATE


I, JERRI ESTELLE, CSR, do hereby


certify that the foregoing is a true and accurate


transcription of proceedings electronically recorded


in the matter of PAUL R. DULBERG, 14 B 83578 on


October 31, 2016, which was submitted to D&E


Reporting for transcription; it contains all the


content in said recording; and it has been


transcribed to the best of my ability.


Jerri Estelle, CSR /S/
License Number: 084-003284
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Binding Mediation Agreement 
ADR Systems FIie # 33391BMAG 


Revised for Special BIiiing 


I. Parties 


A. Paul Dulberg, by attorneys, Kelly N. Baudln and Randall Baudln, II 


B. David Gagnon, by attorney, Shoshan Reddington 


SPECIAL BILLING - Section V.B.5 - Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plalntlff's 
Binding Mediation Costs. 


II. Date, Time and Location of the Binding Mediation 


Date: Thursday, December 8, 2016 
Time: 1:30 P.M. 
Location: ADR Systems of America, LLC 


20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 
Contact Alex Goodrich 
312-960-2267 


Ill. Rules Governing the Mediation 


Each party ("Party") to this agreement ("Agreement") hereby agrees to submit the above dispute for 
binding mediation rMedlatlon1 to ADR Systems of America, L.L.C., ("ADR Systems") In accordance 
with the following terms: 


A. Powers of the Mediator 


1. The Parties agree that The Honorable James P. Etchlngham (Ret.) shall serve as the sole 
Mediator In this matter (the "Mediator"). 


2. The Mediator shall have the power to determine the admlsslblllty of evidence and to rule 
upon the law and the facts of the dispute pursuant to Section 111(0)(1). The Mediator shall also 
have the power to rule on objections to evidence which arise during the hearing. 


3. The Mediator Is authorized to hold Joint and separate caucuses with the Parties and to make 
oral and written recommendations for settlement purposes. 


4. The Parties agree that the Mediator shall decide all Issues concerning llablllty and 
damages arising from the dispute If this matter cannot be settled, unless any of the above 
Is waived. Any other Issues to be decided must be agreed upon by the Parties, and 
Included In this contract. 


5. Any failure to object to compliance with these Rules shall be deemed a waiver of such 
objection. 


AOR S)•stems • 20 North Clark Str~el • Floor 29 , Chicago. IL 60602 
312.960.2260 • info ~actrsystems.com • www.adrsystems.com 


EXHIBIT "A" 
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B. Amendments to the Agreement 


1. No Party shall amend the Agreement at any time without the consent and approval of such 
changes by the opposing Party, and ADR Systems of America. 


2. When changes or amendments to the Agreement are being requested, the ParUes shall 
Inform the ADR Systems case manager by telephone. The agreed proposal must also be 
submitted to the ADR Systems case manager In writing, by fax or email, If necessary, and the 
contract changes MUST be made by ADR Systems. No changes made outside these 
guidelines wtll be accepted. Furthermore, If the amended contract made by ADR Systems Is 
not signed by both Parties, the Agreement shall be enforced In Its original form, without 
changes. 


C. Pre-Hearing Submission 


1. Mediation statements are permitted provided that the statement Is shared among the other 
parties. The Mediation Statement may Include: statement of facts, Including a description of 
the Injury and a Hst of special damages and expenses Incurred and expected to be Incurred; 
and a theory of llablllty and damages and authorities In support thereof. 


D. Evldentlary Rules 


1. The ParUes agree that the following documents are allowed Into evidence, without 
foundation or other proof, provided that said Items are served upon the Mediator and the 
opposing Party at least 17 (seventeen) days prior to the hearing date: 


a. Medical records and medical bills for medical services; 


b. BIiis for drugs and medical appliances (for example, prostheses): 


c. Property repair bllls or estimates; 


d. Reports of lost time from employment, and / or lost compensation or wages: 


e. The written statement of any expert witness, the deposition of a witness. the statement of 
a witness, to which the witness would be allowed to express If testifying in person, If the 
statement Is made by affidavit sworn to under oath or by certification as provided In 
section 1-109 of the Illinois Code of Clvll Procedure; 


f. Photographs; 


g. Police reports: 


h. Any other document not specifically covered by any of the foregoing provisions that a 
Party believes In good faith should be considered by the Mediator; and 


I. Each Party may Introduce any other evidence, Including but not limited to documents or 
exhibits, In accordance with the rules of evidence of the State of llllnols. 


2. The Parties agree that they wlll not disclose any and all dollar figures relating to the higMow 
agreement; last offer and last demand: policy limits; and /or set-offs orally or In written form, 
to the Mediator at any time before or during the conference. or while under advisement. 
prior to the Mediator's final decision. 


________ 2 ________ (§) 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2


/2
4


/2
0


2
5


 7
:5


0
 P


M
  


 2
0


2
2


L
0


1
0


9
0


5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 831 of 915







Exhibit BH
http://www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 37-bankruptcy_docket_Petition %23 14-83578/2016-10-04_34-2_ADR Systems binding mediation agreement_OCR.pdf


Case 14-83578 Doc 34-2 Filed 10/04/16 Entered 10/04/16 14:29:52 Desc Exhibit 
A Page 3 of 6 


a. Violation of this rule set forth In (0)(2) shall constitute a material breach of this Agreement 
The non-disclosing Party must formally object to the Mediator upon learning of the 
breach, or the breach wlll be considered waived. The non-disclosing Party shall then have 
the option to continue the Mediation from the point of objection to Its completion; or to 
terminate the Mediation at the point of objection as null and void. The A0R Systems case 
manager must be made aware of this breach at the time of the objection, so the objection 
Is addressed In accordance with the Agreement. and 


b. If the Mediation Is terminated as null and void, all costs of the Mediation will be charged 
entirely to the disclosing Party. A new Mediation shall then take place with a new 
Mediator on a new date. If the Mediation Is not terminated, the costs of the Mediation 
shall remain the responslblllty of each Party or In accordance with the Agreement 


3. The Parties agree If a Party has an objection to the evidence or material submitted by any 
other Party pursuant to Paragraph (0)(1), notice of the objection shall be given to the ADR 
Systems case manager and opposing counsel by telephone and In writing at least seven days 
prior to the Mediation. If resolution cannot be obtained, the case manager will forward the 
objection to the Mediator to be ruled upon before or at the Mediation. The case manager will 
notify each of the Parties of the objection. The objection may result In a postponement of the 
proceedings. If the objection Is because of new material being disclosed with the 
submission for the first time (for example, new or additional reports, additional 
medical/wage loss claims, etc.) then the disclosing party shall be charged for the total cost 
associated with the continuance. 


4. The Parties agree that any Party desiring to Introduce any of the Items described In 
Paragraph (0)(1) without foundation or other proof, must deliver said Items to the Mediator 
and to the other Parties no later than Monday, November 21, 2016. 


5. The Items are considered delivered as of the date that one of the following events occur: 


a. If malled, by the date of the postmark; 


b. If delivered by a courier or a messenger, the date the Item Is received by the courier or 
messenger; and 


c. The date transmitted by facsimile or email. 


6. The Parties agree to deliver any of the Items described In Paragraph (C)(1) and (0)(1) to the 
foHowlng addresses: 


If emailing Submissions, please send to submlsslons@adrsystems.com, however, please do 
not send anything over 50 pages, Including exhibits. 


The Honorable James P. Etchlngham, (Ret) (Mediator) 
C/O A0R SYSTEMS 
20 North Clark Street 
Floor 29 
Chicago, IL 60602 


Kelly N. Baudln, Esq./ Randall Baudln, II, Esq. (Plaintiff Attorneys) 
BAUDIN LAW GROUP 
304 McHenry Avenue 
Crystal Lake, IL 60039 


----3---@ 
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Shoshan Reddington, Esq. (Defense Attomey) 
LAW OFFICES OF STEVEN LIHOSIT 
200 N. La Salle Street 
Suite 2550 
Chicago, IL 60601 


E. Conference Procedure 


1. The Parties may present opening statements but there will be no llve testimony. 


2. The Parties will attempt to reach a voluntary settlement through negotiation with the 
assistance of the Mediator. 


3. If the Parties cannot voluntarily reach a settlement, the Mediator will advise the Parties that 
settlement cannot be reached. The Mediator wlll then take the matter under advisement and 
render an award that wlll be binding to all Parties, (the •Award"). subject to the terms of any 
hlgMow agreement that the Parties may have as described below In Paragraph (F)(t). 


F. Award Limits 


t. The Parties may agree prior to the Mediation that a minimum and maximum amount will 
serve as parameters for the Award (sometimes referred to as a •htgMow agreement•), such 
that the actual amount that must be paid to the plaintiff or claimant shall not exceed a certain 
amount (the •htgh• or •maximum award8) and shall not be less than a certain amount (the 
"low• or "minimum award"). 


a. If liability Is disputed and comparative fault or negligence is asserted as an affirmative 
defense, the Mediator shall make a finding regarding comparative fault or negligence, If 
any. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of the plaintiff 
that Is greater than 50% (fifty percent). the plaintiff shall receive the negotiated minimum 
award. In the event that there Is a finding of comparative fault or negligence of 50% (fifty 
percent) or less against the plaintiff, then any damages awarded In favor of the plaintiff 
shall be reduced by the amount of the plaintiffs comparative fault or negligence, but 
shall be no fess than the minimum parameter or more than the maximum parameter. 


b. All award minimum and maximum parameters are subject to applicable set-offs If any, as 
governed by policy provisions If not specified In the Agreement 


The Parties agree that for this Mediation the minimum award to Paul Dulberg will be 
$50.000.00. Also. the maximum award to Paul Dulberg will be $300,000.00. These 
amounts reflect the minimum and maximum amounts of money that David Gagnon shall 
be liable to pay to Paul Dulberg. 


IV. Effect of this Agreement 


A. After the commencement of the Mediation, no Party shall be permitted to cancel this Agreement 
or the Mediation and the Mediator shall render a decision that shall be In accordance with the 
terms set forth In this Agreement When the Award Is rendered, the Mediation Is resolved, and 
any Award arising from this Mediation shall operate as a bar and complete defense to any action 
or proceeding In any court or tribunal that may arise from the same Incident upon which the 
Mediation Is based. 


----4---@ 
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B. The Parties further agree that any pending lltlgatlon will be dismissed, with prejudice, as to those 
Parties participating In this Mediation upon the concluslon thereof. Any and all llens, Including 
contractual rights of subrogation owed are subject to existing llllnols law. By agreement of the 
Parties, the Mediator's Award wlll be final and binding and not subject to appeal or motion for 
reconsideration by any Party. 


V. Mediation Costs 


A. ADR Systems Fee Schedule 


1. A deposit Is required for the Administrative Fee, Mediator's estimated review, session, and 
follow-up time rMedlatlon Costs;. Binding-Mediations are billed at a four hour per day 
minimum. The required deposit amount Is $2,590.00 from Party B and Is due by 
November 21, 2016. Any unused portion of the deposit wlll be refunded based on the four 
hour minimum. If the Mediator's review, session and follow-up time go over the estimated 
amount. each Party will be Invoiced for the addltlonal time. 


2. Mediation Costs are usually divided equaHy among all Parties, unless otherwise agreed upon 
by the Parties. ADR Systems must be notified of special fee arrangements. 


3. All deposits are due two weeks prior to the session. AOR Systems reserves the right to cancel 
a session If deposits are not received from all Parties two weeks prior to the session. 


4. AOR Systems requires 14-day notice In writing or via electronic transmission of cancellatlon 
or continuance. For Binding-Mediations cancelled or continued within 14 days of the session, 
the Party causing the cancellation wlll be billed for the Mediation Costs of all the Parties 
Involved, which lndudes the four hour per day minimum, additional review time, and any 
other expenses lncurredrcancellatlon fees"). If the cancellation Is by agreement of all Parties, 
or If the case has settled, the cancellation fees will be spilt equally among all Parties, unless 
ADR Systems Is Instructed otherwise. The cancellation fees may be waived If the Mediator's 
lost time can be filled by another matter. 


Administrative Fee $390.00 (Non-refundable) 
Mediator's Review Time $450.00 per hour 
Session Time $450.00 per hour 
Mediator's Decision Writing Time $450.00 per hour 
Mediator's Travel Time Of any) $75.00 per hour 


B. ResponslblUty for Payment .. Special Blllln~ 


1. Each Party and Its counsel 0ncludlng that counsel's firm) shall be Jointly and severally 
responsible for the payment of that Party's allocated share of the Mediation Costs as set forth 
above. 


2. All expenses and disbursements made by AOR Systems In connection with the Mediation, 
Including, but not limited to, outside room rental fee, meals, express mall and messenger 
charges, and any other charges associated with the Mediation, will be bllled equally to the 
Parties at the time of the Invoice. 


____ s ___ @ 
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3. In the event that a Party and/or Its counsel falls to pay ADR Systems In accordance with the 
terms of this Agreement. then that Party and/or Its counsel shall be responsible for all costs, 
Including attorney's fees, Incurred by ADR Systems In connection with the collection of any 
amount due and owing. Payment of additional costs Incurred by ADR Systems In connection 
with the collectlon of any amount due and owing shall be made within 15 days of Invoice. 


4. In the event ADR Systems' session rooms are completely booked on your selected session 
date, ADR Systems wlll attempt to find another complimentary venue for your session. If ADR 
Systems cannot find a complimentary venue or the parties cannot agree on the 
complimentary venue. ADR Systems reserves the right to schedule your case In a location 
that may Involve a facllltles charge. The facllltles charge wlll be spllt equally among the 
parties unless ADR Systems Is Instructed otherwise. 


5. "Defendant agrees to pay up to $3,500.00 of Plaintiff's Binding Mediation Costs. 


VI. Acknowledgment of Agreement 


A. By signing this Agreement, I acknowledge that I have read and agree to all the provisions as set 
forth above. 


B. Each Party Is responsible for only his/her own signature where Indicated and wlll submit this 
signed Agreement to ADR Systems within 10 days of receipt of the Agreement Counsel may sign 
on behalf of the Party. 


By:----------------------
Paul Dulberg / Plaintiff Date 


By.-------------------------
Kelly N. Baudln / Attorney for the Plaintiff Date 


By.-------------------------
Randall Baudln, II / Attorney for the Plaintiff Date 


By. ________________________ _ 


Shoshan Reddington / Attorney for the Defendant 


ADR Systems FIie I 33391BMAG 
AOR Systems Tax I.D. # 36-39n108 


Date 


Date of Hearing: Thursday, December 8, 2016 


----6---@ 
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IN TH.. . ...RCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND Jl ~'IAL CIRCUIT . '~ 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS . ..:. re.tJ---/ d"""" 


. () ('-·' 


ORDER OF RECUS 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: 


Recusal/J~dicial Conflict (Reason): 


D Other: • 


.. . 
JUL 2 I 2011 


ORDERFORS ON OF JUDGE 


----------------------------
IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the o 


Dated:_']_-___ \-~---'-\_, --


ORDEROFREASfilGNMENT 


This ca.use being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


Am8!to doe ___ [u_j/'J\_· _d u _______ Division,. Courtroom~ I 
(Judge £.., Ort> l cum:ntly assigned to that division/coumoom) 


D Assigned to the Honorable ______________________ _ 


D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a ju 


o ... d, _ LA I,~$~, ;?o d 
.., 


Pr 
The undcnign a eopy of 


the furgoing docu~J,, qpw all 
parties of record • fax: or 
hllll:I ddiffry on: 
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IN 11IE .RCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JL. .CIAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


.. 
) 
) 
) 


CueNo. I I DtJ Jgj 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDG, I L I! D 


Reason for Reassignment: 
JUL 2 2 !In: 


~f/11[ M_ KIIEf£ • 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause ::· euc. 


~udicial Cootlict~): &q~,(>i~ 
0 Other: _________________ ~==--=::::;;;;:~--------


IT IS ORDERED: that ~e above entitled case is referred to the office 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


Assigi,ed,. the , ~-~'-&.V ............... l _J-.,... -;'-+., ______ Division, Courtroom-J~'/) 
(Judge • G O VJ kl 1\.1 , " currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


D Assi~c: to -~e ~o:J~le • -----------------------
Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge o 


Doted;~ \A,l ~2, 2o d 
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IN lllli RCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND Jr .CIAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNlY, ILLINOlS 


IRMO Popovich p1Ll!D 


JUL 21 2m, 
ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV324 


Reason for Reassignment 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge: D byRigbt D for~ 


)(1lecusal/Judicial Conflict~): 'B ..(.b r J n fc d f) a. r-t t .S 
rl ,., p,a..c lie.~. __________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment 


Dated: _________ _ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being refettcd to the office of the CbiefJudge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


Assigned to the Y \} (;N£k:G 
(Judge M trrJ:r-1 P-£ 


Division, Courtroom '10 R: 
currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


Assigned to the Honorable ____________________ _ 


D Case transfeJTed to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge o 


Tbeuodlni 
tbcbpa 
pmt:ia m!IICOl'd by 
11..rdlllmryoic 
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IN THE RCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND .fl" .CIAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINCJJS 


Case No. l lDv· 3 2·4 • I 1-· e 0 
IRMO Popovich ) 1 1.\\\, 


'l\l\. 2 
• t,1 


tt"-n-1~. C\I\. -


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBST11'011ON OF JUDG~~ 


Reason for Reassignment 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right 0 forCause 


~ecusal/Judicial Conflict (Reas~): __________________ _ 


__________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is refcm:d to o:,.flice of the Chief Judge ~or reassignment. 


w 11,~11 n~nl# 
ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assigmnent by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


A&iigned to the l V I L-
(Judge Mf:Y ~£..-.. 


Division, eourtroom_a..__o_l __ 


cum:otly assigned to that division/wmboum) 


0 As.,igned to the Honorable _____________________ _ 


D Case transfem:d to the Chief Judge for :reassignment of a judge o 
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IRMO Popovich 


IN THF 'RCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND Jl .. Cl.AL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLIN<Jts 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV324 PILED 


JUL 2 8 2011 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUt»il~~~ 
Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 
, 


fl Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason): _&-"-,;.,,1,.S-;.;.;;::#:,r:::--5.....__u:,=--,_, /4 __ /J;..;:;.e-..... d ........ __,,.,..A ..... 
__________________________ _ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being refen-ed to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection. of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assigmnent by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


Division, Courtroom_a;......:...-=..o--+-J _ 


~y as.,igned to that division/courtroo1J1) 


0 .Assigned to the Honorable ____________________ _ 


D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHcmY, 
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IRMO Popovich 


IN THE RCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND Jl .ClAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV32"4 


1o~1Nl M. ,:,;1;1"E 
ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBS'fff 0TION OF JUDG~~crt- ci\\.Cl1'-


Reason for Rcasmgnmcnt 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D forCanse 


_________________ _ 


__________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is refemd to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


~SJuj 1€; 2M 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENI 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D As.\igned to the _____________ Division, Courtroom _____ _ 


(Judge ----------+---------cum:ntty U1igned to thatdivisioD/courtroom) 


li. AssigncdtotheHonorablc ~l,\b4t£" M l~l-\l\eL-Fi~J;-:C1J?iZ(;£__ 
D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassigmnent of a • 


Dated: 


The UDCICr!liXDlll1 
lbclqaingdoQdl~­
)llltia afrmxd by 
him~-= 
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IN THE 'RCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JT ~CIAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


IRMO Popovich 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV324 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR sum 111 U HON OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment 


0 Motion far Substitution of Judge; 0 by Right O for Cause 


Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Roas~): _fry_, tA_.JJ_~~+~~.........._J.f_. _______ _ 
__________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of th 


Dated: _--,-f,/-'-z.__,i/_,.,__, ----
JUDGE 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause bemg referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED,:: p!llSWIII! to ""flgmn<llt byl the office of the Chief Judge Ibis _,. is reassigned fur 


~i ll!J,l~ o~ uVL~Lt fr 1\, ~o 11 J- 'tr Mun. 
)\ ~i'.':~th• . ·I} 1.v,1


1
71 Divm~ eoum.,a, ,.36~ 


(Judge ~\(lltui1 aM L _f2 mgned to that division/courtroom) 


D Assigned to the Jouorable ---------------------
Case transferred to the Chief Judge for rcassigmnent of a judge o 


Datod.11~ )~. ~011 


SCOTT HIERA 
3421 WELMST 
MCHENRY IL 60050 


RICHARD FLOOD 
SO VIRGINIA ST 
CRYSTALLAKEIL60014 


THOMAS POPOVICH 
3416WELMST 
MCHENRY IL 60050 


PROOF OF SERVICE 
TIie ................ ~--- .... ............... _11r--. • .., .... .. 
us. ..... ,..,,. ................ ., ... 
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A A U"-.U~R--
IN THE crllPorr COURT OF THE 22ND JUDI~ CIRCU11' 


McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


~167~ 


~-fot~ 
) 
-) 
) 


ease No. / / b V 33 <.f. 


ORDER QF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITlJ110N OF 1UDGE 


T~ent H 
p~on far ~on of Judge: ~by Right 


D ~udicial Conflict (Reason): / , 


D b'Came 


0 Contested Mortgage Foreclosure Case (Administrative Order 2008-06) 


PILED 
AUG 12 20ll 
u,TitUtlNE M. lie~ Hi:ilRM'Y c:rY. CIR, 


_________ ..;.._ _____________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: 1hat the above emitled case is rd'cn:ed t.o the offiCl: of 


Dated: ----=-+g;(;_1//...-,...,/;;_1/ _ 


• ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being refeued to the office of the Chief Judge fur random selection of ajudge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that purswmt_to assigmnent by the offia:: of the Chief Judge this cause is :reassigned for 


D Case tnmsfemd to the Chief Judp for n:a:wgnmeat of a judge ootside ofMcH 


!k,~t1v1.4-If?, #\of/ 
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IRMO Popovich 


Jl'lj 'l Bt-ttCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JTAICIAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILL1NWPs 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV32'4 


()~DR.e->4 


P"JreD 
AUG 12 20U 
ltA THIIIWE M. ~SfFE 


McHefl!V CTY. CIA. CLJ(. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITIITION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reamgnment 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


)( Rccusal/1udici.al Conflict (Re~): --+-1lt....:..%=-· =-J..__4..,..___._~--'--it-~__..;;_.. -~---'--'--t_· --,-----
00dler: __________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above cntitl.eicasc is referred to the office 


Dated: _________ _ 
JUDGE 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 
. . 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuaut to as.sigmnent by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


0 .Assigned~ the _____________ Division, Courtroom _____ _ 


(Judge . 


l Assigned to the Honorable _::::>.l..J~~L-.JZ..~UAl:..!Ll:...l..-l.4,l.....(,IU..:1.nJ~~~~:::::::~~1!. 


0 Case transferred to the Chief Judge for 


Dalodc ik~lA~ 12, ~otl 
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· tl.D~eA 
IN THE ~COIT COURT OF THE 22ND .roAlAL CIRCUIT· 


M~Y COUNTY, ILLIN<ffl • . 


IRMO Popovich 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV324 PILeo 


AUG 16 2011 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE • ci1t cue. 


Reason for Reas.sigmnent 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: 0 by~ 0 for Cause 


~udicw conflict~>=--'"'l<=-=-~~;_.___"v_· _13.__~_~_--u,_s ____ _ 
OOtber: ________________ ....... ---~------


rr IS ORDERED: that the above entitleicase is referred to the office of the e £ ~ignmeut. 


Dated: _________ _ 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is ~gned for. 


D A.mgned the _____________ Division, Courtroom _____ _ 


_ C}11dgc 


]:L As.,igned to the Honorab 


0 . Case transferred to the Chief Judge or reassignment of a pidge 


,_ fwy;/llq/.1r:;go1/. 


Sance 
• cs 1lllt a copy of 
wassc:rftdupoudl 


of mail, fu « 
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IRMO Popovich 


IN TBE_,CUIT COURT OF THE 22ND ~CIRCUIT· 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLIN<ffl 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV32·4 


O~oRttt 


• "'Leo 
ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


7 . AUG 1 2011 
Reason for Reassignment 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge: 0 by Right D forCause 


p( Recusal/Judicial Conflict~): _______________ ~----


Other. ___________________________ _ 


rr JS ORDERED, that lh, abo,o ontidod""' is ..£mod to the office of the Chief ~"1w 
Dated, Ay ft Loo, . (%.J? 


; JUDGE 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; rr IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assigmnent by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


0 Assigned to the _____________ Division, Courtroom _____ _ 


(Jµdge . • ' ~,_~to that division/courtroom) 


ikmgnod totbeHono,,J,Je::Ju4dt 6fP.llf&tp_p_r 
0. Case transfem:d to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a j~:0:,1111,.,,ide o McH,...,..,"' :n 


Dated, ~wJ-1, 1?0 YI 
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IN k-CUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JUa1AL CIRCUIT· O! 1)/...el/ 
McHENRY.COUNTY, ILLINiffl' 


IRMO Popovich . 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV321t 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 
.PILED 


Reason for Reassigmnent 
AUG 18 2011 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause u.n.EAIHE ........ ,u,e 
MdlENR'i CTV. CIA. cut. 


/J( RecusaVJudicial Conflict ~i;,.): ----------------~---
00ther: ____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above aititled°case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassigmncut. 


Dated: __ 08'=-,Jt~1-~.,_,,,h~o;.._l1 __ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


0 Assigned t~ the ______________ Division, Courtroom _____ _ 


(J:adge . 


.Assigned to the HonOtable 


0. Case transfen-e·d to the Chief Judge for 


Aufgf 1tt)(}i/ 


RICHARD FLOOD 
50 VIRGINIA ST 


CRYSTAt LAKE IL 60014 


THOMAS POPOVICH 
3416W El.MST 
MCHENRY IL 60050 


BENEDICT SCHWARZ 
303WMAINST 


The utdenignod ClllifltS diet lllt fo<lgoi.ng insuur,ent wa$ seniid 
Ul)Ollallpania1011lelitluw1:11Mbfdlposilinga~1heitolifttlle 
U.S. Mall. PG111111 P"P'ld. m .,..._ 111 Nell of tilt 


tttome,sd '~~.i.r.-~""--T§)jt I 


WEST DUNDEE IL 60118 


SCOTTHIERA 
3421WElMST 
MCHENRY ll 60050 


i?rJl· 
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I 
I 


IN THE gKlCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JUil&'IAL CIRCUIT 
! • McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINdl!f 


'1,:, 17..t N\M.ll I D'IE,E Of-
/.(11'1\ 'f'oPO\Jl ~14 


AAO 


-'f ?U,Wf\S (). 'Po Po O I t,H 1 


'i'Morlll'f, ~. P0Pov1 Jt 


) 
) 
) 


l'ILBD 
Case No. ( /1)V- 3 -Z.. l.{ OCT"" 9 2012 


~f!!!R, ... -~c,. 


&LL mAAECW:Mf QB ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


Motion for Substitl(tion of Judge: D forCausc 


D RecusaJ/Judicial Crinflict (Reason): 


D Other: ___ __,J,,. ______________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: tbJ the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


Dai.d, lo/Lf / Zo/'t- • 12 d P, /J,jb,1~ 
JVDG°€ . 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 
I 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judga; IT IS HEREBY 
ORD that pursuaht to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


~gncd to the _____________ Division. Courtroom•_d=.,,,,a..Y....,..,.,' ___ _ 


(Judge _________ -=------~:-


~igncd to the HonJrable ~J..../,{,<.&.~~~1o.-:..~~:.£"L~a...e:L.:::l<--------­


O Case transferred to the Chief Jud e for reassignment of a judge aut!hd1(b 


I 
Dated: ltJ/f /Id--


I 


ProofofSaviGc 
The undmiancd oenifics 1h11 a capy of 


die fiqoin1 document - served upon all 
parties of~ by way of mail, 1llrlJr 


L-jj~~~ 
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.. e 
IRMO POPOVICH 
CASE NUMBER 11DV324 


Jennifer J. Gibson 
Zukowski, Rogers, FloQd & McArdle 
50 Virginia Street 
Crystal Lake, IL 60014 I 


Benedict Schwarz 
Julia Pucci 
Schwarz & Pucci, LLC 
303 W. Main Street 
West Dundee, IL 60118 


Thomas Popovich 


SERVICE UST 


The Law Office of Thomas J. Popovich P.C. 
3416 W. Elm Street 
McHenry, IL 60050 


Bryan D. Sullivan 
3421 W. Elm Street 
McHenry, IL 60050 


Michael C. Poper P.C. 
130 Cass Street 
Woodstock, IL 60098 


Mary H. Nader 
Attorney at Law 
S116 W. Elm Street 
McHenry, ll 60050 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 849 of 915







Exhibit BI-1
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 48-Recusals and related cases/2023-12-29_11DV000324_KIM POPOVICH vs THOMAS POPOVICH_ORDERS OF RECUSAL.pdf


I 


IN THE '9CUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JUJaIAL CIRCUIT 


(/J~ McHE~Y C~VNTY, ILLINOI!' • L 
v~ i Cue No.//. i)V 5Zt/ 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR. ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause • , 


'M RecusaVJudicial Conflict (Reason): _,'(d)='Uc.__0;.::..:~--'-=-;l-~_·_C:llL_--=---------+--------:---
! 


D Other:-------~----...;... _______ ........; _ __, _____ +-


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the PresidinJ Judge for 
reassignment. 


Dated:_//_-_/O_-_/S ___ _ 
JUDGE 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 
--


This cause being referred to the office of the Presiding Judge for random selection of a judge; IT ilS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Presiding Judge this cause' is reassigned for, 


stclus , ·becemb~r -z , 20\=S a\ q: CbA\V\ 
)( Assigned to the illffi \ · Division, Courtroom •• ?:f..d.) 


(Judge ~'n<,~vber: M. \-\Q((Dtf) currently assigned to th~t division/courtroom) 


I D Assigned to the Honorable ------------------'-------'--
D Case transferred to the Chie_f Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHenry Cou 


Dated: \ \- \0- \6 


5£1= A'1AC\4F-i) - 1 


j ProofofSuvice : 
The und~igncd certifies that a o;opy of 


the forgoing document was serveJ upon all 
parties of record by way of f'l"f.r:..p 


h~bd 
! . 
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•••• 
• J •• 


DISTRIBUTION LIST. · 


I.) MARK VOGG 
3416 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


2.) BENEDICT SCHWARZ 
303 WEST MAIN STREET 
WEST DUNDEE, ILLINOIS 60118 


3.) THOMAS POPOVICH 
3416 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


4.) RANDY K. JOHNSON 
LAW OFFICE OF RANDY JOHNSON 
303 WEST MAIN STREET 
WEST DUNDEE, ILLINOIS 60118 · 


5.) MICHAEL C. POPER 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
103 CASS STREET 
WOODSTOCK, ILLINOIS 60098 


. I 


.. 


' 
• ' 


I 


• ·-·---------
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IN THE ecurr C~URT 0~ 22ND .rc&w, CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY,_ ILLINOIS 


fti~ fbf:ov I~ 


t/ 


1JJon~~I~ 


) 
) 
) 


CaseNo. //_/)V 3cil/ 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF .roDGE • 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


1 Recusal'Judicial ~ct (Ruson):rz bu,;9nv1"9 /e/,,,,dP»fy ~/M ~>:£ 1~.l';r;,.,... 


__________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Presiding Judge for 
reassignment. 


. . 
ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Presiding Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assi~ent by the office of the Presiding Judge this cause is reassigned for 


. s-la-lus oo ~l.\edn ~,f Jv-12, 
'j._Ass_tgned to ~e. 'aro \ \~ . . ·• - Division, Courtroom \ 0 \ 
(Judge Cb y, s ~l?her M . \--\oymon • currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


0 Assigned to the Honorable ----------~-----------
Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge 


Proof of Service 
The undersiciied CCl1llies !bat a copy of 


1lle lbrgoin& doc:umcot was scr<ed gpoa all 
patitt or~ by wa,: of rrw_!. fzit.3 \ (. 
hand delivery on: \'Z - t)-


ft,1000O _13Ytcioid 
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DISTRIBUTION LIST 


DENIS GRAVEL 
DENIS M. GRAVEL AND ASSOC., P.C. 
1790 NATIONS DRIVE 
SUITE 121 
GURNEE, ILLINOIS 60031 


THOMAS J. POPOVICH 
LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J. POPOVICH 
3416 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


MARK VOGG 
LAW OFFICES OF THOMAS J. POPOVICH 
34 I 6 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


RANDY K. JOHNSON 
LAW OFFICES OF RANDY K. JOHNSON 
303 WEST MAIN STREET 
WEST DUNDEE, lLLINOIS 60118 


MICHAEL POPER 
LAW OFFICES OF MICHAEL POPER 
663 EAST CALHOUN STREET 
WOODSTOCK, ILLINOIS 60098 
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CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JUDICIAL CIRCUii 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


FILED . 
McHenr, County, lffinOIS 


DEC I 3 20l6 


KIM POPOVICH ) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


I y,;.;f'EP..NE :J. i<EEFE 
_. _-cC=lel',. ol Ille Cimil Court 


Plaintiff 
vs. Case No. l 1DV000324 


THOMAS POPOVICH 
Defendant 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this 
cause is reassigned for: " 


D Assigned to the Division, Courtroom ------------- ----(Judge currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


Assigned to the Honorable Christopher M. Harmon. 


Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHenry County. 


Date: December 13, 2016 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
I /{AA,O McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


/<111-1 ?oPoi/1 °1 ) 
vs ) CueNo. // D VJ ;;_f 


7#out5 /~ fo VI c{ > 


FILED 


JUL 11 2017 
KATHERINE M. ~EEFE 


McHENRY CTY. CIR. Cl.K. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBS'l1I'UTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


for Substitution ofJudge: c:w(lligbt forCanse 


0-Recosab'Judiciat Coufiict (Reason): 7'f e..J c-- /J,f..A.,,(.--h,<-() 


~PJo/12dr-hn<-A. 
Other: . . 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the o 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the ChiefJudge this cause is reassigned for 


~) • Au3~1;st • • 3, 20\l Qt q:ctlfr1\ 


'J¥ssignec1 to the . ~OYY\ \\\I . Division. Courtroom • 3 b \ 
(Judge Ke'\/ ,n • & Gost:l'\ocurrentlyu;ignedtothatdivision/courtroom) 


Assigned to the Honorable __________________ _ 


Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside ofMcHcmy County. 


°"""'·17-17 


~e aTucJ-~ 
d ,'iJtf, t>lrtl~"' \'~ii 09 


Proof ttl.Ser,,i,,o n.........,_ ____ ,,,_ 
._......_....._. __ ,...an ,.,..,,,__..,_,,,_ ____ _ 


fiibro SaMrd 
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DISTRIBUTION LIST 


1.) DENIS M. GRAVEL 
DENIS M. GRAVEL AND ASSOC PC 
1790 NATIONS DRJVE 
SUITE#: 121 
GURNEE, ILLINOIS 60031 


2.) MARKVOGG 
3416 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


3.) THOMAS J. POPOVICH 
3416 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


4.) SCOTT A. HIERA 
3421 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


5.) RANDY K. JOHNSON 
LAW OFFICE OF RANDY K. JOHNSON 
303 WEST MAIN STREET 
WEST DUNDEE, ILLlNOIS 60118 


6.) MICHAEL C. POPER 
663 EAST CALHOUN STREET 
WOODSTOCK, JLLINOIS 60098 
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- . • • ••. , . -


1N CIR.COIT COURT OF THE mm ronL CIRCUIT 
f /, /°") • McBENRYCOUNTY,ILLINOIS FILED 


A.UG ·-~ "3-2017 . {"" ro-p:cJ,i.£<. •. • 
• /' ) _ - • KAntERJNE M. KEEFE 


v. -) em No. 1 cbJ--~d,_ L( .Mct1£NRYC1Y.c,R.cuc. 


\Ylovi\C<S Yo?Mclt > 


ORDER QF RECUSAL OR ORDER.FOR SUBS1Tl1JTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassigmncat: 


0 Motion far Substitation of Judge: 0 by Right D f<r Came ... 


~udic:W Conflict (Reason): __ ·• __;3=.v..:;;...~_£~'jl'-E_~_r_°"1 __ t_{_c _·c._~ __ _ 


0 Contested Mortgage Foreclosure Case (Administrative Order 2()()g.()6) 


Other: _________ .;__ _______ __,.. ____ _ 


tr IS ORDERED: 1b.atthe·above cmti:tled case i, mmed t.o'thc office of the Chief Judge furieassigmn~ 


Dated:_.___.· <f.._· ___;f' '3~/....;...r7-=-----
JUDGE 


• ORDER OF BE.ASSIGNMENT 


This cause being rdmed 1D the office of the Chief Judge for rmdom selection af ajudge; IT JS HEREBY 
. ORDERED that~ assigmnc:at by1hc office of1hc Chief Judge this cause io n:sssigm:d far 


. , 


D Case trmsfmed to the Chief Judge for rea,.,ignrn~ of a.judge • 


Dmd: J'/4;; 7 . • • - . 
--. 7Midiac-=. -;--l:-=-:~lf;;~f:::::--:-~-c---...;. 
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DISTIBUTION LISTING 
POPOVICH VS POPOVICH (CASE NO. 11 DV 324) 


THOMAS POPOVICH 
THE LAW OFFICE OF THOMAS J. POPOVICH, P.C. 
3416 WEST ELM STREET • 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


MICHAEL C. POPER 
663 EAST CALHOUN STREET 
WOODSTOCK, ILLINOIS 60098 


MARKVOGG 
3416 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 


DENIS M. GRAVEL 
DENIS M. GRAVEL AND ASSOCIATES PC 
I 790 NATIONS DRIVE 
SUITE#: 121 
GURNEE, ILLINOIS 60031 


RANDY K. JOHNSON 
LAW OFFICE OF RANDY K. JOHNSON 
303 WEST MAIN STREET 
WEST DUNDEE, ILLINOIS 60118 


SCOTT A. HIERA 
3421 WEST ELM STREET 
MCHENRY, ILLINOIS 60050 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


Case No. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason of Reassignment lllnols 


~otion for Substitution or Judge: ~Right OrorCause NOV -7323 
0 Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason): --------------+~===Rifflff'lffffn.rmrr-' 


D Other: ___________________________ _ 


hat t e above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


-
~~-7 .,.c.._ ~--/ - -· Dated: " 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


S\olrv:s. t\lo.J~ber '1. d(Bc@, 9 f\n,_ 


)iJ Assigned to tbo • tc\ ...,.._ , \. ;_J Diviorion, Courtroom 35q 
(Judge \r\-o D ';:) €J:) , currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


0 Assigned to the Honorable ____________________ _ 


0 Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment ofa j~nnr (j\,untr. {) 


Dated: \ \. 3 • dQ{;).3 
MICHAEL J. CHMIEL, Chief Judge 


Proof of Service 
The undersigned certifies that a copy of the 
forgoing docume111 was sencd upon all 
parties of record by way of mail, email. fax 
or hand delivery on: \ l- 3· a,~ 
::se D 0' Bcc-ciJ; 


'\ 
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--. 


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22nd JUDICIAL 9ffi.<;m_~ 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS / Fi L· ED 


Mark McDonald, etc., et al 


V 


) 
) 
) 
) 


Law Offic_es of Thomas J. Popovich, et al.) 


Case No. 12LA32~ 


OCT 19 2012 
KATK~E M. -.J:ER: 


IWCENR'f CTY. QR. ax. 
... ... 


• ' 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


__ Motion for Substitution of Judge: _by Right for Cause 


_X_ Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason) ___ Defendant Popovich is a persona/friend __ 


Other: __________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Presiding Judge for 
reassignment. 


Dated: ___ Oct. 17, 20 I 2 ___ _ 


ORDER OF-REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge, this 
cause is reassigned for _____________________ _ 


.)a_ Assigned to the Qi Vt I Division, Courtroom .;/Q/ (Judge ___,;_..:...J<1,u.,,;.-""';::,.::;..-----'-/f. ___ __,-
currently assigned to that division/courtroom). 


__ Assigned to the Honorable __________ _ 


__ Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment to a judge outside of McHenry 
County. 


Dated: f 0- 19-l 0,-


The und y oflhc 
forgoing d all 
p111ics ofrc: rax 01' hand 
deli,·c:ry on: ----.~-__,._ __ 20_ 
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. •. ··-


. IN THE cm~ co~ OF-~~ ron1A CIRCUIT 
McHENRY cowrr, ILLINOIS 


. . 


4 Uo,v11f?tfl 
ti. . 


Pofbu/~ 


) 
) 
) 


ORDElt OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTJ.TUTION Of JUDGE FI LED 


Reasonforkmigmnent ,. OCT 19 2012 


0 Motion for S~on ofJ~ D by Right D far Cause 


Jl Recmal/Judicial Conflict (Reasm>= -f ....... 1_/ ,,,--'N-=J--=s-c...._..;../4)~'/;....;..:_...L.Jt:..___""""'D ....... 7...,.../!....;_,,,_,..J-"'JJ,'--. ',;"'-_J_Y_ 
0 Other.--.;.•-------------------··_·_-_--_. -


rr IS OJU)ERED: that tbc above cmitfcd i:s rdi:rred to the otfi~ of the Chief J~ for re:llWgmnent. 


nm& • • . 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cansc being rcfcred to the office ~f the Chief Judge fct random selection af ajudge; rr JS BERDJY 
ORDERED tbat'pw:iuam to awgmnc:nt by the ·office of the Chicf Iudgc tfm caw,c is rcas.igned far 


_.· S-\-a;\u£ oo b)cMembcc ]J ~Oli?. a+ q: IS::a...rn 
J.' Assigned to th~ C',,\ '1 i \ Divmoo, Cow boom ;;2 D & 
(Judge hlc\o.oo t J: .Chmiel ~assignedtotha:tdivisiootcourtroom) 


0 Assigned to the Hooorable ___________ -:-'------~-


Case transfetred to the Chief Judge fir reassigmnc:m of a judge oatsi 


Dad: lo~tq-\a,.. · · • , • ---·-r---:---L---,1----c-----


M\~ ~D\d.<..f'\ 


3~ \0. ~\e sJ.. ~e, ;;;i.ooo 


0'\C.°'3D J -r:L.. (odot:>~ • 


\ e..,\ :\-'-.D<"\.\ ~\<.. 


d\ \~. ~e.., 


be.JJ\e\lo. .. -:rL loDI 
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1N THE cmCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
_. McHENRYCOUNTY,ILµNOIS 1 --4---::::-;:-.:---r-·7 


·) 
) 
) 


Case No. 


-;11c·v~5 


l~'?:JF=~, 


l 
ORDER OF RECUSAL OR_ORDER FOR SUBSI1TUTION OF JUDGE •, 


• ~t1;' <.-. . 
Reason for Reassignment 


. .., ~,l"f' . 0 
n . ~~~~"',. <'do 


Motion for Substitution of Judge:' u by Right • 0 for Cause . ~.c,. -t&.. r 


0 RecusaJ/Judicial Conflict (Reason):-----.------------···_·· __ ._-_,~~ 


D Other. __________ _.;__,.-----....----.....,.__-..;...__ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitlec;I case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignmeat. 


Dated:-~~-
> E . 


ORDER OF·REASSJGNMENT •• 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for ~om selection ofajudge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuanR.oAassi~ by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for . • 


~J \ Y\oxc, ,. \5·, z..D)l (1:t Q:lY.\ltM 
Assigned to.the • • Ct< ,m, D~\ . Division. CoU$)om 3<J) • 


(Judge • -~([{'e:3 S. lliJJ \ \ Q currently assigned to that division/oourtroom) 


0 AssigncdtotheHono~le ____ ~------ ............ -------


0 Casetransf~totheChiefJudgcforreassignmentofajudgco ···t ofM 


:z_ • 2.2.-~ l 7 Dated:_.:;...._ ___ _..;.. __ _ 


PniofofScr'fflle • 
!be UDdcnip:d ci:rti&s -· c;q,y of •• 


tbcbp,iacdocummt-xm:d llp0II ail 
paticlofr=ordbywt!1<1~t 


.-'Ef~oo-··g(M'1 
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IN THE filltCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND CIRCUIT 
W McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINoW 


Case No. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITIJTION 0 


Reason for Reassignment: 
. .,. 


" 


Illinois 


tM IO 2011 


:· r~-7,l<A.;;:TH;;,;ER~INE:o--:-M;--,.,.K=m=-E--l 
D Motion for Substitution of Judge: 0 by Right O for Cause Cleft of lhe Circuil Cour1 


~udicial Conflict (Reason): _-_-+f(....,,cc-'-f'..:....P_,_,.; ___ /?c_e1 ..... fJ_o_v_1 
_<-_1 _______ _ 


D Other: ___ ~---------------------


IT IS ORDERED: that t?,e above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


Dated: ________ _ 


.; 


This cause being refetred to the ·office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the·Cb.ief Judge-tins cause is reassigned for 


smB. t'Aa<ch 2q, 2.0\7· a+-q·_ooA\\/\ 
)( Asoigned '° 11 • .' e, Y\r<W('lll \c=;tt: Divilion. Cowtroom 3 03 
(Judge fute.'{...\ A . w i \ iiuui cummtly assigned to that division/courtroom) 


0 Assigned to the Honorable _ ____, _________________ _ 


D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge 


Dated: 3 • \0 -\] 


ProofofSemcc 
The oadenigned certifies dllt • copy al 


the bgo.ing doaaucot was~ upaa all -~ .. -B T;janna 
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IN THE c9curr. coUR; o~ THE nm> JUDL CIR~· • _ 
McHENRY COUNTY, IL~OIS 


Case No. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE F I L E D 


Reason for Reassignment: UAR I 8 • 2017 


,lotion for Substitution ofJudge: D by Right for Cause ~~EM. KEER! 
ffNOA'IRT CTY. 0ft. cue. 


Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason): _________________ _ 


______ ~---------------------


_ IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the C • f Judge for reassignment 


~0/;n:/11 


ORJ)ER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to 1hc office of the ChiefJudge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assign 


D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside ofMcH.,.u,., .__,,, 


Dated: 


ProototS<n,« 
-r........,.catta. ... oapyllf 
... ~~-.,.... .. an 
pll1iol ati-,1 by-i,,GC.,.;J, m or 
.. WM,yoa: • 
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.IN THE ~CUIT COURT OF THE 22ND JODL ciRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, Il..LINOIS 


l"ILED 


UAR 18 2017 
ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTI11JTION OF JUDGE ICATHERINEM. KEEF£ 


McHENRr C'IY. cm. CUC. 


VS 


) 
.) 
) 


Case No. / /_p (!»' 2.{o~ 


Reason for Reassignment . 


ci Motion for Substitution ofJudge: byR.ight D for Cause 


)ef Recusal/J~dicial Conflict (Reason):----------------------


Other: ___ .....;.. ___ .:...,;... _________________ _ 


. ' 
IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


Dated: 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


~Assigned to the _ _LL.L.cftJ.Zlt.C(L.~~=-------Division. Courtroom LJt)oL 
(Judge-~.!.-...!..,l.'-l,.-f.4.l.."""1!:4..-LL-~~.:f..:::!~..::w:~_, currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside ofMcH 


l'raalofScnicc 
ce,cille& .. acopyof 


---=-­
ofmail,ka< 
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IN THE Clll(:UIT COURT OF THE 22ND JUDlil,AL cmcUIT 
- McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINO-


..... 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. , b ~o 71:i~ 


Pa Leo 
MAR.28 2017 


...:tlHEFllfo/£ Af. ICE£Ft 
NRY C1Y. CIR. ClK. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: 


RecusaVJudicial Conflict (Reason): 


D by Right O for Cause . . 
N~t-0 lA116""'7 ,~ eo~m- 'Rw>t0u${g 


,,., (jo(?)tlC.Q. 
0 Other: ------------------------------
IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Presiding Judge for 


...,,;gnmeot G2_ 


D-• "3f\!f q • . ·a Pt nW ,/hiru~ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Presiding Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Presiding Judge this cause is reassigned for 


"fji Assignedpfe 


(Judge ..,¼4'/JtUPx~ 
Division·, Courtroom _~_O_l.f.._ __ _ 


currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


D Assigned to the Honorable _ __..__ ____________________ _ 


D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHenry Co 


Dated: _B__,,/4_';---i'l/.._· l_,_J __ _ 


Pr fofService 
The unden • y of 


the forgoing ~-"'-" upon all 
parties of r ot 


handdeliv 
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lN THE ~CUIT COURT OF~ llNDJUDL CIR~ 
• McHENRY COUNTY, .llLINOIS 


vs CaseNo. /w LV d&; s p~ .· ) . 
• . ' 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITIJTION OF JUDG'.E 
FILEb 


Reason for Reassignment: 
APR . •. 4 2017 


Motiori for Substitution ofJudge: byltight for Cause 


~udicial Conflict(Reason): _________________ _ 


This cause being ~ferred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED1lw pw,wmt~ by tho offi<cofdio Chief lodge tbi, oauso is ...,.;.,,..i Im 


.~4--? d 1f;c2-o17 aL ~Mct~_,>1{_ • 


Assigned to the ~-------------··Division, Courtroom __ _ 
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IN THE CIRJ COURT OF THE 22ND JUDICIAL~CUIT 
McHENRY COUNTV, ILLINOIS 


V\\(f\be( \L\ f o~\1 ,c.n 
V ) 


I ) 
Iu \hcM ~V.i · ~C\€AD \\ocrl ; > 


Case No. I 52..4 7 J-- .. 
~tAK\\e. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment 


pr:. Motion for Substitution of Judge: jigbt It O for. Cause ,-
1, r Ve /'-..r v,1-Q.r-t,J,,, ,-~.,,,,. v 


lFR~ED 
1JUL - -2 2015 


0 RccusaVJudicial Conflict (Reason): . kA'JHEJWE M. ICfB'E 
WENB'f CIY, C1L QJt. 


OOther:---''-------'----------------....a.-----


IT IS ORDERED: that the above cntitlcd case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for m1SSigmnent. 


Datcd: ___ c_~~-<--._ 
JUDGE • - "'-... 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


•• S\:lli)'.Q ao _J,.)h.\2.C), QD\oaA <;\am 
o( Assigned to th~ C lJ\ ci \ Divisioo, Courtroom d0 L\ · 


I • (Judge t:\ic: .. t\::\e \'T Ca\d, ,ll \e. \\ cumntly assigned to that division/courtroom) 


D .Asmgncd to the Honorable -------------------
Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a • 


Dated= 7 l2 I 1Y:) 


See .A-\\ac.t'ed 
'5e'< "'ce. L,~ 


Proof o!Savice 
'Ilic: 1Dlcnipcd califics 11a a copyot 


lbc, .fbraoill& doc:ammt- .lm'Cd upaa aD 
paracs otlCQllld byway;lolmail, m·or '""A9--, L/J."J n~o \~.cia 
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Service List • 


Matthew R Henderson 
Hinshaw & Culbertson LLC 
222 N. LaSalle St 
Chicago, IL 60601 


John Duffy & Zach T. Bowles 


• 


Donohue Brown Mathewson & Smyth LLC 
140 S Dearborn St Suite 800 
Chicago, IL 60603 


William B Oberts 
Tribler Orpett & Meyer P.C. 
225 W Washington Suite 1300 
Chicago, IL 60606 


Elizabeth Wakeman 
Botto Gehris & Lancaster 
970 McHenry Ave 
Crystal Lake, IL 60014 


Daniel F Konicek 
Konicek & Dillon 
21 W State St 
Geneva, IL 60134 


Kimberly A. Popovich 
PO Box 1264 
McHenry, IL 60051 
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0 • IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22nd JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOI 


Kimberly Popovich 


V 


Zukowski, etc., et al. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


Case No. 15LA78 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


FU_~ IE D 


JUL' i:tz015 
~M.~ en,, CIR. CU:. 


__ Motion for Substitution of Judge: __ by Right for Cause 


_ X_Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason) Personal fri.ends with plaintiff and defendant Clifton. 


Other: ________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled ~s 


Dat"' 'f ;2t7 I'° • 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, pursuant to assignment by the Chief Judge, this cause is 
reassigned for ____________________ _ 


~a:\Ub oo ,J()\, , 27, 201F) a:\ g-.,~atD 
I . . 


Assigned to the G \I\ \ Division, Courtroo~(Judge M,c I&? \ Lhrn e\ 
currently assigned to that division/courtroom). 


__ Assigned to the Honorable. __________ _ 


__ Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassi 
County. ,,.,, Ii 
Dated: 7 / S: /i:) 


I I 


SeeAt\~d 
$:( \f\c.e.. L\st 


Proof of Service 
The imdersigned certifies that a copy of the 
forgoing document was served upori all 
pai'tie$ ofrecord!J qofmail, fax or hand 


''"19 I ~--<---{_L>::> HWA 
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,,... 
I 


.,) 


Service Ust 


Matthew R Henderson 
Hinshaw & Culbertson LLC 
222 N. LaSalle St 
Chicago, IL 60601 


John Duffy & Zacfi T. Bowles 
Donohue Brown Mathewson & Smyth LLC 
140 S Dearborn St Suite 800 
Chicago, IL 60603 


William B Oberts 
Tribler Orpett & Meyer P .C. 
225 W Washington Suite 1300 
Chicago, IL 60606 


Elizabeth Wakeman 
Botto Gehris & Lancaster 
970 McHenry Ave 
Crystal Lake, IL 60014 


Daniel F Konicek 
Konicek & Dillon 
21 WState St 
Geneva, IL 60134 


Kimberly A. Popovich 
PO Box 1264 
McHenry, IL 60051 
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.IN TBE.RRCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND CIRCUIT 
• McBENRYCOUNTY,ILLIN<ffl. 


PULED 


Po~\f((_~ Case No. { LA 7 g SEP l& 2015 
V, ) l'.Antrl!N! M. !llDW 


~~~VS4f~ + .. · ~CTY,CIL~ 


. ORDER OF EECUSAL 0lt OltDEll FOR SUBSTITUTION OP JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution. of Judge: D by Right O for Cause 


)R Rec~udicial Conflict (Reason): -~®&.!c~~~~•a!!,,,,,l._ ~~.l(.Q~W~/At.=~pett--,,a,0..t.di~e~.,...,..~L--
O Other: ___________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: th.at the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


_., ·9-15'-{S- ·~ 


ORDER OF.REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant tp ass~ent by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


)t. Assi Division, Courtroom- J 5J' 
(Judge.,21jr4',(,~rL.J.~~,..f:::3-~~~~~~~~-'currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge o 


Dated:________.; j) ___ J.-=--S /I'-'-'/=-~---.--


Proof of Scmcc 
Toe unclcl'.Sigi,ed catifics dult a copy of 


!he fcrgoiog doc:umcnt-...s setVed upa:1 all 
psr1ics of n:c:ord by~ of mail, fn or 
band delivery on: 
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IN THE C~ COURT OF THE 22ND JUDiai. CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) Case No. lSLA 78 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right for Cause 


Recusal/Judiciai Conflict (Reason): /?~ 


I1'DL:,a 0 


SEP l6 2015 
•~"-~ ..... CIR.CUC. 


D Other: ____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


Dat<d 9/ts-/,< 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the ChiefJudge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


_}lAssign~ to the ________________ Division, Cow1room ___ _ 


(Judge ' _,~ntly assigned to th.at division/courtroom) 


JE{ Assigned to the Honorable~~ d &~ / 
D Case transferred to the Chi~for reassignment of a judge outside of McHenry 


Dated: lf/;d;c 


PIOCllols.r.ioc '!'be.....,. ____ (# 


die....., _____ .. 
i-tlesol_.,,_"' __ .. _ 
badddrcyoa: 
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IN THE cieurr COURT OF THE 22ND JUDI. CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) Case No. 15LA 78 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


lJl'lJ0,:ED 


SEP l-5 ·2015 
McllCA~ M. 1S!J11! en,, CII, CUC. 


)itRecusal!Iudicial Conflict (Reason): _fl,_._~""-f-Q,...Y~4.~• ~b~+~"'-=n_c.~e~_<..J~•--"_h~_,f',__M_-l_t ~~--


____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the·above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


Dated: _______ _ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the ________________ Division, Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge ' z 7?Y~n:assignedtofld.ivision/courtroom) 


)<! ,u,;-, to tho Honorable :~ t,L ';f2 -
D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside f McH County. 


Dated: 


ProolofSc,Yioe 
1k-.;...,icati61:& .... ..,,.., _.....,. _____ all 


poniol of- b,-wwy ofmoil, ... 
-ddi""')'-
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IN THE ceurr COURT OF THE 22ND JUDe.u CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS IFDLED 


SEP 15 2015 
Mcl~M-ICEER CTY. Cit. CUt. 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) Case No. 15LA78 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Rea.$igrunent: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: Oby Right D for Cause 


~RecusaVJudicial Conflict (Reason): ____________________ _ 


D Other: _____________________________ _ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


Th is cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D As.signed to the _________________ Division, Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge -#;--~ =? curre~tly assigned to that division/courtroom) 


~ssigned to the Honorable. {7J-.- ~/4-1/ 


0 Case transferTed to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside ofMcHe 


""""°'Semoe 
lllo ....... cerafiel .. 1~t#­
.. ~----a11 
porlielot-i,,....,.o1...a.ra« 
bacl<loli,,ayoa: 
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IN THE ci9mT coURT OF THE 22ND .ron1AL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUN1Y, ILLINOIS fi D IL., IE D 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


Case No. lSLA 78 


SEP16 2015 
~M.ICEEfi CTY. CIR. CUC. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


K RecusaVJudicial Conflict (Reason): ___________________ _ 


D Other: ____________________________ _ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the ________________ ·Division.Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge , Ln,;2;_ , '±"';"""..;""' dmsioo/oowtroom) 


~A,,igpod totbe Hooorablo ~a!, ~A/A,/ 


D Case transferred to the ChiefJudge for reassignment of a judge outsi<$e of McHe unty. 


Dated: f/Ld;< 


Ploo(a(Scmc,e l1lc .........,. ___ ..,,.ot 
11aor...,.,.--.....i....,.n 
portieo ol~ by way aC--, lia or laiddclhoaym,; 
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IN THE c&rr COURT OF THE 22ND JUD1AL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
VS ) Case No.1SLA78 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE. ET AL ) 


ll'D~ll!D 


SEP 1 li Z-015 
«A!'ltliN! M. 


~CTr.Cllt,Cll(. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


Motion for Substitution of Judge: by Right for Cause 


}J A~ J....L(_ • '~ n~ ',tJ Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason): _u_,_""""()_:;;....:_~7.__#V' ___ ""'__.~'---~----1~1-~--'--------


Other: ____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of1he Chief Judge for reassignment. 


D- 1h5/,s -


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this.cause is reassigned for 


Assigned to the _____ ___. __________ Division, Courtroom __ ~_ 


(JOOge , Q curm,tJy .,.;,....i to dut dmsiru,/oomboom) 


_,)(Assigned to the Honorable • , LfJ~ 


0 ea., -to tho Clri~ =-of aj--ide ofMcH""1( Couol)I, 


Dated: 
Chief Judge 


ProarolScnioo 
ne-......--•-ot dier..p,i,s....._ ___ oll 


....... «.-dbyway<ilaoil, ,..., 
-.,.;-,,-


.1 
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IN THE C~ COURT OF THE 22ND JUDiai, CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, Il,LINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


Case No. 1SLA78 


lFDL•ra, 


SEP li'Z015 
ICA'llEflltE M. DEl'I 


MeHalRv CTY, CIR. ClK. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


Motion for Substitution of Judge: by Right for Cause 


')ef Recusal/Jud.iciaJ Conflict (Reason): ____________________ _ 


D Other: ____________________________ _ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


Tb.is cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the . ________________ Division, Courll'OQm ___ _ 


(Judge ' currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


_)iAssignedtotheHonorabl_e _'!,f~'l:·_ua_J 
D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHenry County. 


Dated: --"~CJ.--¼~Llj....._:lt--=/ ~'----


ProcilolScmoo 
l'llo-.....cali6<s-•..,,-ot dio&qm,,. _____ aD 


parlia ol~ by- ofllllil, fat or 
l-6M-,.om: 
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IN THE ci9urr COURT OF THE 22ND JlJDI. CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
VS ) Cue No. 15LA 78 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


PO ~fl: D 


SEP 15 ·2015 
~lol.lCl!Eff 


CTY.Clfl.QL 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: 0 by Right D for Cause 


Pd Rccusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason): __ __ , _____ _ 


!IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief d 


Dat<d, 9f (/4,: JIJDG .. _ _..._ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


Assigned to the ________________ Division, Cowvoom ___ _ 


(Judge ' • currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


,:Q"Ass;en<dtotheHooonoble ~~./ijj,i~ / 
D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHemy County. 


,_"s.­n..-.....- .... ..,,.., .. ...._ ____ oil 


,-tloool_..,_" __ ,.. .. _....,._ 
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IN THE aevrr COURT OF THE 22ND JUDI. CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
VS ) 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


Case No. 15LA 78 


fFDLfED 


SEP 15 2015 
~~M,KEEFE 


C'TY. QR. CUt. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


liJ""RecusaVJudic~ Conflict (Reason): ~b. ~• 
D Other: ____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of 


Dated: _______ _ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the ________________ Division, Courtroom __ '--_ 


(Judge_,----------,-....,......-.----..,.....,.,'-~-.,., currently fi assigned to that division/courtroom) 


_)tAssignedtotheHonorable ;;}( 


D Case transfmcd to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside ofMcH 


ProalolScnioo n.-.......- ... ..,,.., .. ..,.. ______ .. 
,....,_..,__., __ .. "' -~-
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IN THE .UIT COURT OF THE 22ND JU~ CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) Case No. lSLA 78 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


PIJ .. IED 
' 


SEP Ni,?Qt5 
kATHEIIINE M. ICE£fE 


McftliNRY CTY. CIA. a.,c, 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


,B.Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason): S {;,,.~4,,,- t ,r~ 


D Other: _____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


Dated: ---~ .... /_r t,_~_r ~--
JUDGE 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the _________________ Division, Courtroom ___ _ 


.(Judge --------.-....,,.---------/currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


)'(A,s;..,..i rotho Hooorable ~.Q anp_-_. ________ _ 
D Case transferred to the Chief JUdge for reassignment of a judge outside 


Dated: --~ /;.......,___,..__~,-=-/4-=-,_s--


Pn,o(ofs.n.icc 
Tl,c~Dlll1ifieodllraoopyof .... ,...,... ____ .. 
pm,; .. "'~ l,y-of lNil. fu"' 
-doii,oe,y ... , 
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IN THE ce:un COURT OF THE 22ND JUD. CIRCUIT, 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS IJI U I. IE D 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
V5 ) 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


Case No. ISLA 78 


SEP 16' ·2015 
Mcl~NEM.KRff 


CTY.QR.Q.«. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


~ecusaJ/Judicial Conflict (Reason):------------...----------


Other: _____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the o 


Dated: _c?,_;6_1.s--; ...... /2_1_-·_ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of tht: Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is retiSignt.d for 


D Assignt.d to the _________________ Division.Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge . CWTently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


)ii Assigned to the Honorable -~c...-,..,1fl.-+c~=,,...,-/c.-..~- .... - .... '.,t',.!J-''A ... ..-.L __________ _ 


D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside ofMcHe 


Datt.Ci: 1/; s-./2s= 
Chief Judge 


-~,­
n.e~- .... ·-"' .. ,.,... ____ 11, 


ponies"'""'°"' by wwy clmil, .fu or 
honddeli-,. .. , 
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IN THE cAurr COURT OF THE 22ND .mni&i, CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


1r a L 1fE ii:» 


SEP 15 20~5 KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


Case No. 151...A 78 CATHERIN£ M. KEEFE 
McHENRY CTY, QR. CUC. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE , 


Reason for Reassignment: 


Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


}(RecusaVJudicial Conflict (Reason): ____________________ _ 


D Other. ____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment 


Dated: -------


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the _________________ Division, Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge ' currently assigned to that division/cowtroom) 


}(Assigned to the Honorable ~44'.eZ <' 


Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHe 


Dated: 9 //s-;'l..s------------


Proalot~ 
n..~~-•Ollff'fl 
11iero..-..-.----.1,.-111 
,-mof-.t"7-,,almai1.m .. 
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IN THE~ COURT OF THE 22ND JUDI. CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ll,LINOIS 


lflfil.ED 


SEP 1 i, 2015 KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
CaseNo.1SLA78 KAlltEAN£ M. IC!8'I: 


MciHENRY CTY. CIR. QJt. 


and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: by Right D for Cause 


)(RecusaL'Judicial Conflict (Reason):----------,-----------


Other: ____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


JUDGE { 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the ChiefJudge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the ________________ Division, Cow1room ___ _ 


(Judge ' to that division/courtroom) 


_){.A~igned to the Honorable ~6,£ 
D Case transferred to the C~ Judge for reassignnfeuc of a judge outside of McHe 


Dated: _(l-l-"/4s-=-/2..:..;;;;.1~_ 


.,,.,,, olSonioo no-.......- ... ...,,..,, ........ ~---· p1111coo1-i,,,-,,o1..a.m« 
addoli,ayca: 


F
IL


E
D


 D
A


T
E


: 
2
/2


4
/2


0
2
5
 7


:5
0
 P


M
  
 2


0
2
2
L
0
1
0
9
0
5


EXHIBIT DS-1 


Page 884 of 915







Exhibit BI-4
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 48-Recusals and related cases/2023-12-29_15LA000078_KIM POPOVICH vs THOMAS POPOVICH-et al_ORDERS OF RECUSAL.pdf


IN THE .UIT COURT OF THE 22ND CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) Case No. l5LA 78 


Il'DLED 


SEP l 6-~Z0t5 
ICA11tERINE M, KWE. 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) IWBlfl' CTY. Cl!I. Cut. 


and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


t'fRecusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason): £df',u1?~/VC IM-.llf17C:ft a.s-G,L,,1,,1>1t1.,,'j ~C Jvt>t<< 


D Other: _____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is refetTed to the office of the Ch:ef Judg..:,: reassignment 


Dated: ~/tv//r 
JUDGE 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being refetTed to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the _________________ Division. Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge ________________ ___, cWTeOtly assigned to that division/courtroom) 


D Assigned to the Honorable ________________________ _ 


U-Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHemy 


l'l'llof'of­
n.e-...- ... copyof 
11iera..-c----.u 
pa,tiofof........iby-,,of,..i,fuo,-
- de!li,ay ..,, 
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IN THE ~UIT COURT OF THE 22ND ruoL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY~ ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
VS ) Cue No. 15LA 78 


lFDLED 


SEP 11 l015 
ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 


and McARDLE, ET AL ) 
KA'THERINE M. KEER 


McHEMl'I' CTY, CIR. Cl.It. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


_l&1tecusaJ/JudiciaJ Conflict (Reason): ____________________ _ 


D Other: _____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the C • Judge for reassignment 


Date<!, ¥k I J, z_ o I ( 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being refem:d to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the _________________ Division, Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge ----------------...J currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


D Assigned to the Honorable ________________________ _ 


l Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHenry County. 


Dated:<~'""~,, 
f 


l'roofofScnia: 
Tbo-...........- ... copyof doel'cqoiag ____ tll 


par1icoofr-,fby-of..,;J, mar 
haDddelh<,yCRI: 
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M.R. 898 


IN THE 


'vL.1116 
PBLED 


SEP·t8 2015 
ltA~ M. l\'.HJli 


McffSiriycry,QR.Clc, 


SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 


Assignment of Out-of-Circuit Judge 


On the request of Honorable Michael J. Sullivan, Chief Judge of the Twenty-Second 


. Judicial Circuit, that a judge of another judicial circuit be assigned to hear McHenry County case 


In the matter of Kimberly Popovich, vs. Zukowski, Rogers, Flood & McArdle, et al., Defendant, 


Case No. 15-LA-7.8 and the Supreme Court havjng .determined .that. the_public necessity so 


requires: 


IT IS ORDERED that the Chief Judge of the Twenty-Third Judicial Circuit shall assign a 


judge of the Twenty-Third Judicial Circuit to preside over this request; and, further, the Chief 


Judge of the Twenty-Third Judicial Circuit shall have administrative authority over all matters 


-associated with the request to the same extent as a case of the Twenty-Third Judicial Circuit. 


Dated this 28th day of September, 2015 


Chief Justice, Supreme Court of Illinois 


I, Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Illinois, and keeper of 
the records, files and Seal thereof, do hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of an 
Assignment Order filed in this office on the 28tb day of •. septernber , 2015. 


[SEAL] Supreme Court of Illinois 


.. ; .. 


IN WITNESS WH EOF, I have hereunto 
subscribed my name and affixed the Seal of said 
Court this 28th day of se~tember , 2015. 


--·-- -------------------
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IN THE 6corr coURT oFTBE 22ND cm.cmT. • r,, I~ Ii? c \ I 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS . AUGia 1 10TB 


A'.A!Jlai, 't/ . 
..,....;. • . • "if) • , I ~"'· "EYE : .J no 1-(,/1,7 rf) ?() VI J; ft ) : . •CIR. CU:. 


. • ,,/ • ) Case No. / & ///?; l/tJ-11 . 
¼MP~Ilo/ Par<>iui/ • • . • . • . . . . 


ORDER-OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SU.HSIII O'nuN OF JUDGE. 


Reason for Reassigmncnt 
. . . 


0 MotionforSubstitntionoffud.:,oe: 0-byRight O farCaose • /~ 


?~-c~(R=o,'-1,P.~LJ<Xlo.~~;:q/c:::;..· _ta.L.;;......;;..;;=-.-1-,.~....:;_:---'-.-"'_.L...-~:....::_ ~·7="f-·. _--=---_=-


IT JS ORDERED: that.the above entitled· <lase is refCIRd to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignmeut. 


. •31 ~If~--~-


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 
. . 


This canse being referred to 1he office of 1he Chief Judge for random selection of a. judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED 1ha:t purswmt to assigmnent by the office of the Chief Judge this canse is reassigned for 


. ~a-hEJ 'SeR:kmbe<. l.k> I j...a)·,6 a+ .q:ooArh 
"R Assigned~ the c_ __ ;, '-li \. • • ~on. eowt10om .:lb\ 
• (Judge :Itom®. A, . ~er ~~tothatdivision/cownoum) 


' D ~ed to
0


the H~arable • • • 


0. Cas~ trmsfux:red to the Chief Judge fur n:assi~ ma judge o 
. . 


Dim:d: • i:r "51 # ;i.O)" <- · 


'-. 7rorn<J3 J. '.Vap::i--J i G 
· m,b w. ~\rn .. 


Mc \-\enr~\ ) \ L-. t:iJOSO 
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!!.>. ·· .. · 
.. ,·• ... 


oRri~ OF REtus.Ai OR ORDER.FOR 50BSTlTUTioN OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: '.· 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: • 0 by Right D fur Cause 


R.eco!;aJ/Judicial Conflict (Rt:ason): _. --6~N-.aa..:ow=-· __ s_-=6...a...o --F~;...;::--A~'M==--//.""-/_e---_5"'----> . . 
Other:---'-. ________________ ·_··_-_--_._ 


. . - . . 
IT JS O:Q.D~: 1hat above c:ntitfed case is rcfmcd to the office of the Chief Judgl, for reas!iignmem. 


Dated: __ . c, ~-~=:!~ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


this cause being refetred to the office ~f the. Chief Judge fur r.mdom selection of a judge; IT JS HEREBY 
ORDERED that'_purswmt to migmncnt by thc'officc of the Chid.Judge tlris cause ii rcmigned fur 


.·:s-\-ahJ5, ~o\\e;vY\bc.r q·; 2Dl~ m-· 9:ooAM • 
to th~ G, , \ • - · , Division. fulitroom .2 n':L- - • 


(Judge M ,rboe\ c') ; ubm '::e I cmxently assigned to tliat division/cow 1room> 


G_~ed to the Honorable ___ ---"-------------


• D c--.a.,&Chldi,.frx~of•ft4e~*o~ •. • 


Dated: lO-2.l• llo · • . • • ~-
• • Nfic.baeU. S • Chief Judge 


.7"'.\\oYY'k1::, \.· ~\iic_h . \-<3mb-erhi '·Po-P~ich .. • 
31-\)b w. e.\rn s¾d • ~lDZ- N.· wo\-\S,\,,(e, 
• Mc\-\d;(\(~, \L· 66orso ~bYYfYSbJr~,, l- C.l)OS \ 


• Piuat' a£Scm=. 
~mw:niprd caafi&:s M • con a£ 


1bc biuial domllaltwas sem:d upaa all 


~~!bt-,at11b~1-l /. 
£rf1Yw,a ~\ a.tV{id 


- -----------------
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IN ~COIT COURT OF THE 22ND CIRCUIT 
... Mt.HENRY COUNTY, ~dlP. . 


. -·~rMA- Porov!G~ • 
vs. 


~,~baA~ Popw<ch 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 


ORDER Oll' ~GUS:.\l. O:R ORDER.FOR SQBSIII O 110N OF JUDGE 


Reason for R~tmt - FQ&.ED 


NOV lfiofs 
)( 1'4otion~ Substitaiio __ • ofJ~_-: ':ic\y Right b.t.. KP D for Cause ·-0 KAlMERINE M. ICaH 


111:ftENRV' CtY. QR. CUC. Q Recusal/Judfoial Conflict (Reason): ______________ _ 


--:.;8 Other: ____________________ _ 


ITIB ORDERED, th,tthe aj,o,,e emitled case isreforred to th•. ~co•~~~~==: & 


Dae,& I 1-I Lr-I l
1 


• ~;.....;;;_-=-------------__:__----4--


. . . 


. / ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office. of the Chief Jndge for rand.om selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that p~ ip. assigoment by 1he office of the _Chief Judge tlris callSe is reas.signed for 


~, ·t>ec-ern~ 1 ,20\~ a+ Q:OO)Hv\ 
)(.Assigne~ to the c ·\ "1 \ \ • ~on,· Courtroom-____ _ 


(J~e ~o\S'S:\ b -- 6a\~e:e currently assigned to that dmsion/courtroom) 


0 Assigned to the Honorahle ______ .:........;-----:-------------___:_-


0. Case to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge o 


Datro: \\-\'5,-\~· · 


"'o~ ~~D\/,CX\ 
~-l\b W. E\rn 
fV\c_fu1r"{, ll· lo6O50 


• • ~,rnbe<\'\) V Q'f?D\J\cn 


\.-\1D2 N, ·wa1~\-\,'(e­
~nmw~} )L 6005\. 


Proof cf Servi~ 
The uodci:signt:d c:r.rtifu:s 1ha1 a copy of 


!:be fmgcmgdoc::amcm'WU s1:fVed 1lpCll aD 
pam=s at~ bJ'IYIY atlpfil.~orl , 
nsnd dclm:ry 1111: \'-\le, Jr::, • 


• Ptjanoo ::f>\:lc l'?Jid 
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IRMO Popovich 


IN THE RCUIT COURT OF THE 22ND .n~ .CIAL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


) 
) 
) 


Cue No. llD\7324 
., ... ·ao 


'l 'l\}\\ 
'lUl 2 


t:,l£fl 
611-~\)-


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBS Ill 011ON OF JUDG~ili 


Reason for Reassignment 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge; byRight 0 forCanse 


~udicialConflict(Rcason): _________________ _ 


_________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is refared to o:_-mcc of the Chief Judge ~or reassignment. 


w h 27, ~II ll~,L~ 
ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Ju~ this cause is ~gned for 


Assigned to the l V I L-
(Judge M ~y i;::£.-, 


Division, eoartroom ...... ~_o_l __ 
currmtty assigned to that division/wwb.ooiil) 


D Assigned to the Honorable ____________________ _ 


D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for ~gnment of a judge o 
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IN' THF 'RCUIT COURT OF THE~~ Jl .CIAL CIRCUIT 
MdlENRY COUNTY, ILLINO.CS 


IRMO Popovich 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 11DV324 p I LI! D 


J'UL 2 8 2011 
~~l)j{c l,l. QEfl 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBS'l11'0'flON OF J UoAHi1117 CTY. e111. a.JC. 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right O for Cause , 
j1. Recusal/Judicial Conflict~): __ &....c.;..,,~;....:::#---I .... L __ ,,_J'---


Othcr: _________________________ _ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge fur random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to a.wgmnent by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is n:assigned for 


tl Assigned to the Q J \ L-
(Judge Q,[\t-bt~Jt;L 1 • 


Division, Courtroom_tS-'-"'-o_J _ 
as.,igned to that divisiOD/courtroom) 


0 Assigned to the Honorable ____________________ _ 


0 Case transfened to the Chief Judge for reassigmnent ot a judge outside ofMcHemr. 
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"" 


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22nd JUDICIAL~-~~ 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS / FI L· E D 


Mark McDonald, etc,, et al ) OCT 19 2012 
) 


V ) Case No. 
ICATH~E M. ~ER: 


12LA32u "- 111:HENRY CTY, CR W:. 


) ' ... 
Law Offic_es of Thomas J. Popovich. et al.) .... 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


__ Motion for Substitution of Judge: _by Right for Cause 


_X_ Recusal/Judicial Conflict(Reason) ___ Defendant Popovich is a personal friend __ 


Other: _________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Presiding Judge for 


reassignment. 
1 


;J /j_ ;J I, /J #/} 


Dated: ___ Oct.17,2012 ____ -~E~ 


ORDER OF-REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge, this 
cause is reassigned for ____________________ _ 


)s:L.Assigned to the Qi \I,' j Division, Courtroom dQ/ (Judge -rfu,,n_a& If.. 
curren11y assigned to that division/courtroom). ' • - / 


__ Assigned to the Honorable __________ _ 


__ Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment to a judge outside of McHenry 
County. 


Dated: [0- /9-IO---


The u nde y of the: 
forgoing d all 
panics ofrc: rax or hand 
deli\lcryon: -~~,.__20_ 
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. . . ' . 


. • IN THE cmlrrr cOURT OF~ 22ND roo1£ CIRCUIT 
• McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
. . 


Uo,v11f/cfl 
ti. 


Po /tyu/.c 


) 
) 
) 


CaseNo. 


ORD~ OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTJ.TOTION or JUDGE FILED 


Reasonfor:Re3S.1igmnent: ,_ OCT 19 2012 


0 
U.nttRINE M. <EEF~ 


Motion for S~on of J~: D by Right for Cause ll:t4Elln' en. 011. cu 


,,0--- c..lli<t(Rcl,al), f 1;;.,J, w,::.t E½d ,__,_f J_:_,., 


Otbc:r:___;. _____________________ _ 


rr JS OIU)ERED: that the above emitfcd case is rd'Cll'Cd to the office of the Chief l!!Q8e for reassignment. 


DmM • 


·, 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cansc being rcfared to the office ~f th.c" Chief J~ fer random sclc:ction of a jadgt:; IT JS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the ·office of the Chief Jadge this cauze is taSSigned far 


.• S-\--c~i:usS On h)i:»1unbe.~ 7, Q.D\ci at er IS:0-m 


Jii Assigned to th~ C\ '1 \ \ Divisioo. Courtroom L) 


gudge bi \cha o I ::I .(1 co i e J assigned to tnat divisiou/courtroom) 


0 Assigned to the Honorable ___________________ ~--


Case transferred to the Chief Judge fur rcamgnmcnt of a jodgc outsi 


. . ' .. • ' ·. . .. , 
Dmd:. I D-l9- \o::-: · • · 


~i_c\N)..o...,\. ~D\d-e...~ 


33 \0. ~le s-\--. 3\-e, ,;;i.ooo 


~\~~l) ) "'t:l.. (ock,()ol • 


.\ d :~en\ CL,\<.. 


<9\ \\J. ~e... ';:s\-­


'IL &:>bl~ 
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IN THE .UIT COURT OF THE 22ND JU~ CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) Case No. lSLA 78 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


lfl' ll .. fE D 
' 


SEP l6,~Q15 
"'11:l~M.ICEEfE er,, OR. cut 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


'1(RecusaJ/Judicial Conflict(Reason): S {:,,.&N'\4!,,.,-'h .,...~ 
D Other:-------------------------------


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for reassignment. 


Dated: __ f~/_r t,_/_r ~--
ruDGE 


ORDER OF RE~SIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the _________________ Division, Courtroom ___ _ 


.(Judge -------~.-----------./currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


)( A,,; ..... ,o the Hooorable ~.L-2 ,a,ir_-_. ________ _ 
D Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside 


Dated: ~# /4.......,,~.__/2"-=/ J_ 


ProofofS<Mot 
TIie.....-- .... -"' 11icr...,.. ____ .. 
ponies of~ by-of aoil. r.. or 
rm.tdoti,eyoa: 
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IN THE ceUIT COURT OF THE l2NDJUD. CIRCUIT. 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS IJI U I. fl! B) 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH 
vs 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD 
and McARDLE, ET AL 


) 
) 
) 
) 


Cue No. 1SLA 78 


SEP li' 2015 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


~ecusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason):-----------~---------


Other: ____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the o 


Dated: _t:J, ___ 1/J_l.51_/!_..s_-·_ 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the: Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the _________________ Division. Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge . currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


)Iii Assigned to the Honorable -~,:..,·µ.~.,,,,,..~l=jlk'.:~·~-1--"--.- 'll!li~-~-..!"'------------­


O Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside ofMcHe 


f'n>oCofSerwioe 
Tbe~oati6a.,.aoopyof .. ,...... ____ ., 
parliaal-bywayof..a,fuo, -~ .. , 
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IN THE CIRJcoURT OF THE 22ND JUDICIAL~CUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


V\,rn'bet \l\ \'o~\l ,ch 
\/ ) 


. ' ) 
I\JVvw~v-i, · KQq€JtO \\acrl ; ) 


Cue No. 


MtA(d\e.. 
ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment 


J}5--Motion for Substitution of Judge: 


• " 0 RecusaJ/Judicial Conflict (Reason): / 


lFB~ED 


,JUL -:--12015 
kAlHEIIIIE M. KED'E 


llotlMIYCIY, C1L Cl.I. 


D Other:--------'------'----------------...;.----,-


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge for rieassigoment. 


Dated: ___ c . 
ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that' pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


Assigned toth~_ ..... (,._1J\'"""'.,..._n-'-'· \._ ______ Division, Courtroom ~OL\ · 
(Judge t::\i~h-=:\e \"I Carl !. 1,e \\ curmitly assigned to that division/courtroom> 


0 Assigned to the Honorable ____________ .,._ _____ _ 


0 Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outs· e of 


Dated: 7 12. j\f) 


See .A-\\ac.t'e.d 
5e'< "'ce. L,~ 


Proof of Scmce 
lhc 1IDllcrsigocd catifics lll1lt a copy of 


tbcfurgviagdocummtwas sernd upon aD 
pmtics of n:ccrd by WIIY, of mail, fu ·or 


, /1/J...., _ nao \~-a 
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Service list • 


Matthew R Henderson 
Hinshaw & Culbertson LLC 
222 N. LaSalle St 
Chicago, ll 60601 


John Duffy & Zach T. Bowles 


• 


Donohue Brown Mathewson & Smyth LLC 
140 S Dearborn St Suite 800 
Chicago, IL 60603 


William B Oberts 
Tribler Orpett & Meyer P.C. 
225 W Washington Suite 1300 
Chicago, IL 60606 


Elizabeth Wakeman 
Botto Gehris & Lancaster 
970 McHenry Ave 
Crystal Lake, IL 60014 


Daniel F Konicek 
Konicek & Dillon 
21 W State St 
Geneva, IL 60134 


Kimberly A. Popovich 
PO Box 1264 
McHenry, IL 60051 
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IN THE .UIT COURT OF THE 22ND CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) Case No. ISLA 78 


IFBLBD 


SEP 16i015 
ICAlff£ftlNE M. l(EEfE. 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) IIIIHENR'I' CTY. CIR. CUC. 


and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Motion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


i,Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason): £.,P,Rd'~/VC ptt..ACflc.r/' a.J"Gku,at.-;t ifCIQLC Jyot,<< 


D Other: _____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED, 11w tho abo,e ontitkd '°"';. mmod 1o the office of the ChZ'....,..t 


Dated: <t /t v /J r 
JUDGE 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT JS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the Division, Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge ________________ __, currently assigned to that division/comtroom) 


D Assigned to the Honorable ________________________ _ 


D/4:ase transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHenry 


Pn,ofo(Sa.;ce 


n..-..... oati6eo ... •~of dle,..... ____ all 


po,lico of toCOrd by wey of--J. &. or 
....., detiw,y oa: 
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IN THE~ COURT OF THE 22ND JUDe.u, CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


KIMBERLY POPOVICH ) 
vs ) 


ZUKOWSKI, ROGERS, FLOOD ) 
and McARDLE, ET AL ) 


Cue No. ISLA 78 


lFllLED 


SEP 11 l015 
KATHERINE M. ICEEft 


McHENII'/ CTY. CIR. CUI':. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


D Mot.ion for Substitution of Judge: D by Right D for Cause 


~ecusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason); ____________________ _ 


D Other: ____________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the C • 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge this cause is reassigned for 


D Assigned to the _________________ Division, Courtroom ___ _ 


(Judge currently assigned to that division/courtroom) 


D Assigned to the Honorable _______________________ _ 


/ Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McHenry County. 


Dated: <-M. I °'1 ~,, 
. f --


"'"""'Scnic,e n.-........- ... _."' .. ,.,..,.. ____ . 
ponies rtf "7-of--. ra or 
-delnc,yaa: 
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• 
M.R. 898 


IN THE 


'V&...1116 
FDi..fED 


SEP·J8 ZOf5 
-~M.«me NW c'fr. CIR. c:tc. 


SUPREME COURT OF ILLINOIS 


Assignment of Out-of-Circuit Judge 


On the request of Honorable Michael J. Sullivan, Chief Judge of the Twenty-Second 


, Judicial Circuit, that a judge of another judicial circuit be assigned to hear McHenry County case 


In the matter of Kimberly Popovich, vs. Zukowski, Rogers, Flood & McArd/e, et al., Defendant, 


Case No. 15-LA-78 and the Supreme Court -having .determined Jhat t~e~ublic necessity so 


requires: 


IT IS ORDERED that the Chief Judge of the Twenty-Third Judicial Circuit shall assign a 


judge of the Twenty-Third Judicial Circuit to preside-over this request; and, further, the Chief 


Judge of the Twenty-Third Judicial Circuit shall have administrative authority over all matters 


associated with the request to the same extent as a case of the Twenty-Third Judicial Circuit. 


Dated this 28th day of September, 2015 


Chief Justice, Supreme Court of Illinois 


I, Carolyn Taft Grosboll, Clerk of the Supreme Court of the State of Illinois, and keeper of 
the records, files and Seal thereof, do hereby certify the foregoing to be a true copy of an 
Assignment Order filed in this office on the 28tb day of • September , 2015. 


[SEAL] Supreme Court of Illinois 


IN WITNESS WH EOF, I have hereunto 
subscribed my name and affixed the Seal of said 
Court this 28th day of September , 2015. 


----- ________________ ___, 
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IN THE cacurr· COUR; OF THE 22ND JUDL CIR~ • 
McHENRY COUNTY, D..LINOIS 


) 
) 


. ) 
Case No. /Lttllt-45 


ORDER OF RECUSAL ~R ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE F ILE D 


Reason for Reassignment: UAR 18 2017 


Right Cause ~~·M. KEcJI! 
_.....,, CTY, 0R. Q.JC. ,/fotion for Substitution of Judge: 


Recusal/Judicial Cooflict(Rl:ason): _________________ _ 


__________________________ _ 


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the C • f Judge for reassignment. 


D,J,dc0/~r/17 • 


ORJ)ER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the ChiefJudge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursuant tn assignment by the office of the ChiefJudge this cause is reassigned for 


Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment of a judge outside of McH 


Dated: 


Proo( tltScnioc 
n........,.. ....... _f/f .. &qaillc.._.. ___ 1111 


portleo<1.-1,y...,.c1-. ..... _.._,._ . 
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IN THE ~CUIT COURT OF~ 22ND JUDL CIRCUIT 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


VS CaseNo. l&J cV cJf.o 5 p~. ) . 
. . ' 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITU110N OF JUDGE 
l'ILE:D 


Reason for Reassignment 
APR: 4 2011 


D Motion for Substitution ofJudge: D by Right D for Cause ..,~ ... 
- ... CIR, CIJr. 


~udicial Conflict(Reason): ________________ _ 


D Other: _. --------------,--------,~------


IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is :referred to the offi 


This cause being rc;ferred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
O~Wpumrmt~ent t,,, tbc office of tho Clucf Judgeftus.,..,. is """;gaed to, 


.~4--; d 1zc2LJ11 a1: wci~ta -
D Assigned to the .._ _____ __._ _______ -Division, Courtroom __ _ 


. (Judge • • cun-eutly assigned to that division/courtroom) 


_)(Awgaed to tho_,, W.t#Ulw,u,2.N 


0 Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassi~ent of a judge outside o McHe • unty. 


Dated: 


------- ____ _.:..____.:_ _______________________ __, 
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IN THE•= COURI' OF THE 22ND CIRCUIT • /jO' IU> \ I 
• MdIENRYCOUNTY;lLLINOJS • . :UG'3I 2018 ' 


77t) 01/,/1-f" l?D Vl.t.t • • ~~~c:%. 
rfJ I ) : ... 


. . • ,,/ • ) • Case No. / & ///?; lj(J-11 . 


/-0ftfP,,~ o/ Po F, d/ - - · -_ • --__ 
ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDEI{FOR SUBSln 01'1ON OF JUDGE· 


Reason for ~gmn.CIIt: 


. . 
IT IS ORDERED: that .the above entitled :ease is ~erred to the office of the Chief Judge far :reassignment. 


n.tedc.. •3/ ~11 ~---. ~-
. . , . • JUDGE • 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 
. . 


This canse being refen-ed to the office of1he CbiefJudge funandom selection of a judge; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that pursua:at to assigmnent by 1he office of the Chief Judge this cause is ~gned for 


. 2:5ta-hBJ Se~ro be< • l. k; I 'j_a)·,6 a+ -Q'. ODAfh 
-~ Assigned~the ~·,,,Ji\. • - • lmision.eo~tzoom ;)O\ 
• (Judge =::rcc,mas. A, 'ty\e:)Jer ~assi~tothatdivisimJcowbwm) 


' 0 ~ed to·fuc HOIJ.arablc -------------------
0. Cas~ tnmsfmed to the Chief Judge fur rcassigmn=nt of a judge o • e-of~,~~ 


D~ • ·i· "31-;i.O)'~ 


~-. 7norna'5 • .J. ·-~aft)'\/ iG~ • · 
. m-,k=> w. f:\rn ~cl 


\\f\C \-\e'f)r~} 1 \ L.. E:JJ0SO 
l'10of af Serna, 
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. • . , ., ., .. ,~.:. · .. · .. :·· .... ·. . : . l!aAll I/CV· 
. IN THE cm£ COURT OF THE 22ND ron1cr.&mcurr • • 


McHENRY CO'CJNTX, Il.J.JNOIS 


ORDER OF REtusAi. OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTioN or JUDGE 


Reason for Rtassignmcnt: 


0 Motion for Substitution of Judge: • 0 by Right O far~ 


Recu!;al/Judici Conflict (Reason): · ./< NO<A;J S • ho F/( £}M. // ;"" ,5 
7 . • 


Other: . ----------------------. . . . 
IT IS OIU>l;REJ>: 1bat the above cotitfed case is referred to the office of the Chief Judge far reassigmn"-llt. 


Dated: _ ___,___ . C ,<. 
ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


. . 
this cmse being refc:n-ed to the office ~f thc' Chief Judge fur random selection of ajudgc; IT IS HEREBY 
ORDERED thatporsuantto a.wgnrncntbythc'office of the Chief.Judge this canse ii ~edfur 


.-zrtah15, t\c'-k\Y\b<:.r er ; 20\<c, at-· 9-:ooAM. 
to th~ G, \ \ • · ' Division, C:.boom 2 D'X- • • 


(Judge M irbae\· c); o'c)m,:e. I ~assipdtothatdivisioo/comtioom) 


Q .Assi_gned to the Honorable _______ --=--__ .,....._ ___ --


transfered to the '?rleffudge for~of a~~- ~of.. . • 


Dated: lO· 2l~ l<a . • . '· 
• • • Nfic.haelJ. S • Chief Judge 


= _·_\\\()YY)1:, \.· ~\Ji(t, _ \,<Jmbefhi 'PaP~i:=,h 
. 31.\)b \"1. 'f=.\m s¾d ~1D2- N. wa\4<2>\ll(e.., 


• f'!\c,\-\(11(\(~, \L- 660150 J~Y\n'2>6Jr~, \ l- Ct/JS\ 
'Pim( alScrri.cc 


D-aadrniprd catifia dmta r.o,,al 
lb!: bpagcloamalt,ras Jaffd upon all = ~eca:: bf-r °'~~1-1 /. 
1?rf.lnna 1>\ a.<;Yif d 


- ----·-····--------
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CIRC~COURT FOR THE 22ND JUDICIAL 9cmT •• 


STATE OFlllINOIS. } 
COUNTY OF MCHENRY SS · 


Plaintiff's Defendant's 


GEN. NO. J;l L..-A 3~(o. 


~ury D Non-Jury 


oro 


Date 1:/;io / 1S- Attorney M • fi<>&.,.l>f~ Attorney __ 


ORDER 


'"f1M, CC,w.l\.l c:-,."''j ,\., b, 'h,,.....,J °"" ?t.,,,,.d#t µ..-I-,,... ,/., {o(,_...,J..,,"11 
"1:>crw1,sr ~, ch,u tu~ Juw"::J f)~ H,, cowrl-/'~ • 
at:lv,sr&D a,.., 4-<, pr~: 


fT ,s Of?.~£):) -r~: 


0 ?k.""t~~ }-(ot,~ V'o~,"o '1),sm,u c~ ,s 7rW\W. -rlws 
1S \J'dl,.a.A.~~ ~-mu'-'2,P lo 7JS- /US ..S-/.2-/«!10 


w,'ft,.. ~ewt> le /'.at;{};. ~/"" I ~v.r ~<M"' <2;',~ d'f! e.nol.4.... 


© 'Dj c..,. , e .. ' 1 ,( o6 -le, /7~; ~3-l- CCWl~iA.k.P IJ.AciN .j ;J.-IO<!J r 
Otl -lo d.o pcu-J ,,.., ~./ #ud ,n~-IA__ 1.J r...a/4'-


@ 7t, S\.c,..,b q; '//tc)1r a.-1-9:/,-a,t I.I Jft,~-


Prepared by: M le.tide( tkl..bf:N 


Attorney for: __ ..?.L...- ________ _ 


Attorney Registration No.: 0:29{, 1t:'6 
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• INTBE CIRlm Cd~T OF~ 22ND JUDI£ CIRCUIT 
Mc.HENRY COUN'fX, ILLINOIS 


4c UottJ11f'tfl 
ti . 


Pv /t;u/c ?._ 


) 
) 
) 


Case No. 


ORD~ OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBS ill O'l'ION OF JUDGE p I LED 


Reasonfor~goment: '· OCT 19 2012 
ICAlltERlNE M. 11:.EEFE 


0 Motion for S~on of Judg1:: 0 by Right D far Cause llcHSCln' CTY. aR. a.x 


_%. RccuoaJ/Ivdici,J Car,fil;t IJl=,n): /f I h.JJ) "1)/ :::;;r: ~;)__ ,J ,p,-,_Jj 
Other: . • ••• --- . 


IT IS 01.U)l;REJ): that the above entitled ca5e is referred to the office of the Chief J~ for reassignment. 


Dated: ---------


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office ~f the' Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; rr IS HEREBY 
ORDERED that' ~t to assignment by the ·office of the Chief Judge tlm cause reassigned for 


Ja ~gncd to th~_ .... r"""'-<·.._\ ..:..\ ______ __,Divisi00y Courtroom {;2l)O'::-
(Judge N \c boo 1 :I .Cbm ie 1 cmrem1y assigned to that division/courtroom) 


D Assi_gned to the Honorable ___________ ~--=--------
Case transfetted to the Chief Judge for ~gmnent of a judge outsi 


. ' 
. . . 


• Dated: I D - tg- \ <2' • · · · . •• • __ •• --+---c----+-+--------
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Exhibit BI-7
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 48-Recusals and related cases/Tom Long-Konicek-Judge Meyer’s Recusal friends with Popovich.pdf


CIRCU.OURT FOR THE 22ND JUDICIAL .CUIT 


STATE OF ILLINOIS } SS 
COUNTY OF MCHENRY 


nate ID-n-12. 
Plaintiff's • -. 
Attorney G-Or...W5i/ ~" 


ORDER 


GEN. NO. 12.. LA 32.<4 
lilJwy D Non-Jury 


?~c:h, & 0-,i\ . FILED 


OCT 19 2012 


Defi clan 
, McHEHRV CTY. CR. aL en ts 


Attorney {\,~} ¥:£xi1CRY 1 Diltb , 


\V\\o ~\"ct~~ tom {o- '\'{\~~ s~, '1W., Cou-t-~o 
-fullL\ LT" -:r~ ~\\ ~ROEREO •. 


G) VIIS!,'1\-,t-f \~ ~'M ~\ ~W- I'), 2.012. --\o -h\e.. (\(I 


c»'\(l 


® \~J~f\~ :,\--o_\\ -11\l 0.. ~,e_ fil!~i 'o\-t ~'ct>rfA. •~, Z.()12_, 


Prepared by: A. ~fun/ ~,Uk.. 'i Dfi\in 
Attorney for: 


Attorney Registration No.;__,{,..._,:1f!~t0 ...... 9 ...... ~----
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Exhibit BI-7
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 48-Recusals and related cases/Tom Long-Konicek-Judge Meyer’s Recusal friends with Popovich.pdf


..... 


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 22nd JUDICIAL 9'R-~~ 
McHENRY COUNTY, ILLINOIS / Fi L· ED 


Mark McDonald, etc., et al ) OCT 19 2Q12 


V 


) 
) 
) 


Law Offic.es of Thomas J. Popovich, et al.) 


Case No. 
}..__ !CATHERINE M. ltEEFt 


12LA32v "- M:tiENRY CTY, Cit a.x. 


ORDER OF RECUSAL OR ORDER FOR SUBSTITUTION OF JUDGE 


Reason for Reassignment: 


__ Motion for Substitution of Judge: _by Right for Cause 


_X_ Recusal/Judicial Conflict (Reason) ___ Defendant Popovich is a personal friend __ 


Other: ---------------------------
IT IS ORDERED: that the above entitled case is referred to the office of the Presiding Judge for 
reassignment. 


1 
/) /1 ,,


1 1 


Dated: Oct. 17, 2012 -----;ri 1~- L.!tf:Jj,tt.~,/J/§ --- ----- F JUDGE 


ORDER OF REASSIGNMENT 


This cause being referred to the office of the Chief Judge for random selection of a judge; 


IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that, pursuant to assignment by the office of the Chief Judge, this 
cause is reassigned for _____________________ _ 


.)cLAssigned to the C..i 1)/ 1 Division, Courtroom .Jo; (Judge 71wt11a& If,. 
currently assigned to that division/courtroom). / 


__ Assigned to the Honorable __________ _ 


__ Case transferred to the Chief Judge for reassignment to a judge outside of McHenry 
County. 


Dated: (0- /9-10" 


The unde 
forgoingd 
parties of rec 
delivery on: ____,'---_..,.__ __ . 
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Exhibit BI-7
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Order. (2/24/05) CCG 00 


IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 


v. 


Judge's I' 


Circuit Court- 1 509 
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLLNOIS 
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Exhibit BI-7
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 48-Recusals and related cases/Tom Long-Konicek-Judge Meyer’s Recusal friends with Popovich.pdf


Cases 
- - --- --·---


2012L000196 


MARK MCDONALD.CHLOE MCDONALD,IAN MCDONALD.JULIE MCDONALD,QUINLIN MCDONALD -vs­


THOMAS POPOVICH.JAMES TUTAJ.LAW OFFFICES THOMAS POPOV 


FIie Date Type 
01/06/2012 Legal Malpractice - Jury 


Status 
Disposed 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION
PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG  
REVOCABLE TRUST


Plaintiffs,
vs.


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., et al.
Defendants,


)
)
)
)
) CASE NO. 2022L010905
)
)


COURT APPROVED SUPPLEMENT TO DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO 
ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS


A. TALARICO INTENTIONALLY LIED TO THE COURT ON FEBRUARY 8, 2024
TO HARM DULBERG AND TO IMPROPERLY INFLUENCE JUDGE
SWANAGAN’S DECEMBER 17, 2024 RULINGS


1. �On December 17, 2024 in court Judge Swanagan stated:


(QUOTE 1:)1 “I couldn’t imagine -- I’m paraphrasing, but I couldn’t imagine a basis on which there was reasonable grounds for the 
breach of contract complaint against ADR.”


Judge Swanagan did not realize that Dulberg and Kost stated virtually the same thing to Talarico about 19 months earlier.  Not only did we 


agree with QUOTE 1, but we went into detail of how Talarico was using the term “contract” illogically (in a way that contradicts the legal 


definition of contract). (Exhibit AN)2  We will go further than QUOTE 1 in stating “breach of contract” is a fool’s argument, and Talarico did 


indeed look like a fool making the argument on May 25, 2023.


2. �When Talarico first presented his “breach of contract” argument to the Court on May 25, 2023, upon first hearing it Kost knew it was a horrible 


argument and that Kost and Dulberg never included this in the draft of the complaint given to Talarico on December 1, 2022 and reproduced by 


Talarico on December 6, 20223. Kost explained the mistake in Talarico’s “breach of contract” argument to Talarico about one week after first 


hearing it on May 25, 2023 and 19 months before QUOTE 1 was made.4 (Exhibit AN)2


3.	 �We then fixed the problem, wrote an Amended Complaint draft based on the fraudulent document Chapman sent to Dulberg on October 28, 


2022 and with no mention of Talarico’s ridiculous “breach of contract” argument, and sent it to Talarico more than 18 months before Judge 


1 � See page 13, line 19 in December 17, 2024 Report of Proceedings
2 � See ¶23 and Exhibit AN in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 
3 � See ¶3-7 and all exhibits accompanying ¶3-7 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
4 � It took one week for Kost to respond because Kost was busy nursing his sick father (from whom Talarico was knowingly stealing money). It only took a single morning (about 


2 hours) of research to spot the mistakes in Talarico’s “breach of contract” argument and report the mistakes to Talarico via email. 


FILED
3/17/2025 12:00 AM
Mariyana T. Spyropoulos
CIRCUIT CLERK
COOK COUNTY, IL
2022L010905
Calendar, U
31837470
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Swanagan stated QUOTE 1. Email is (Exhibit AO)1 and the draft amended complaint is (Exhibit AP)2.


4.	 �But Judge Swanagan assumed (when ruling against Dulberg and Kost on December 17, 2024) that Dulberg and Kost held the opposite view as 


Judge Swanagan. How did this happen? It is because Talarico intentionally lied to the court on February 8, 2024 in order to give Judge 


Swanagan (and anyone who reads the common law record of 22L010905) the impression that “breach of contract” as explained by Talarico 


in the May 25, 2023 hearing and on February 8, 2024 is a position that Dulberg and Kost have also taken and continue to support.  Judge 


Swanagan (unwittingly) relied on Talarico’s intentional deception of February 8, 2024 in Judge Swanagan’s December 17, 2024 ruling.


5.	 �Please recall that on July 15, 2024 we submitted a motion to strike the February 8, 2024 document from the record and to be allowed to submit 


our own answer with the correct timeline of events. We did this to try to avoid the same mistakes that appear in QUOTE 1 (and QUOTES 2 


through 7 below) before the statements were entered into the record. We knew the February 8, 2024 document intentionally misrepresented our 


views and that Talarico was intentionally acting to hurt us. 


6.	 Judge Swanagan ruled against our request stating:


(QUOTE 2:)3 “Even if you didn’t think that Mr. Talarico was appropriately representing your interests as far as the motion for 
sanctions was concerned, his interests were at stake as well. And so he had absolute right to put forth whatever he thought was in his 
best interest to defeat the motion for sanctions.”


If Talarico acted on February 8, 2024 to state Talarico’s position to protect Talarico’s interests to defeat the motion for sanctions, then QUOTE 2 


seems fair and consistent. But that is not what happened. Talarico acted on February 8, 2024 to intentionally misstate Dulberg’s position 


toward the “breach of contract” claim throughout the document and is clearly indicated in the chosen name of the document,  “PLAINTIFFS’ 


RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S RULE 137 MOTION FOR SANCTIONS” (the term “plaintiff” 


meaning Dulberg). Talarico lied to the court intentionally to shift (or transfer) the blame for the December 8, 2022 “breach of contract” claim 


from himself to Dulberg and Kost.


7.	 �Judge Swanagan then (unknowingly) took Talarico’s intentional misreprentation of Dulberg’s position toward the “breach of contract” claim for 


Dulberg’s actual position toward the “breach of contract” claim (by believing in Talarico’s intentional lie of February 8, 2024). This explains 


why Judge Swanagan did not know that his QUOTE 1 claim was effectively made by Kost about 19 months before it was made by Judge 


Swanagan.


B.	 AT WHAT POINT IS A FORMER CLIENT AND A FORMERLY RETAINED 
ATTORNEY CONSIDERED “DIVORCED”?


1 � See ¶24 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 
2 � See ¶24 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 
3 � See page 12, line 21 in December 17, 2024 Report of Proceedings
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8.	 �Judge Swanagan interpreted the point at which Talarico can no longer file documents claiming to represent Dulberg’s views and positions in 


this way:


(QUOTE 3:)1 “And you may have the opinion that you had different interests as far as that motion was concerned. I did not see that. 
And your interests are basically intertwined, in that he’s responsible for what he wrote, and you’re responsible for what he wrote. 
And that would be vice versa as well: You’re jointly responsible. Lawyer and client are responsible for pleadings made by a lawyer.”


9.	 �When applied to the Dulberg-Talarico attorney-client relationship, when we consider the following short sequence of events:


a.	 January 8, 2024: Talarico intentionally misadvises Dulberg how to format a Supreme Court Petition to destroy his case (Exhibit 


BJ)


b.	 January 14, 2024: Talarico abruptly resigns as counsel (Exhibit AY)2


c.	 January 28, 2024: Talarico has ARDC complaint filed against him by Dulberg


d.	 February 6, 2024: Talarico filed a MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL in 22L010905


e.	 February 8, 2024: �Talarico submits PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S 
RULE 137 MOTION FOR SANCTIONS to court on behalf of Dulberg planting intentional lie(s) into the 
record attributable to Dulberg3.


f.	 February 29, 2024: The Court formally granted Talarico’s MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL


At what point in the sequence can Talarico no longer (by law) file documents claiming to represent Dulberg’s views and positions? (In other 


words, at what point is Talarico and Dulberg said to be finally “divorced”?) 


10.	 �At least 2 questions of law arise in this case:


1.	 How is an attorney who resigned as counsel under hostile, questionable circumstances weeks before (and who already had at 
least a couple of documents sent to the ARDC by his former client about intentional harm the attorney was doing to the client) 
able to make statements on behalf of their former client on the court record?


2.	 Even when retained as counsel, how can an attorney who is actively lying to the court to harm their client’s interests be said to 
‘represent’ or ‘work for’ or “have interests intertwined with” their client in the meaning of QUOTE 3? 


C.	 TALARICO INTENTIONALLY TRICKED THE COURT INTO INADVERTENTLY 
USING A “STRAW MAN ARGUMENT” AGAINST DULBERG ON DECEMBER 17, 
2024


11.	 �In QUOTE 1 Judge Swanagan appears to not recognize that Dulberg and Kost came to identical conclusions as Judge Swanagan at least 19 


months before the Judge Swanagan stated QUOTE 1.  Then, in QUOTE 2 and QUOTE 3 Judge Swanagan draws conclusions based on this 


1 � See page 13, line 3 in December 17, 2024 Report of Proceedings
2 � See (Exhibit AY) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 
3 � Dulberg never reviewed or signed/verified the Febuary 8, 2024 PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S RULE 137 MOTION 


FOR SANCTIONS
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(inadvertent) misrepresentation of Dulberg’s position.  As a simple 2 step process this can be written as follows:


STEP 1: Misstate Dulberg’s position (example QUOTE 1)


STEP 2: Base conclusions on misstatement in STEP 1 (examples: QUOTES 2 and 3)


Expressed as the simple 2 step process stated above, the Court’s argument of December 17, 2024 can be seen to take the form of what is 


commonly known as a “straw man argument”.  


D.	 HOW THE MISTAKE WENT UNNOTICED ON DECEMBER 17, 2024


12.	 �It is because Talarico’s document submitted February 8, 2024 was trusted and taken at face value by the Court.  Judge Swanagan explained:


(QUOTE 4:)1 “...I know what I read, and I know how narrow were the issues that I was deciding here. And so the substance of the 
case, for the most part, was decided quite a while ago, and it went through an appeal. There’s all sorts of things that -- for which 
I think the horses are long gone, the barn door closed and locked quite a while ago. And so this isn’t -- this is not, as far as I’m 
concerned, the time to try to rehash alleged sabotage going back to the beginning of the case.”


(QUOTE 5:)2 “...I’m going to say this is late in the game for further say, I think. And so forgive my abruptness, but, no, I don’t think I 
need to hear any more. Okay?”


13.	  Note the phrases:


“...not the time to rehash alleged sabotage going back to the beginning of the case.”


“...horses are long gone, the barn door closed and locked quite a while ago.”


“...late in the game...”


Each of these 3 phrases are used to refer to evidence of acts performed on and around December 8, 2022 and later. 


14.	 �The sanctionable act took place on December 8, 2022. (Neither Chapman nor the Court disagree on the day the sanctionable act took place.) Yet 


when Dulberg asked for discovery of what actually transpired on and around December 8, 2022, Dulberg was told it is too “late in the game” 


and that the “horses are long gone, the barn door closed and locked quite a while ago” for any discovery or examination of evidence “going back 


to the beginning of the case” (on December 8, 2022).


15.	 �What QUOTE 4 and QUOTE 5 do in practice is focus on issuing the punishment for sanctions (the results of acts of fraud on the court) while 


ignoring any specifics of the underlying actions which caused sanctions (acts of fraud on the court). As an example, the comment:


(QUOTE 6:)3 “I’m going to deny your request for any relief against Mr. Talarico as far as your files, because that’s not in front of me. 
You know, those sorts of disputes between lawyers and their clients are sometimes the result -- they are sometimes disputes that 
produce other litigation, but I don’t have any basis for reviewing your request for files. There are ways in which clients are supposed 
to address those requests. I don’t know whether you have, but those requests aren’t supposed to be handled here. So I’m going to 


1 � See page 18, line 13 in December 17, 2024 Report of Proceedings
2 � See page 19, line 3 in December 17, 2024 Report of Proceedings
3 � See page 14, line 8 in December 17, 2024 Report of Proceedings
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deny your request for anything to do regarding a dispute over files between you and Mr. Talarico.”


The case files would contain the work product done on and around December 8, 2022. They would show how Talarico edited the body of the 


complaint that Talarico received from Dulberg before Talarico filed it on December 8, 2022. The case files would also contain all expert opinion 


that Talarico received from our retained expert witness.


16.	 �Similarly, our request for unredacted and complete record of recorded telephone conversations between Talarico and Dulberg and Talarico and 


Thomas Kost and between Talarico and all third parties and opposing counsel performed while representing his clients (and the case files) 


would settle, once and for all, exactly how Talarico edited the December 8, 2022 complaint and how Talarico informed Dulberg that Talarico 


was having “internet issues” so Dulberg should simply sign the last page of the complaint Dulberg received from Talarico at 12:56PM (on 


December 8, 2022) and send it back to Talarico in that form at 1:04PM (on December 8, 2022).1


17.	 Judge Swanagan stated:


(QUOTE 7:)2 “Now, I’ll also say I am not expressing any opinion, nor am I in a position to express an opinion or make any ruling on 
anything that you’re suggesting that Mr. Talarico did that was adverse to the interests of you or your family. Again, I only decide 
what’s in front of me and what’s in front of me based on what this case has been about. So that’s all I’m going to say about those 
motions.”


We are providing direct evidence that Talarico intentionally lied to the court on February 8, 2024, and Judge Swanagan (unknowingly) based his 


December 17, 2024 orders on the same information that Talarico intentionally lied about. Talarico has continuously committed fraud against 


Dulberg as well as fraud on the court.


18.	 �Judge Swanagan stated, “And your interests are basically intertwined, in that he’s responsible for what he wrote, and you’re responsible for what 


he wrote.” (From QUOTE 3) Intertwined in a legal and ethical way? Or intertwined like serpent and rodent? Like rapist and victim? Because 


there is a world of difference between these two opposite poles. If intertwined like serpent and rodent, then Talarico would (opportunistically) 


use his February 8, 2024 statement (on behalf of Dulberg) to intentionally hurt Dulberg and to lie about Dulberg.  This is indeed what 


transpired. Because if intertwined like serpent and rodent, then Talarico would use QUOTE 3 by Judge Swanagan as an opportunity to state 


an intentional lie about Dulberg on February 8, 2024 (which Talarico did). The Court would then issue a ruling on December 17, 2024 taking 


Talarico’s intentional lie about Dulberg as true (which the Court did). This would leave Dulberg (the person being lied about) unable to correct 


the record (which is what happened).


E.	 ACTS OF CORRUPTION CARRIED OUT WHILE FILING ORIGINAL 
COMPLAINT ON DECEMBER 8, 2022 (AND AFTER)


1  Described in ¶14 (with Exhibit AH and Exhibit AI) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
2 � See page 14, line 22 in December 17, 2024 Report of Proceedings
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19.	 �The relation between Talarico and ADR Systems follows a simple, straightforward 5 step pattern, each step being demonstrated through 


evidence. The relation between Talarico and Allstate is exactly the same, as if they are mirrors of each other. These relationships are compared 


in Table 17 below.


TABLE 17: RES JUDICATA GAME PLAN (AS A 5 STEP PROCESS)
ADR SYSTEMS ALLSTATE


STEP 1 2022-10-28: Come into possession of incriminating 
evidence against party


2022-05-24: Come into possession of incriminating 
evidence against party


STEP 2 2022-12-08 Insert single “breach of contract” count 
into complaint with (1) no connection to incriminating 
evidence and (2) no supporting facts in body of complaint, 
just before filing complaint without client review


2022-12-08 Insert single “breach of contract” count 
into complaint with (1) no connection to incriminating 
evidence and (2) no supporting facts in body of complaint, 
just before filing complaint without client review


STEP 3 Delete any mention of the incriminating evidence in STEP 
1 from filed complaint


Delete any mention of the incriminating evidence in STEP 
1 from filed complaint


STEP 4 2023-05-25 party easily dismissed after absurd “breach of 
contract” argument given in court


2023-09-21 party easily dismissed after absurd “breach of 
contract” argument given in court


STEP 5 2023-06-24 mess up appeal petition and Amended 
Complaint


2023-10-20 mess up appeal petition


20.	 �A June 1, 2023 email (Exhibit AN)1 serves as evidence of our position with respect to a “breach of contract” claim and on June 24, 2023 our 


draft of Amended Complaint was given to Talarico. In addition, a September 6 email chain (Exhibit BK) and a September 20 email chain 


(Exhibit BL) serves as evidence of our position with respect to a “breach of contract” claim against Allstate and claims of fraud on the court 


(which we were urging Talarico to raise). Yet these emails are intentionally suppressed in the February 8, 2024 document by Talarico and 


Dulberg and Kost are blamed for the “breach of contract” argument.


21.	 �“Breach of contract” is a fool’s argument, and Talarico did indeed look like a fool making the argument on May 25, 2023. How can it be argued 


that STEP 1 through STEP 5 are unintentional or accidents? A person cannot ‘accidentally’ forget about being in possession of forged court 


reporter’s signatures attached to depositions in the underlying case 12LA178 involving Allstate and the Baudins and then make an accusation of 


“breach of contract” against Allstate instead. (Exhibit AJ1) (Exhibit AJ2) (Exhibit AJ3) (Exhibit AJ4) (Exhibit AJ5)(Exhibit AJ6) (Exhibit 


AJ7) (Exhibit AJ8) (Exhibit AJ9) (Exhibit AJ10) (Exhibit AJ11) (Exhibit AJ12) (Exhibit AJ13) (Exhibit AJ15)(Exhibit AJ16)2


22.	 �How can an attorney who is actively lying to the court to harm their client’s interests be said to ‘represent’ or ‘work for’ or “have interests 


intertwined with” their client in the meaning of QUOTE 3? We believe the apparent contradiction can be explained by distinguishing between 


providing de facto ‘legal representation’ from providing de jure ‘legal representation’ and by distinguishing what it means to ‘work for’ a client 


1  See ¶23 and (Exhibit AN) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
2  See ¶16 and all exhibits accompanying ¶16 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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de facto compared to what it means to ‘work for’ a client de jure. 1  


23.	 �In case 22L010905 did Talarico act as Dulberg’s retained attorney de facto as well as de jure? The question is not normally asked because 


representing the client de jure is often assumed to be the same as representing the client de facto. But the 5 steps shown in Table 17 make no 


sense if Talarico is following step 1 to step 5 against both ADR Systems and Allstate as Dulberg’s retained attorney de facto. 


F.	 EFFORTS TO CORRECT AN INTENTIONAL LIE (PLANTED IN THE CLR BY 
ONES RETAINED OR FORMERLY RETAINED ATTORNEY) CAN BE 
JUDICIALLY ESTOPPED


24.	 �When attempting to correct a lie intentionally placed in the record or raise the same issues in the future in the corrected form, Dulberg could be 


judicially estopped from doing so (or be completely ignored). Dulberg could be judicially estopped into an intentional lie maliciously placed into 


the record in Dulberg’s name by Dulberg’s formerly retained attorney(s). This means that Dulberg is made to look like a liar when he tries to 


tell the truth (about the intentional lie planted in the record) any time in the future.


25.	 �Table 18 below lists 10 intentional lies (listed from latest to earliest) through 4 cases. 


TABLE 18: �Lies intentionally planted in court records by Dulberg’s retained or formerly retained attorney to hurt Dulberg from 2012 
to 2025 (Listed latest lie to earliest lie, not a comprehensive list)


Case Intentionally planted lie
Legal Malpractice 
22L010905


Dulberg and Kost support Talarico’s “breach of contract” claim against ADR Systems and Allstate


Legal Malpractice 
17LA377


The high low agreement was executed by Dulberg.


Bankruptcy 
14-83578


Dulberg gave consent to binding mediation. 
Dulberg “didn’t want a jury trial” because he “didn’t think he would make a good witness”.


Personal Injury 
12LA178


It is Gagnon’s word vs Dulberg’s word.  
Carolyn McGuire gave Dulberg money for medications before Dulberg went to pharmacy.  
Dulberg went to the McGuire house directly from the hospital. 
Dulberg is lying about going directly to the pharmacy from the hospital. 
Dulberg is lying about paying for his own perscriptions. 
There are no timestamps on the pharmacy receipts. 


26.	 �The first entry in Table 18 was placed in the February 8, 2024 document Talarico filed with the court. The statement goes to the heart of 


whether Dulberg should be punished with sanctions. It is an intentional lie placed on the record by Talarico to encourage the court to punish 


Dulberg with sanctions. Note that it is only the latest in at least 10 intentional lies placed in the common law record by Dulberg’s retained or 


formerly retained attorneys.


1 � The most common translation of “de facto” is “in fact,” and this term refers to a situation that exists in real life. “De jure,” translated as “according to the law,” refers to 
something in accordance with the law as it is written. When something is de jure, it is officially recognized and authorized by state, local government, or some other law-
making body. 
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27.	 �The case of 17LA377. History of the statement “The high low agreement was executed by Dulberg.”. Dulberg clearly informed Gooch during 


their first meeting on December 16, 2016 that Dulberg never agreed to Binding Mediation and never signed the Binding Mediation agreement. 


Gooch placed the statement in Dulberg’s original complaint filed on November 26, 2017 (paragraph 16) and Dulberg immediately informed 


Gooch the statement was incorrect. However, the same statement has continued to appear and is attributed to Dulberg in a number of documents 


since then, including 2 documents written by the Illinois Supreme Court as late as 2024. As of today (2025) Dulberg has a nine year history 


(and growing) of having the statement attributed to him and placed in documents and our many efforts to correct the record are regularly 


ignored.


28.	 �The underlying case of BK 14-83578. history of the statement “Dulberg gave consent to binding mediation. Dulberg “didn’t want a jury trial” 


because he “didn’t think he would make a good witness” first appears in an Report of Proceedings in Federal Bankruptcy Court on October 31, 


2016. The statement appeared next in the form of “The high low agreement was exacuted by Dulberg” described in paragraph 27 above, and 


then did not appear again until it appeared on June 6, 2024 (in Baudins response to the ARDC complaint against them).


29.	 �The underlying case of 12LA178, history of the listed statements first appear in depositions around which Dulberg’s retained attorneys 


Popovich and Mast destroyed key evidence and intentionally led defendants Carolyn McGuire and Gagnon to commit perjury around the 


destroyed key evidence.  At least 9 of the 10 depositions total have no valid certification pages and at least 5 depositions have forged signatures 


of court reporters.1


G.	 INTENTIONAL OR ACCIDENTAL? THE SANCTIONABLE ACT AS A “HOAX” 
PLAYED ON THE COURT AND ON DULBERG


30.	 �The 5 steps shown in Table 17 make no sense if Talarico is following step 1 to step 5 against both ADR Systems and Allstate as Dulberg’s 


retained attorney de facto. Is Talarico acting accidentally or intentionally? How can it be argued that Talarico (who actively lied to the court 


to harm their client’s interests) actually ‘represents’ or ‘works for’ or “has interests intertwined with” their client in the meaning of QUOTE 


3? It cannot. But Table 17 can be interpreted to show that even though Talarico represented Dulberg de jure during this time, Talarico was not 


representing Dulberg de facto during this time (though Talarico was pretending to).


31.	 �Talarico intentionally set up a Res Juditaca bar on any claim Dulberg has against ADR Systems forever in the future by setting up an 


intentionally fraudulent “breach of contract” claim as a simple frivolous lawsuit set up to be summarily dismissed quickly and then Talarico 


intentionally destroyed any filing of any amended complaint and intentionally destroyed any possible appeal. The deliberate addition of ‘breach 


of contract’ claims is willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg.2


1  See ¶16 and all exhibits accompanying ¶16 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
2  It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up through ordinary research techniques.
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32.	 �Talarico also intentionally set up a Res Judicata bar on any claim Dulberg has against Allstate forever in the future by setting up an intentionally 


fraudulent ‘breach of contract’ claim as a simple frivolous lawsuit set up to be summarily dismissed quickly and then Talarico intentionally 


destroyed any possible appeal.


33.	 �“Breach of contract” is a fool’s argument, and Talarico did indeed look like a fool making the argument on May 25, 2023. Let us consider the 


(very real) possibility that Talarico knew it was a fool’s argument and he was simply pretending to support it. If this is true, it explains all of 


Talarico’s actions in STEP 1 to STEP 5 in Table 17 and all of Talarico’s subsequent actions. The actions in STEP 1 to STEP 5 then make perfect 


sense as parts of a well-coordinated plan and are no longer seen as a series of bumbling ‘mistakes’.  Talarico’s behavior makes perfect sense 


if he is understood to be retained by Dulberg and representing Dulberg de jure while Talarico is not representing Dulburg de facto (though 


pretending to).


34.	 �As for Table 18, how can it be argued that Talarico (who actively lied to the court to harm Dulberg’s interests) actually ‘represented’ or ‘worked 


for’ or “had interests intertwined with” their client in the meaning of QUOTE 3? It cannot. Table 18 can be seen as a well coordinated set of 


mutually reinforcing lies intentionally placed in the CLR of 4 cases. Talarico’s intentional lie of February 8, 2024 is a very important lie among 


the 10 listed intentional lies in Table 18 (appearing at the top of the list), because it is the lie that is used to hide all the other lies from being 


discovered. While Talarico’s intentional lie of February 8, 2024 is an attempted clandestine way to shift blame to Dulberg for the sanctionable 


act of December 8, 2022, Table 18 helps remind us that it is just one more tree in a forest of intentional lies planted in the CLR by Dulberg’s 


own retained and formerly retained attorneys from 2012 to the present.


35.	 �Once again, we can explain the apparent contradiction by distinguishing Talarico’s de facto ‘legal representation’ from Talarico’s de jure ‘legal 


representation’ of Dulberg. De facto (translated as “in fact”) legal representation can be seen by Talarico’s actual behavior as shown in Table 17 


and Table 18. We can recognize the behavior in Table 17 and Table 18 to be that of an attorney that represents Dulberg de jure while actively and 


intentionally trying to set Dulberg up to lose de facto.


36.	 �When Talarico told Dulberg (on and before October 31, 2023) not to attend the hearing scheduled for October 31, 2023 in 22L010905 before 


Judge Otto, was Talarico representing Dulberg’s interests de facto? No. (The reasons Talarico gave Dulberg to not attend the hearing are stated 


in Exhibit AV)1.


37.	 �When on the telephone (just before the October 31, 2023 hearing) Talarico made Dulberg believe that ADR erred by filing in the Circuit Court 


because the jurisdiction had already transferred to the Appellate Court and if ADR wanted to file a Motion for Status that they would have to 


address it at the Appellate Court level or wait until the Appellate Court sent the case back down to the Circuit Court, was Talarico representing 


1  See ¶31-32 and (Exhibit AV) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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Dulberg’s interests de facto? No. When Talarico further led Dulberg to believe that if Dulberg were to file an answer to the Motion for Status 


or attend the Circuit Court hearing to explain that the appeal was filed then Dulberg would be forfeiting his appeal and the jurisdiction would 


automatically revert back to the Circuit Court and that the time limit for filing any appeal would have expired, was Talarico representing 


Dulberg’s interests de facto? No. (Exhibit AV)1


38.	 �In the same way, Table 16 (Exhibit BM) lists actions of Dulberg’s retained attorneys in underlying cases 12LA178 and BK 14-83578 and in 


related legal malpractice case 17LA377. The actions are listed in a way that shows which party benefits from which action taken by Dulberg’s 


retained attorneys. Are the patterns shown in Table 18 accidental or intentional? How can it be argued that any of the attorneys who actively 


lied to the court to harm Dulberg’s interests actually ‘represented’ or ‘worked for’ or “had interests intertwined with” their client Dulberg in the 


meaning of QUOTE 3? It cannot. 


H.	 RECENTLY DISCOVERED INFORMATION ON RETAINED EXPERT 
WITNESS ALAN KRAVETS


39.	 In February of 2022 Talarico claimed to retain an expert witness named Alan Kravets in related case 17LA377. Talarico also claimed to retain


Alan Kravets for 22L010905. (Exhibit BA)2 


a.	 Did Kravets play a role in determining legal sufficiency of Talarico’s final edit between 9:14AM and 12:56AM on December 8, 
2022?


b.	 Did Alan Kravets advise Talarico to place counts 4 and 5 in the final edit of the complaint?


c.	 Was Alan Kravets consulted by Talarico when Talarico told Dulberg not to attend the October 31, 2023 status hearing?3 


d.	 If not, what was Alan Kravets retained for? (If yes, then the legal advice of expert witness Alan Kravets goes to the heart of the 
question of who is responsible for the penalty of sanctions.) 


40.	 �As the date of this filing we have no evidence that the Alan Kravets responding to us by email even exists. The person corresponding by email 


claims that they:


a.	 accepted a retainer of $5,400 for 22L010905 that Dulberg paid (Exhibit BN-1) and (Exhibit BN-2),  
and they...


b.	 did no billable work on the case 22L010905 (Exhibit BN-3),  
even though they... 


c.	 refuse to give any money back to Dulberg or to Kost (Exhibit BN-4) and (Exhibit BN-5).


1  See ¶31-32 and (Exhibit AV) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 
2  See ¶21 and (Exhibit BA) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
3  Described in ¶31-32 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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41.	 �Alan Kravets has received $14,250.001 in total from Dulberg and Kost and Dulberg and Kost has received no money back. Even though Alan 


Kravets admitted receiving $5,400 retainer for 22L010905, Alan Kravets claimed to have not even done 0.1 hours of billable work on 


22L010905. Alan Kravets claims he has no obligation to return the $5,400 to Dulberg and Kost. Alan Kravets claimed he already sent the 


money to Talarico, and since Talarico was alive when Talarico received the money, apparently Alan Kravets considers the matter closed. (see 


Exhibits listed in ¶39) 


42.	 �In related case 17LA377 Dulberg was billed $8,850.00 for services. Dulberg has no evidence of any work being done, no evidence of any 


opinion given, for over $8,850.00 paid to Alan Kravets for 17LA377. In related case 17LA377 Alan Kravets did offer to return $2,250 of the 


$8,850.00 retainer Alan Kravets received for case 17LA377 but the letters that Dulberg and Kost received from Kravets for some strange reason 


used the term “Mr Dulberg”  associated with a person named “Dave Dulberg”. The term “Mr Dulberg”, used throughout both letters, seems to 


refer to two different people (Paul Dulberg and Dave Dulberg). (Exhibit BN-6) The letter was written in such a way that if Dulberg signed the 


letter, Dulberg would be authorizing Alan Kravets to sent the check to a person named “Dave Dulberg”. 


43.	 �The same letters also use the term “Mr Kost” to refer only to a person named “Richard Kost” in both letters.  It was Thomas Kost that wrote 


and signed the check and the check was drawn from Thomas Kost’s bank account. (The only relation the payment had to a person named 


“Richard Kost” is that Thomas Kost shared a checking account with Richard Kost (who is Thomas Kost’s father) and the name of “Richard 


Kost” appeared at the top of the check because Thomas Kost used a check with an older outdated header before new checks were printed with 


the names of both Thomas Kost and Richard Kost appearing at the top of the check.) Yet, for some strange reason, Alan Kravets addresses the 


letter to “Richard Kost” and uses the term “Mr. Kost” throughout the letter only in reference to a person named “Richard Kost”. Since Richard 


Kost died on September 8, 2024, Alan Kravets seems to think he needs a copy of Richard Kost’s will and other information to proceed with any 


return of funds. Alan Kravets seems unable to associate “Mr Kost” with Thomas Kost at all. (This is inexplicable because in Alan Kravets’ first 


“Informed Consent Document” the name “Thomas Kost” was mentioned numerous times and the name “Richard Kost” was never mentioned. 


(Exhibit BN-6) Just as “Paul Dulberg” and “David Dulberg” are both associated with the term “Mr Dulberg” in the letter from Alan Kravets, 


so the term “Mr Kost” is not at all associated with Thomas Kost, but only with Thomas Kost’s dead father. 


44.	 �Is the confusion in the term “Mr Dulberg” referring to two different names intentional or accidental? Is the confusion in the term “Mr Kost” 


referring to the wrong party intentional or accidental? How can it be argued that Talarico actually ‘represented’ or ‘worked for’ or “has interests 


intertwined with” Dulberg in the meaning of QUOTE 3 if we have no work product from Alan Kravets, supposedly paid $8,850.00 to Alan 


Kravets, and yet we do not even know if the Alan Kravets in the emails is a real person? It cannot be argued. Even though Talarico represented 


1 � On 03/16/2022 Dulberg additionally paid $304.80 for a Lawyerport (Westlaw) subscription to be shared by Talarico and Kravets 
Again on 02/08/2023 Dulberg additionally paid $1,670.86 for a Lawyerport (Westlaw) subscription to be shared by Talarico and Kravets
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Dulberg de jure during this time, Talarico was not representing Dulberg de facto during this time.


45.	 �Mr Talarico’s current counsel Tom Long (personally) and the firm Konicek & Dillon represented Thomas J. Popovich in the Twenty Second 


Judicial Circuit. 15LA78 and 12LA326 (First Circuit Case No. 2012L000196), cases where Associate Judges Thomas A. Meyer and Joel D. 


Berg (presiding Judges in 17LA377) recused themselves due to Judicial Conflicts of Interest with Popovich in some cases but not in other cases. 


Both Tom Long and Talarico are aware that personal friends of Popovich served as Judges in related legal malpractice case 17LA377 and this 


knowledge was never brought to the court’s attention (deliberately). Members of the firm Konicek & Dillon are potential witnesses to Judicial 


Fraud that benefits Popovich. (Exhibit BI-1) (Exhibit BI-2) (Exhibit BI-3) (Exhibit BI-4) (Exhibit BI-5) (Exhibit BI-6) (Exhibit BI-7)1


I.	 AN EVIDENTIARY HEARING WOULD HELP QUICKLY RESOLVE KEY 
ISSUES (AT THE HEART OF BOTH SANCTIONS AND FRAUD ON THE 
COURT) AND CORRECT THE 22L010905 COMMON LAW RECORD


46.	 There are many purposes to correcting the common law record at this time, including:


a.	 Clarification of the actual timeline2 can resolve the confusion which led to mistakes and help prevent future mistakes from 
arising. 


b.	 Clarification of evidence for any reviewing higher court (since the reviewing higher court will most likely make the same 
mistake after reading the February 8, 2024 submission).


c.	 Clarification of evidence for any Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 60(d)(3) motion in the future (for the same reason as above).


d.	 Clarification of evidence and common law record for any possible Civil Rights case (for the same reason as above).


47.	 �Clarification gives all parties access to evidence concerning the original sanctionable act of December 8, 2022 such as:


a.	 Calling Talarico and Alan Kravets as witnesses to verify whether Alan Kravets as he communicates through the emails is a real 
person and to learn of his relation to sanctionable acts.


b.	 Obtaining unredacted and complete record of recorded telephone conversations between Talarico and Dulberg and Talarico and 
Thomas Kost and between Talarico and all third parties and opposing counsel performed while representing his clients (because 
they go the heart of actions taken on and around December 8, 2022, October 31, 2023 and other interactions during actions of 
fraud on the court and sanctionable actions.


c.	 Obtaining CASE FILES (work product) for the same reason as ¶46 section b, and other evidence. 


48.	 �Sealed Federal Court medical records with respect to fraud on the court and conspiracy to commit fraud on the court are important because 


they show that the attorneys that committed these acts against Dulberg knew that Dulberg was both physically and mentally disabled at the 


time the acts were committed (as described in detail in the Federal Court medical records). Talarico argued that Dulberg was legally disabled 


1 � See ¶55 and (Exhibits BI-1, BI-2, BI-3, BI-4, BI-5, BI-6 and BI-7) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND 
COSTS 


2  Described in ¶2-37 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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on August 29, 2023 before Judge Otto. Talarico committed the acts described in this document and in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S 


PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS against a client Talarico knew was physically disabled, mentally 


disabled, permanently disabled and (as Talarico himself argued) legally disabled. These disabilities are the reason why Thomas Kost speaks at 


court hearings for Dulberg and why Dulberg asked Thomas Kost to act as his guardian.  (Exhibit BO) 


49.	 �A Table of fees and costs (Exhibit BN-7) shows how much money Talarico charged Dulberg and Kost while Talarico committed these acts (of 


fraud against Dulberg and fraud on the court. Talarico knew that Talarico left Dulberg in substantial debt to pay Talarico for the servises 


described in this document and in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND 


COSTS.  


	 WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST, 
pray that the Court enter an Order DENYING ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND COSTS WITH 
PREJUDICE.


Respectfully submitted, this 14th day of March 2025


By: /s/ Paul R. Dulberg 
Paul R. Dulberg
4606 Hayden Ct.  
McHenry, Illinois 60051  
(847) 497-4250  
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
 
Pro se for Plaintiffs: Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST


VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 1-109


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements 
set forth in this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters 
the undersigned certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true.


 /s/ Paul R. Dulberg 
      Paul R. Dulberg
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Exhibit BJ 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 50_Dulberg-Talarico communication from October, 2020 onward/2024-01-06_1152-32__Alphonse Talarico_ _contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com__Preamble.pdf


Date : 1/6/2024 11:52:32 AM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" , "Paul Dulberg" , "T Kost" 
Subject : Preamble
 
Gentlemen, 
Please use the word "Preamble".
PREAMBLE: Much of the matter that follows can be characterized as fraud by officers of the 
court. Currently there are nine (9) related ARDC investigations pending (#2023INO2517, 
#2023INO2518, #2023INO3135, #2023INO3136, #2023INO3894-R, #2023INO, 2023INO3898-R, 
#2023INO3897-R, 2023INO3895-R, #2023 INO3896-R), two (2) submitted Judicial Inquiry Board 
"Complaints against a Judge," and one (1) Judiciary Inquiry Board "Complaint  against a Judge" 
that was unable to be processed because the individual named is no longer an active Illinois 
state court judge.
The events of this matter occurred over a period of time in excess of 14 years and the Record 
on Appeal , with at least two known dates missing from the file, is currently equal to or greater 
than two thousand six hundred and sixty pages (2660).
This matter was hampered not only by the fraud by officers of the court but also by the 
traumatic life events that befell Plaintiff/Appellant Paul Dulberg but also his attorney as follows:


1. the unexpected death of key witness, lifelong friend and live-in caretaker Michael Mc 
Artor;


2. the disappearance of, false arrest and medieval interrogations , imprisonment and, by 
law, lack of the ability to consult with an attorney, nor contact  anyone of 
Plaintiff/Appellant's  attorney Alphonse A. Talarico's fiancé during a scheduled stopover 
in Tokyo, Japan on the way to O'Hare International Airport, Illinois.


The Appellate Court was made aware of each traumatic life event through motions for 
extension of time and other related and consequential motion practice but culminated in the 
order that ended this matter before the Appellate Court. (A         )
The history of this matter are as follows:
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Exhibit BK 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 57_Complete legal argument between Talarico and Allstate/2023-09-01_Gmail - Strategy which focuses on primary cause of action.pdf


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Strategy which focuses on primary cause of action
10 messages


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:45 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>, Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be discussed so I am starting this email
thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed causes of action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by officers of the court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION emerged against officers of the
court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of action (fraud on the court) is now
the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action should change to "fraud on the
court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of action are your current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your primary cause of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court" as your primary cause of
action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation – Title 42 Section 1983 but you are not acting on it
because you are pursuing secondary causes of action.


Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM
To: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Cc: Law Office Of Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not getting the file to the
appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.


On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be discussed so I am
starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed causes of
action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by officers of the
court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION emerged against
officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of action (fraud on the


Gmail - Strategy which focuses on primary cause of action https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...


1 of 19 1/15/2024, 9:02 AM
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Exhibit BK 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 57_Complete legal argument between Talarico and Allstate/2023-09-01_Gmail - Strategy which focuses on primary cause of action.pdf


court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action should change to
"fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of action are your current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your primary cause of
action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court" as your
primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation – Title 42 Section 1983
but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing secondary causes of action.


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:37 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Mr Talerico can read this later.  Since this is in writing I am going to proceed to explain why I believe your current
course of action is incorrect.


1) In general, you cannot deal with issues involving fraud without addressing the fraud.  If you try I believe you are
falling into a trap.


2) When fraud is involved in producing a result, fraud becomes the primary issue, not the result.


I believe we are currently treating fraud on the court as an additional issue, not as THE PRIMARY ISSUE.  We
currently talk about dealing with it "in a few months" or "later".  I suspect this is because we have not yet recognized
that your PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION HAS CHANGED.


In legal terms I believe that our "gravaman" has changed.  I am using the following definition of "Gravaman":


The “Gravamen” of the Complaint is the part of an accusation that weighs most heavily against the accused; the
substantial part of a charge or complaint.      The Gravamen represents that aspect of the case that if resolved would
most likely bring the case to a close.       In cases of Fraud Upon the Court the Omission is usually a simple matter
that if presented to a judge at an Evidentiary Hearing would most certainly have to be factored in to the the
Judgment."


In other words, the "gravaman" of our accusations have changed.  Fraud on the court and extrinsic fraud are now our
most serious accusations.  "Fraud on the court" is our "gravaman".


In this language, I believe our current mistake is that we are not addressing the 'gravaman' of our accusations (which
is Fraud on the court).


If what I write is correct, then our highest priority would be to establish the accusation of "Fraud on the court" as our
primary cause of action.  We are currently in possession of overwhelming evidence of "fraud on the court".  We have
also articulated charges of "fraud on the court" in writing with exhibits.


Strangely, even though we have this information Judges presiding over our cases are not allowed to see it.  This
means we are sitting on this information.  We are not acting as if "fraud on the court" is our primary cause of action.


This, I believe, is a mistake we need to correct.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:
I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not getting the file to
the appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.
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On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be discussed so I am
starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed causes of
action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by officers of the
court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION emerged against
officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of action (fraud on
the court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action should change to
"fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of action are your current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your primary cause
of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court" as your
primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation – Title 42 Section 1983
but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing secondary causes of action.


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:46 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Paul, let me know when I have your permission to send this message directly to Mr Talerico.  I do not know why you
would try to block information of this nature.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:37 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Mr Talerico can read this later.  Since this is in writing I am going to proceed to explain why I believe your current
course of action is incorrect.


1) In general, you cannot deal with issues involving fraud without addressing the fraud.  If you try I believe you are
falling into a trap.


2) When fraud is involved in producing a result, fraud becomes the primary issue, not the result.


I believe we are currently treating fraud on the court as an additional issue, not as THE PRIMARY ISSUE.  We
currently talk about dealing with it "in a few months" or "later".  I suspect this is because we have not yet recognized
that your PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION HAS CHANGED.


In legal terms I believe that our "gravaman" has changed.  I am using the following definition of "Gravaman":


The “Gravamen” of the Complaint is the part of an accusation that weighs most heavily against the accused; the
substantial part of a charge or complaint.      The Gravamen represents that aspect of the case that if resolved
would most likely bring the case to a close.       In cases of Fraud Upon the Court the Omission is usually a simple
matter that if presented to a judge at an Evidentiary Hearing would most certainly have to be factored in to the the
Judgment."


In other words, the "gravaman" of our accusations have changed.  Fraud on the court and extrinsic fraud are now
our most serious accusations.  "Fraud on the court" is our "gravaman".
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In this language, I believe our current mistake is that we are not addressing the 'gravaman' of our accusations
(which is Fraud on the court).


If what I write is correct, then our highest priority would be to establish the accusation of "Fraud on the court" as our
primary cause of action.  We are currently in possession of overwhelming evidence of "fraud on the court".  We
have also articulated charges of "fraud on the court" in writing with exhibits.


Strangely, even though we have this information Judges presiding over our cases are not allowed to see it.  This
means we are sitting on this information.  We are not acting as if "fraud on the court" is our primary cause of action.


This, I believe, is a mistake we need to correct.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:
I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not getting the file to
the appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.


On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be discussed so I am
starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed causes of
action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by officers of
the court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION emerged
against officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of action (fraud
on the court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action should change
to "fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of action are your current
lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your primary
cause of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court" as your
primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation – Title 42 Section
1983 but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing secondary causes of action.


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 2:17 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


The mistake in our current approach can be seen clearly in the case of Judge Otto granting the Baudin Summary
Judgment over the 2 year statute of limitations issue.


1)  We had the evidence in our possession to refute the argument.  This is the information in the Clinton-Williams
ARDC Complaint.


2) We could not use the evidence in Judge Otto's court.
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This is how things will probably end up over and over unless we address the Fraud on the Court as the PRIMARY
CAUSE OF ACTION. 


The primary legal question (in my opinion) should be:  How do you bring the extrinsic evidence of Fraud on the Court
before the judge as valid evidence?


The answer (as I currently understand it) is through Declaratory Judgments until one has enough information to file a
civil rights violation case.  In our special case I believe we already have an overwhelming amount of evidence to prove
Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court.


If we continue on our current course we are simply hoarding evidence of Fraud on the Court and (incorrectly) sitting
on it.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:46 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Paul, let me know when I have your permission to send this message directly to Mr Talerico.  I do not know why you
would try to block information of this nature.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:37 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Mr Talerico can read this later.  Since this is in writing I am going to proceed to explain why I believe your current
course of action is incorrect.


1) In general, you cannot deal with issues involving fraud without addressing the fraud.  If you try I believe you are
falling into a trap.


2) When fraud is involved in producing a result, fraud becomes the primary issue, not the result.


I believe we are currently treating fraud on the court as an additional issue, not as THE PRIMARY ISSUE.  We
currently talk about dealing with it "in a few months" or "later".  I suspect this is because we have not yet
recognized that your PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION HAS CHANGED.


In legal terms I believe that our "gravaman" has changed.  I am using the following definition of "Gravaman":


The “Gravamen” of the Complaint is the part of an accusation that weighs most heavily against the accused; the
substantial part of a charge or complaint.      The Gravamen represents that aspect of the case that if resolved
would most likely bring the case to a close.       In cases of Fraud Upon the Court the Omission is usually a simple
matter that if presented to a judge at an Evidentiary Hearing would most certainly have to be factored in to the the
Judgment."


In other words, the "gravaman" of our accusations have changed.  Fraud on the court and extrinsic fraud are now
our most serious accusations.  "Fraud on the court" is our "gravaman".


In this language, I believe our current mistake is that we are not addressing the 'gravaman' of our accusations
(which is Fraud on the court).


If what I write is correct, then our highest priority would be to establish the accusation of "Fraud on the court" as
our primary cause of action.  We are currently in possession of overwhelming evidence of "fraud on the court". 
We have also articulated charges of "fraud on the court" in writing with exhibits.


Strangely, even though we have this information Judges presiding over our cases are not allowed to see it.  This
means we are sitting on this information.  We are not acting as if "fraud on the court" is our primary cause of
action.


This, I believe, is a mistake we need to correct.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:
I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not getting the file
to the appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.
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On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be discussed so I am
starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed causes of
action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by officers of
the court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION emerged
against officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of action (fraud
on the court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action should
change to "fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of action are your
current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your primary
cause of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court" as your
primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation – Title 42 Section
1983 but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing secondary causes of action.


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 4:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


A separate important point about accusing someone of fraud is that the accuser must be able to explain how and
when they first learned about the fraud. 


So it is important to ask:  When did we learn about Clinton and Williams committing fraud on the court? 
The answer is: A few months ago.


The defense will have a right to inquire whether you knew about fraud but delayed releasing the information
intentionally.


I do not believe we want to be perceived as knowing about Fraud on the Court but not acting on the knowledge.  Once
we know we should articulate it in written form.  (We have just finished placing the accusations of Fraud on the Court
in written form.)


But once we have it in written form we should introduce it as evidence that can be used in court.  If we do not take
prompt steps to make this evidence valid in court then the question can be asked:  Why didn't we act sooner?


For many reasons I do not believe we want to hoard evidence of fraud privately.  We should have a clear and direct
plan of action for putting it before the eyes of any sitting Judge promptly as valid evidence that can be used in court.


Fraud on the Court should be taken as the 'gravatas' of accusations.  Fraud on the Court and Extrinsic Fraud should
be presented to a Judge as a PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.


(Strangely, it is as if sitting on this information helps perpetrate the fraud on the court AGAINST US.  We will be
helping to keep the fraud going.)


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 2:17 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
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The mistake in our current approach can be seen clearly in the case of Judge Otto granting the Baudin Summary
Judgment over the 2 year statute of limitations issue.


1)  We had the evidence in our possession to refute the argument.  This is the information in the Clinton-Williams
ARDC Complaint.


2) We could not use the evidence in Judge Otto's court.


This is how things will probably end up over and over unless we address the Fraud on the Court as the PRIMARY
CAUSE OF ACTION. 


The primary legal question (in my opinion) should be:  How do you bring the extrinsic evidence of Fraud on the
Court before the judge as valid evidence?


The answer (as I currently understand it) is through Declaratory Judgments until one has enough information to file
a civil rights violation case.  In our special case I believe we already have an overwhelming amount of evidence to
prove Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court.


If we continue on our current course we are simply hoarding evidence of Fraud on the Court and (incorrectly) sitting
on it.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:46 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Paul, let me know when I have your permission to send this message directly to Mr Talerico.  I do not know why
you would try to block information of this nature.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:37 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Mr Talerico can read this later.  Since this is in writing I am going to proceed to explain why I believe your
current course of action is incorrect.


1) In general, you cannot deal with issues involving fraud without addressing the fraud.  If you try I believe you
are falling into a trap.


2) When fraud is involved in producing a result, fraud becomes the primary issue, not the result.


I believe we are currently treating fraud on the court as an additional issue, not as THE PRIMARY ISSUE.  We
currently talk about dealing with it "in a few months" or "later".  I suspect this is because we have not yet
recognized that your PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION HAS CHANGED.


In legal terms I believe that our "gravaman" has changed.  I am using the following definition of "Gravaman":


The “Gravamen” of the Complaint is the part of an accusation that weighs most heavily against the accused;
the substantial part of a charge or complaint.      The Gravamen represents that aspect of the case that if
resolved would most likely bring the case to a close.       In cases of Fraud Upon the Court the Omission is
usually a simple matter that if presented to a judge at an Evidentiary Hearing would most certainly have to be
factored in to the the Judgment."


In other words, the "gravaman" of our accusations have changed.  Fraud on the court and extrinsic fraud are
now our most serious accusations.  "Fraud on the court" is our "gravaman".


In this language, I believe our current mistake is that we are not addressing the 'gravaman' of our accusations
(which is Fraud on the court).


If what I write is correct, then our highest priority would be to establish the accusation of "Fraud on the court" as
our primary cause of action.  We are currently in possession of overwhelming evidence of "fraud on the court". 
We have also articulated charges of "fraud on the court" in writing with exhibits.


Strangely, even though we have this information Judges presiding over our cases are not allowed to see it. 
This means we are sitting on this information.  We are not acting as if "fraud on the court" is our primary cause
of action.


This, I believe, is a mistake we need to correct.
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On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:
I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not getting the
file to the appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.


On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be discussed so I
am starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed causes
of action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by officers
of the court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION emerged
against officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of action
(fraud on the court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action should
change to "fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of action are your
current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your primary
cause of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court" as
your primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation – Title 42
Section 1983 but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing secondary causes of
action.


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 10:52 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Both in 17LA377 and in Otto's court you are involved with cases that were severely damaged by acts of Fraud on the
Court.  You have the evidence of Fraud on the Court.  Yet it seems the cases are being pursued as if you believe you
can win a case that was severely damaged by Fraud on the Court without addressing the Fraud on the Court.


I believe we need a strategy that gets the evidence of Fraud on the Court in front of the eyes of Judge Otto and in
front of the eyes of the Court of Appeals in the case of Popovich and Mast.


I believe we cannot continue to "tip-toe" around the Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court that unquestionably took
place.  I think we could be fools for pursuing the extremely damaged cases without the Judge being informed of the
Fraud on the Court that took place.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 4:09 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
A separate important point about accusing someone of fraud is that the accuser must be able to explain how and
when they first learned about the fraud. 


So it is important to ask:  When did we learn about Clinton and Williams committing fraud on the court? 
The answer is: A few months ago.
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The defense will have a right to inquire whether you knew about fraud but delayed releasing the information
intentionally.


I do not believe we want to be perceived as knowing about Fraud on the Court but not acting on the knowledge. 
Once we know we should articulate it in written form.  (We have just finished placing the accusations of Fraud on
the Court in written form.)


But once we have it in written form we should introduce it as evidence that can be used in court.  If we do not take
prompt steps to make this evidence valid in court then the question can be asked:  Why didn't we act sooner?


For many reasons I do not believe we want to hoard evidence of fraud privately.  We should have a clear and direct
plan of action for putting it before the eyes of any sitting Judge promptly as valid evidence that can be used in court.


Fraud on the Court should be taken as the 'gravatas' of accusations.  Fraud on the Court and Extrinsic Fraud should
be presented to a Judge as a PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.


(Strangely, it is as if sitting on this information helps perpetrate the fraud on the court AGAINST US.  We will be
helping to keep the fraud going.)


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 2:17 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
The mistake in our current approach can be seen clearly in the case of Judge Otto granting the Baudin Summary
Judgment over the 2 year statute of limitations issue.


1)  We had the evidence in our possession to refute the argument.  This is the information in the Clinton-Williams
ARDC Complaint.


2) We could not use the evidence in Judge Otto's court.


This is how things will probably end up over and over unless we address the Fraud on the Court as the PRIMARY
CAUSE OF ACTION. 


The primary legal question (in my opinion) should be:  How do you bring the extrinsic evidence of Fraud on the
Court before the judge as valid evidence?


The answer (as I currently understand it) is through Declaratory Judgments until one has enough information to
file a civil rights violation case.  In our special case I believe we already have an overwhelming amount of
evidence to prove Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court.


If we continue on our current course we are simply hoarding evidence of Fraud on the Court and (incorrectly)
sitting on it.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:46 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Paul, let me know when I have your permission to send this message directly to Mr Talerico.  I do not know why
you would try to block information of this nature.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:37 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Mr Talerico can read this later.  Since this is in writing I am going to proceed to explain why I believe your
current course of action is incorrect.


1) In general, you cannot deal with issues involving fraud without addressing the fraud.  If you try I believe
you are falling into a trap.


2) When fraud is involved in producing a result, fraud becomes the primary issue, not the result.


I believe we are currently treating fraud on the court as an additional issue, not as THE PRIMARY ISSUE. 
We currently talk about dealing with it "in a few months" or "later".  I suspect this is because we have not yet
recognized that your PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION HAS CHANGED.


In legal terms I believe that our "gravaman" has changed.  I am using the following definition of "Gravaman":


The “Gravamen” of the Complaint is the part of an accusation that weighs most heavily against the accused;
the substantial part of a charge or complaint.      The Gravamen represents that aspect of the case that if
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resolved would most likely bring the case to a close.       In cases of Fraud Upon the Court the Omission is
usually a simple matter that if presented to a judge at an Evidentiary Hearing would most certainly have to be
factored in to the the Judgment."


In other words, the "gravaman" of our accusations have changed.  Fraud on the court and extrinsic fraud are
now our most serious accusations.  "Fraud on the court" is our "gravaman".


In this language, I believe our current mistake is that we are not addressing the 'gravaman' of our
accusations (which is Fraud on the court).


If what I write is correct, then our highest priority would be to establish the accusation of "Fraud on the court"
as our primary cause of action.  We are currently in possession of overwhelming evidence of "fraud on the
court".  We have also articulated charges of "fraud on the court" in writing with exhibits.


Strangely, even though we have this information Judges presiding over our cases are not allowed to see it. 
This means we are sitting on this information.  We are not acting as if "fraud on the court" is our primary
cause of action.


This, I believe, is a mistake we need to correct.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:
I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not getting the
file to the appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.


On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be discussed so
I am starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed
causes of action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by
officers of the court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION
emerged against officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of action
(fraud on the court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action should
change to "fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of action are
your current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your
primary cause of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court" as
your primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation – Title 42
Section 1983 but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing secondary causes of
action.


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:12 PM
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To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


My current understanding is there is a way to have a case (or multiple cases) transferred to Federal Court if you can
provide evidence of Fraud on the Court.  We already have the evidence.  Our priority should be to prepare conditions
for transfers to Federal Court based on the clear and convincing evidence we already have of Fraud on the Court.


Why remain in conditions already severely damaged by Fraud on the Court that already took place? You can present
evidence of Fraud on the Court to get the cases transferred out of these damaged conditions.


It makes no sense to continue under conditions created through Fraud without addressing the Fraud.  It seems like a
fool's game.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 10:52 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Both in 17LA377 and in Otto's court you are involved with cases that were severely damaged by acts of Fraud on
the Court.  You have the evidence of Fraud on the Court.  Yet it seems the cases are being pursued as if you
believe you can win a case that was severely damaged by Fraud on the Court without addressing the Fraud on the
Court.


I believe we need a strategy that gets the evidence of Fraud on the Court in front of the eyes of Judge Otto and in
front of the eyes of the Court of Appeals in the case of Popovich and Mast.


I believe we cannot continue to "tip-toe" around the Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court that unquestionably took
place.  I think we could be fools for pursuing the extremely damaged cases without the Judge being informed of the
Fraud on the Court that took place.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 4:09 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
A separate important point about accusing someone of fraud is that the accuser must be able to explain how and
when they first learned about the fraud. 


So it is important to ask:  When did we learn about Clinton and Williams committing fraud on the court? 
The answer is: A few months ago.


The defense will have a right to inquire whether you knew about fraud but delayed releasing the information
intentionally.


I do not believe we want to be perceived as knowing about Fraud on the Court but not acting on the knowledge. 
Once we know we should articulate it in written form.  (We have just finished placing the accusations of Fraud on
the Court in written form.)


But once we have it in written form we should introduce it as evidence that can be used in court.  If we do not take
prompt steps to make this evidence valid in court then the question can be asked:  Why didn't we act sooner?


For many reasons I do not believe we want to hoard evidence of fraud privately.  We should have a clear and
direct plan of action for putting it before the eyes of any sitting Judge promptly as valid evidence that can be used
in court.


Fraud on the Court should be taken as the 'gravatas' of accusations.  Fraud on the Court and Extrinsic Fraud
should be presented to a Judge as a PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.


(Strangely, it is as if sitting on this information helps perpetrate the fraud on the court AGAINST US.  We will be
helping to keep the fraud going.)


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 2:17 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
The mistake in our current approach can be seen clearly in the case of Judge Otto granting the Baudin
Summary Judgment over the 2 year statute of limitations issue.


1)  We had the evidence in our possession to refute the argument.  This is the information in the Clinton-
Williams ARDC Complaint.


2) We could not use the evidence in Judge Otto's court.


This is how things will probably end up over and over unless we address the Fraud on the Court as the
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PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION. 


The primary legal question (in my opinion) should be:  How do you bring the extrinsic evidence of Fraud on the
Court before the judge as valid evidence?


The answer (as I currently understand it) is through Declaratory Judgments until one has enough information to
file a civil rights violation case.  In our special case I believe we already have an overwhelming amount of
evidence to prove Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court.


If we continue on our current course we are simply hoarding evidence of Fraud on the Court and (incorrectly)
sitting on it.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:46 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Paul, let me know when I have your permission to send this message directly to Mr Talerico.  I do not know
why you would try to block information of this nature.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:37 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Mr Talerico can read this later.  Since this is in writing I am going to proceed to explain why I believe your
current course of action is incorrect.


1) In general, you cannot deal with issues involving fraud without addressing the fraud.  If you try I believe
you are falling into a trap.


2) When fraud is involved in producing a result, fraud becomes the primary issue, not the result.


I believe we are currently treating fraud on the court as an additional issue, not as THE PRIMARY ISSUE. 
We currently talk about dealing with it "in a few months" or "later".  I suspect this is because we have not
yet recognized that your PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION HAS CHANGED.


In legal terms I believe that our "gravaman" has changed.  I am using the following definition of
"Gravaman":


The “Gravamen” of the Complaint is the part of an accusation that weighs most heavily against the
accused; the substantial part of a charge or complaint.      The Gravamen represents that aspect of the
case that if resolved would most likely bring the case to a close.       In cases of Fraud Upon the Court the
Omission is usually a simple matter that if presented to a judge at an Evidentiary Hearing would most
certainly have to be factored in to the the Judgment."


In other words, the "gravaman" of our accusations have changed.  Fraud on the court and extrinsic fraud
are now our most serious accusations.  "Fraud on the court" is our "gravaman".


In this language, I believe our current mistake is that we are not addressing the 'gravaman' of our
accusations (which is Fraud on the court).


If what I write is correct, then our highest priority would be to establish the accusation of "Fraud on the
court" as our primary cause of action.  We are currently in possession of overwhelming evidence of "fraud
on the court".  We have also articulated charges of "fraud on the court" in writing with exhibits.


Strangely, even though we have this information Judges presiding over our cases are not allowed to see it. 
This means we are sitting on this information.  We are not acting as if "fraud on the court" is our primary
cause of action.


This, I believe, is a mistake we need to correct.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:
I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not getting
the file to the appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.


On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
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There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be discussed
so I am starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed
causes of action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by
officers of the court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION
emerged against officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of action
(fraud on the court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action
should change to "fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of
action are your current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your
primary cause of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court"
as your primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation –
Title 42 Section 1983 but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing secondary
causes of action.


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:41 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Important quotes: 


"Fraud upon the court" has been defined by the 7th Circuit Court of Appeals to "embrace that species of fraud which
does, or attempts to, defile the court itself, or is a fraud perpetrated by officers of the court so that the judicial
machinery can not perform in the usual manner its impartial task of adjudging cases that are presented for
adjudication." Kenner v. C.I.R., 387 F.3d 689 (1968); 7 Moore's Federal Practice, 2d ed., p. 512, Â¶ 60.23. The 7th
Circuit further stated "a decision produced by fraud upon the court is not in essence a decision at all, and never
becomes final."


""Fraud upon the court" makes void the orders and judgments of that court.
It is also clear and well-settled Illinois law that any attempt to commit "fraud upon the court" vitiates the


entire proceeding. The People of the State of Illinois v. Fred E. Sterling, 357 Ill. 354; 192 N.E. 229 (1934) ("The
maxim that fraud vitiates every transaction into which it enters applies to judgments as well as to contracts and other
transactions."); Allen F. Moore v. Stanley F. Sievers, 336 Ill. 316; 168 N.E. 259 (1929) ("The maxim that fraud vitiates
every transaction into which it enters ..."); In re Village of Willowbrook, 37 Ill.App.2d 393 (1962) ("It is axiomatic that
fraud vitiates everything."); Dunham v. Dunham, 57 Ill.App. 475 (1894), affirmed 162 Ill. 589 (1896); Skelly Oil Co. v.
Universal Oil Products Co., 338 Ill.App. 79, 86 N.E.2d 875, 883-4 (1949); Thomas Stasel v. The American Home
Security Corporation, 362 Ill. 350; 199 N.E. 798 (1935)."


Notice the bold font.  Even an attempt to commit Fraud on the Court voids the entire process.


Since we know all this, and since the evidence you have for Fraud on the Court is so detailed and convincing, why do
we keep sitting on this "time bomb" as if it is real?


If we are already participating in processes that are effectively void by law, why isn't Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the
Court treated as our PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION??
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On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:12 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
My current understanding is there is a way to have a case (or multiple cases) transferred to Federal Court if you can
provide evidence of Fraud on the Court.  We already have the evidence.  Our priority should be to prepare
conditions for transfers to Federal Court based on the clear and convincing evidence we already have of Fraud on
the Court.


Why remain in conditions already severely damaged by Fraud on the Court that already took place? You can
present evidence of Fraud on the Court to get the cases transferred out of these damaged conditions.


It makes no sense to continue under conditions created through Fraud without addressing the Fraud.  It seems like
a fool's game.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 10:52 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Both in 17LA377 and in Otto's court you are involved with cases that were severely damaged by acts of Fraud on
the Court.  You have the evidence of Fraud on the Court.  Yet it seems the cases are being pursued as if you
believe you can win a case that was severely damaged by Fraud on the Court without addressing the Fraud on
the Court.


I believe we need a strategy that gets the evidence of Fraud on the Court in front of the eyes of Judge Otto and in
front of the eyes of the Court of Appeals in the case of Popovich and Mast.


I believe we cannot continue to "tip-toe" around the Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court that unquestionably
took place.  I think we could be fools for pursuing the extremely damaged cases without the Judge being informed
of the Fraud on the Court that took place.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 4:09 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
A separate important point about accusing someone of fraud is that the accuser must be able to explain how
and when they first learned about the fraud. 


So it is important to ask:  When did we learn about Clinton and Williams committing fraud on the court? 
The answer is: A few months ago.


The defense will have a right to inquire whether you knew about fraud but delayed releasing the information
intentionally.


I do not believe we want to be perceived as knowing about Fraud on the Court but not acting on the
knowledge.  Once we know we should articulate it in written form.  (We have just finished placing the
accusations of Fraud on the Court in written form.)


But once we have it in written form we should introduce it as evidence that can be used in court.  If we do not
take prompt steps to make this evidence valid in court then the question can be asked:  Why didn't we act
sooner?


For many reasons I do not believe we want to hoard evidence of fraud privately.  We should have a clear and
direct plan of action for putting it before the eyes of any sitting Judge promptly as valid evidence that can be
used in court.


Fraud on the Court should be taken as the 'gravatas' of accusations.  Fraud on the Court and Extrinsic Fraud
should be presented to a Judge as a PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.


(Strangely, it is as if sitting on this information helps perpetrate the fraud on the court AGAINST US.  We will be
helping to keep the fraud going.)


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 2:17 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
The mistake in our current approach can be seen clearly in the case of Judge Otto granting the Baudin
Summary Judgment over the 2 year statute of limitations issue.


1)  We had the evidence in our possession to refute the argument.  This is the information in the Clinton-
Williams ARDC Complaint.
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2) We could not use the evidence in Judge Otto's court.


This is how things will probably end up over and over unless we address the Fraud on the Court as the
PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION. 


The primary legal question (in my opinion) should be:  How do you bring the extrinsic evidence of Fraud on
the Court before the judge as valid evidence?


The answer (as I currently understand it) is through Declaratory Judgments until one has enough information
to file a civil rights violation case.  In our special case I believe we already have an overwhelming amount of
evidence to prove Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court.


If we continue on our current course we are simply hoarding evidence of Fraud on the Court and (incorrectly)
sitting on it.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:46 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Paul, let me know when I have your permission to send this message directly to Mr Talerico.  I do not know
why you would try to block information of this nature.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:37 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Mr Talerico can read this later.  Since this is in writing I am going to proceed to explain why I believe your
current course of action is incorrect.


1) In general, you cannot deal with issues involving fraud without addressing the fraud.  If you try I
believe you are falling into a trap.


2) When fraud is involved in producing a result, fraud becomes the primary issue, not the result.


I believe we are currently treating fraud on the court as an additional issue, not as THE PRIMARY
ISSUE.  We currently talk about dealing with it "in a few months" or "later".  I suspect this is because we
have not yet recognized that your PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION HAS CHANGED.


In legal terms I believe that our "gravaman" has changed.  I am using the following definition of
"Gravaman":


The “Gravamen” of the Complaint is the part of an accusation that weighs most heavily against the
accused; the substantial part of a charge or complaint.      The Gravamen represents that aspect of the
case that if resolved would most likely bring the case to a close.       In cases of Fraud Upon the Court
the Omission is usually a simple matter that if presented to a judge at an Evidentiary Hearing would most
certainly have to be factored in to the the Judgment."


In other words, the "gravaman" of our accusations have changed.  Fraud on the court and extrinsic fraud
are now our most serious accusations.  "Fraud on the court" is our "gravaman".


In this language, I believe our current mistake is that we are not addressing the 'gravaman' of our
accusations (which is Fraud on the court).


If what I write is correct, then our highest priority would be to establish the accusation of "Fraud on the
court" as our primary cause of action.  We are currently in possession of overwhelming evidence of
"fraud on the court".  We have also articulated charges of "fraud on the court" in writing with exhibits.


Strangely, even though we have this information Judges presiding over our cases are not allowed to see
it.  This means we are sitting on this information.  We are not acting as if "fraud on the court" is our
primary cause of action.


This, I believe, is a mistake we need to correct.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:
I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not
getting the file to the appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.
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On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be
discussed so I am starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint listed
causes of action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by
officers of the court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION
emerged against officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of
action (fraud on the court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is a
mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action
should change to "fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of
action are your current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your
primary cause of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the court"
as your primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights Violation –
Title 42 Section 1983 but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing secondary
causes of action.


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Sat, Sep 2, 2023 at 12:38 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Let's look closely at 2 small quotes:


"The maxim that fraud vitiates every transaction into which it enters ..."


"It is axiomatic that fraud vitiates everything."


This is why we cannot address Fraud on the Court "later" or "in a few months".  This is why Fraud on the Court and
Extrinsic Fraud must be our 'gravatas'.  The nature of fraud destroys everything it touches.  Everything around the
fraud could be voided.  We have no choice but to see the current cases as tainted by fraud, large portions of which
may be voided very soon.


If large elements of these cases become void due to the taint of fraud, then the Fraud on the Court and Extrinsic
Fraud become THE MAIN ISSUE.  Because fraud voids everything it touches, our current strategy of dealing with
Fraud on the Court at some later date seems to make no sense.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:41 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Important quotes: 


"Fraud upon the court" has been defined by the 7th Circuit Court of Appeals to "embrace that species of fraud which
does, or attempts to, defile the court itself, or is a fraud perpetrated by officers of the court so that the judicial
machinery can not perform in the usual manner its impartial task of adjudging cases that are presented for
adjudication." Kenner v. C.I.R., 387 F.3d 689 (1968); 7 Moore's Federal Practice, 2d ed., p. 512, Â¶ 60.23. The 7th
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Circuit further stated "a decision produced by fraud upon the court is not in essence a decision at all, and never
becomes final."


""Fraud upon the court" makes void the orders and judgments of that court.
It is also clear and well-settled Illinois law that any attempt to commit "fraud upon the court" vitiates


the entire proceeding. The People of the State of Illinois v. Fred E. Sterling, 357 Ill. 354; 192 N.E. 229 (1934) ("The
maxim that fraud vitiates every transaction into which it enters applies to judgments as well as to contracts and
other transactions."); Allen F. Moore v. Stanley F. Sievers, 336 Ill. 316; 168 N.E. 259 (1929) ("The maxim that fraud
vitiates every transaction into which it enters ..."); In re Village of Willowbrook, 37 Ill.App.2d 393 (1962) ("It is
axiomatic that fraud vitiates everything."); Dunham v. Dunham, 57 Ill.App. 475 (1894), affirmed 162 Ill. 589 (1896);
Skelly Oil Co. v. Universal Oil Products Co., 338 Ill.App. 79, 86 N.E.2d 875, 883-4 (1949); Thomas Stasel v. The
American Home Security Corporation, 362 Ill. 350; 199 N.E. 798 (1935)."


Notice the bold font.  Even an attempt to commit Fraud on the Court voids the entire process.


Since we know all this, and since the evidence you have for Fraud on the Court is so detailed and convincing, why
do we keep sitting on this "time bomb" as if it is real?


If we are already participating in processes that are effectively void by law, why isn't Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on
the Court treated as our PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION??


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:12 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
My current understanding is there is a way to have a case (or multiple cases) transferred to Federal Court if you
can provide evidence of Fraud on the Court.  We already have the evidence.  Our priority should be to prepare
conditions for transfers to Federal Court based on the clear and convincing evidence we already have of Fraud on
the Court.


Why remain in conditions already severely damaged by Fraud on the Court that already took place? You can
present evidence of Fraud on the Court to get the cases transferred out of these damaged conditions.


It makes no sense to continue under conditions created through Fraud without addressing the Fraud.  It seems
like a fool's game.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 10:52 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Both in 17LA377 and in Otto's court you are involved with cases that were severely damaged by acts of Fraud
on the Court.  You have the evidence of Fraud on the Court.  Yet it seems the cases are being pursued as if
you believe you can win a case that was severely damaged by Fraud on the Court without addressing the
Fraud on the Court.


I believe we need a strategy that gets the evidence of Fraud on the Court in front of the eyes of Judge Otto and
in front of the eyes of the Court of Appeals in the case of Popovich and Mast.


I believe we cannot continue to "tip-toe" around the Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court that unquestionably
took place.  I think we could be fools for pursuing the extremely damaged cases without the Judge being
informed of the Fraud on the Court that took place.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 4:09 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
A separate important point about accusing someone of fraud is that the accuser must be able to explain how
and when they first learned about the fraud. 


So it is important to ask:  When did we learn about Clinton and Williams committing fraud on the court? 
The answer is: A few months ago.


The defense will have a right to inquire whether you knew about fraud but delayed releasing the information
intentionally.


I do not believe we want to be perceived as knowing about Fraud on the Court but not acting on the
knowledge.  Once we know we should articulate it in written form.  (We have just finished placing the
accusations of Fraud on the Court in written form.)


But once we have it in written form we should introduce it as evidence that can be used in court.  If we do not
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take prompt steps to make this evidence valid in court then the question can be asked:  Why didn't we act
sooner?


For many reasons I do not believe we want to hoard evidence of fraud privately.  We should have a clear and
direct plan of action for putting it before the eyes of any sitting Judge promptly as valid evidence that can be
used in court.


Fraud on the Court should be taken as the 'gravatas' of accusations.  Fraud on the Court and Extrinsic Fraud
should be presented to a Judge as a PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.


(Strangely, it is as if sitting on this information helps perpetrate the fraud on the court AGAINST US.  We will
be helping to keep the fraud going.)


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 2:17 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
The mistake in our current approach can be seen clearly in the case of Judge Otto granting the Baudin
Summary Judgment over the 2 year statute of limitations issue.


1)  We had the evidence in our possession to refute the argument.  This is the information in the Clinton-
Williams ARDC Complaint.


2) We could not use the evidence in Judge Otto's court.


This is how things will probably end up over and over unless we address the Fraud on the Court as the
PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION. 


The primary legal question (in my opinion) should be:  How do you bring the extrinsic evidence of Fraud on
the Court before the judge as valid evidence?


The answer (as I currently understand it) is through Declaratory Judgments until one has enough
information to file a civil rights violation case.  In our special case I believe we already have an
overwhelming amount of evidence to prove Extrinsic Fraud and Fraud on the Court.


If we continue on our current course we are simply hoarding evidence of Fraud on the Court and
(incorrectly) sitting on it.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:46 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Paul, let me know when I have your permission to send this message directly to Mr Talerico.  I do not
know why you would try to block information of this nature.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 11:37 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
Mr Talerico can read this later.  Since this is in writing I am going to proceed to explain why I believe
your current course of action is incorrect.


1) In general, you cannot deal with issues involving fraud without addressing the fraud.  If you try I
believe you are falling into a trap.


2) When fraud is involved in producing a result, fraud becomes the primary issue, not the result.


I believe we are currently treating fraud on the court as an additional issue, not as THE PRIMARY
ISSUE.  We currently talk about dealing with it "in a few months" or "later".  I suspect this is because
we have not yet recognized that your PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION HAS CHANGED.


In legal terms I believe that our "gravaman" has changed.  I am using the following definition of
"Gravaman":


The “Gravamen” of the Complaint is the part of an accusation that weighs most heavily against the
accused; the substantial part of a charge or complaint.      The Gravamen represents that aspect of the
case that if resolved would most likely bring the case to a close.       In cases of Fraud Upon the Court
the Omission is usually a simple matter that if presented to a judge at an Evidentiary Hearing would
most certainly have to be factored in to the the Judgment."


In other words, the "gravaman" of our accusations have changed.  Fraud on the court and extrinsic
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fraud are now our most serious accusations.  "Fraud on the court" is our "gravaman".


In this language, I believe our current mistake is that we are not addressing the 'gravaman' of our
accusations (which is Fraud on the court).


If what I write is correct, then our highest priority would be to establish the accusation of "Fraud on the
court" as our primary cause of action.  We are currently in possession of overwhelming evidence of
"fraud on the court".  We have also articulated charges of "fraud on the court" in writing with exhibits.


Strangely, even though we have this information Judges presiding over our cases are not allowed to
see it.  This means we are sitting on this information.  We are not acting as if "fraud on the court" is our
primary cause of action.


This, I believe, is a mistake we need to correct.


On Fri, Sep 1, 2023 at 9:50 AM Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:
I believe you are correct, however Mr Talarico is putting out a fire this morning due to a clerk not
getting the file to the appellate court on time.


Please refrain from bothering him till the fire is out.


On Sep 1, 2023, at 9:45 AM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


There are a few things that I believe we are doing incorrectly.  This needs to be
discussed so I am starting this email thread to explain my position.


1) When Dulberg filed lawsuit 17LA377 against Popovich and Mast the complaint
listed causes of action.


2) During the law and motion portion of 17LA377 fraud on the court was committed by
officers of the court.


3) When we discovered fraud on the court taking place a NEW CAUSE OF ACTION
emerged against officers of the court committing fraud on the court.


The problem we are experiencing is that we did not recognize that the new cause of
action (fraud on the court) is now the PRIMARY CAUSE OF ACTION.  I believe this is
a mistake.


Once you know about the fraud on the court (like now), your primary cause of action
should change to "fraud on the court" and "extrinsic fraud".  Your secondary causes of
action are your current lawsuits.


You cannot wait to act on the fraud.  You have to act on the fraud on the court as your
primary cause of action.


What you are doing wrong in my opinion is that you do not recognize "fraud on the
court" as your primary cause of action.  You already have a case under  Civil Rights
Violation – Title 42 Section 1983 but you are not acting on it because you are pursuing
secondary causes of action.
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T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider.
8 messages


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 2:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>, Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


Each document is only 4 or 5 pages.


The theory in each document is that we can introduce newly discovered information. This information is so newly
discovered that Mr Talerico hasn't even seen it yet.


Mr Talerico, please consider this approach and let me know what you think. 


2 attachments


sample Dulberg Surreply1.pdf
228K


sample Motion to Reconsider1.pdf
195K


Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 5:31 PM
To: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Gentlemen,


regarding the "sur-reply"


I am sad to inform you that what you have sent me is not a counter-affidavit in form or contents


Addi�onally, it is not a sur-reply because you have not shown where Allstate raises issues that were not
raised in Allstate's Mo�on for Summary Judgment nor raised in Dulberg response to Allstate's Mo�on for
summary judgment.. 


Whether it is 4 or 5 or 6 pages I strongly cau�on that what you have wri�en, is a mo�on to amend the
pleadings and should be carefully reviewed and properly supported by relevant case law.


At this point I have used up most of the �me I set aside to prepare for the hearing on September 21,
2023.


If i am to use tomorrow to fix the problem and get a mo�on on file, I will not have �me to review at all.


Rather than appear and let the judge ques�on me about things I have not prepared for, I think another
approach would be advisable.


I am sorry that the representa�on has come to this point but sanc�ons and contempt cita�ons are a tool
the Honorable Judge has available.


I am not the a�orney for going forward as I am swimming against your current and i have not gone
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forward with my a�empt to hire a part-�me a�orney or retain co-counsel.


Respec�ully,


Alphonse A. Talarico esq. 


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 2:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>; Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.
com>
Subject: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Mo�on to Reconsider.


Each document is only 4 or 5 pages.


The theory in each document is that we can introduce newly discovered information. This information is so newly
discovered that Mr Talerico hasn't even seen it yet.


Mr Talerico, please consider this approach and let me know what you think. 


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 6:45 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


The legal question is: You are stating that we cannot present clear and convincing evidence of Fraud on the court in
12LA178 involving Allstate or clear and convincing evidence of Fraud on the Court in 17LA377 concealing the fraud in
12LA178 to Judge Otto.


I have been trying to get evidence of fraud on the court in front of Judge Otto since July.  I have it all prepared.


Paul and I want to show the evidence we have of Fraud on the Court involving Allstate to Judge Otto.


I want to raise the issue of newly discovered Fraud on the Court to Judge Otto.  You seem to be claiming we risk
being in contempt if we raise the issue and give the evidence.


This seems to be our only difference. I really want us to be clear about how and when we can get the clear and
convincing evidence for fraud on the court in case 12LA178 and case17LA377 (in the thumbdrive) entered as part of
the common law record.  Yo never told us how to do it and we have been trying to do it since July.


I believe we are in agreement about everything except that.  Let's work it out tomorrow.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 5:31 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:
Gentlemen,


regarding the "sur-reply"


I am sad to inform you that what you have sent me is not a counter-affidavit in form or contents


Addi�onally, it is not a sur-reply because you have not shown where Allstate raises issues that were
not raised in Allstate's Mo�on for Summary Judgment nor raised in Dulberg response to Allstate's
Mo�on for summary judgment.. 


Whether it is 4 or 5 or 6 pages I strongly cau�on that what you have wri�en, is a mo�on to amend the
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pleadings and should be carefully reviewed and properly supported by relevant case law.


At this point I have used up most of the �me I set aside to prepare for the hearing on September 21,
2023.


If i am to use tomorrow to fix the problem and get a mo�on on file, I will not have �me to review at all.


Rather than appear and let the judge ques�on me about things I have not prepared for, I think another
approach would be advisable.


I am sorry that the representa�on has come to this point but sanc�ons and contempt cita�ons are a
tool the Honorable Judge has available.


I am not the a�orney for going forward as I am swimming against your current and i have not gone
forward with my a�empt to hire a part-�me a�orney or retain co-counsel.


Respec�ully,


Alphonse A. Talarico esq. 


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 2:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>; Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.
com>
Subject: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Mo�on to Reconsider.


Each document is only 4 or 5 pages.


The theory in each document is that we can introduce newly discovered information. This information is so newly
discovered that Mr Talerico hasn't even seen it yet.


Mr Talerico, please consider this approach and let me know what you think. 


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 8:02 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


Alphonse wrote, " I think another approach would be advisable."  We are open to that.  We don't want to swim against
your current.  Sorry but we didn't know how to write a proper sur-reply.  If you can help guide us we can do it tomorrow
so you can have time to prepare. Thanks.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 6:45 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
The legal question is: You are stating that we cannot present clear and convincing evidence of Fraud on the court in
12LA178 involving Allstate or clear and convincing evidence of Fraud on the Court in 17LA377 concealing the fraud
in 12LA178 to Judge Otto.


I have been trying to get evidence of fraud on the court in front of Judge Otto since July.  I have it all prepared.


Paul and I want to show the evidence we have of Fraud on the Court involving Allstate to Judge Otto.


I want to raise the issue of newly discovered Fraud on the Court to Judge Otto.  You seem to be claiming we risk
being in contempt if we raise the issue and give the evidence.
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This seems to be our only difference. I really want us to be clear about how and when we can get the clear and
convincing evidence for fraud on the court in case 12LA178 and case17LA377 (in the thumbdrive) entered as part
of the common law record.  Yo never told us how to do it and we have been trying to do it since July.


I believe we are in agreement about everything except that.  Let's work it out tomorrow.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 5:31 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:
Gentlemen,


regarding the "sur-reply"


I am sad to inform you that what you have sent me is not a counter-affidavit in form or contents


Addi�onally, it is not a sur-reply because you have not shown where Allstate raises issues that were
not raised in Allstate's Mo�on for Summary Judgment nor raised in Dulberg response to Allstate's
Mo�on for summary judgment.. 


Whether it is 4 or 5 or 6 pages I strongly cau�on that what you have wri�en, is a mo�on to amend
the pleadings and should be carefully reviewed and properly supported by relevant case law.


At this point I have used up most of the �me I set aside to prepare for the hearing on September 21,
2023.


If i am to use tomorrow to fix the problem and get a mo�on on file, I will not have �me to review at
all.


Rather than appear and let the judge ques�on me about things I have not prepared for, I think
another approach would be advisable.


I am sorry that the representa�on has come to this point but sanc�ons and contempt cita�ons are a
tool the Honorable Judge has available.


I am not the a�orney for going forward as I am swimming against your current and i have not gone
forward with my a�empt to hire a part-�me a�orney or retain co-counsel.


Respec�ully,


Alphonse A. Talarico esq. 


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 2:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>; Alphonse Talarico <contact@
lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Mo�on to Reconsider.


Each document is only 4 or 5 pages.


The theory in each document is that we can introduce newly discovered information. This information is so newly
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discovered that Mr Talerico hasn't even seen it yet.


Mr Talerico, please consider this approach and let me know what you think. 


Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 8:09 PM
To: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Obviously we cannot communicate, I have been showing you step by step how to accomplish, but sadly my advice
has been ignored.


Sent from my iPhone


On Sep 19, 2023, at 8:02 PM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


Alphonse wrote, " I think another approach would be advisable."  We are open to that.  We don't want to
swim against your current.  Sorry but we didn't know how to write a proper sur-reply.  If you can help
guide us we can do it tomorrow so you can have time to prepare. Thanks.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 6:45 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
The legal question is: You are stating that we cannot present clear and convincing evidence of Fraud
on the court in 12LA178 involving Allstate or clear and convincing evidence of Fraud on the Court in
17LA377 concealing the fraud in 12LA178 to Judge Otto.


I have been trying to get evidence of fraud on the court in front of Judge Otto since July.  I have it all
prepared.


Paul and I want to show the evidence we have of Fraud on the Court involving Allstate to Judge Otto.


I want to raise the issue of newly discovered Fraud on the Court to Judge Otto.  You seem to be
claiming we risk being in contempt if we raise the issue and give the evidence.


This seems to be our only difference. I really want us to be clear about how and when we can get the
clear and convincing evidence for fraud on the court in case 12LA178 and case17LA377 (in the
thumbdrive) entered as part of the common law record.  Yo never told us how to do it and we have
been trying to do it since July.


I believe we are in agreement about everything except that.  Let's work it out tomorrow.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 5:31 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
wrote:


Gentlemen,


regarding the "sur-reply"


I am sad to inform you that what you have sent me is not a counter-affidavit in form or
contents


Addi�onally, it is not a sur-reply because you have not shown where Allstate raises
issues that were not raised in Allstate's Mo�on for Summary Judgment nor raised in
Dulberg response to Allstate's Mo�on for summary judgment.. 


Whether it is 4 or 5 or 6 pages I strongly cau�on that what you have wri�en, is a mo�on
to amend the pleadings and should be carefully reviewed and properly supported by
relevant case law.
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At this point I have used up most of the �me I set aside to prepare for the hearing on
September 21, 2023.


If i am to use tomorrow to fix the problem and get a mo�on on file, I will not have �me
to review at all.


Rather than appear and let the judge ques�on me about things I have not prepared for, I
think another approach would be advisable.


I am sorry that the representa�on has come to this point but sanc�ons and contempt
cita�ons are a tool the Honorable Judge has available.


I am not the a�orney for going forward as I am swimming against your current and i
have not gone forward with my a�empt to hire a part-�me a�orney or retain co-
counsel.


Respec�ully,


Alphonse A. Talarico esq. 


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 2:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>; Alphonse Talarico <contact@
lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Mo�on to Reconsider.


Each document is only 4 or 5 pages.


The theory in each document is that we can introduce newly discovered information. This
information is so newly discovered that Mr Talerico hasn't even seen it yet.


Mr Talerico, please consider this approach and let me know what you think. 


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Wed, Sep 20, 2023 at 4:36 AM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


 I admit my attempt to admit new facts and not focus on Count V alone is wrong.  I can see that the hearing is only
about Count V and I have mistakenly tried to admit new facts (of fraud).


My fault.  I apologize.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 8:09 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:
Obviously we cannot communicate, I have been showing you step by step how to accomplish, but sadly my advice
has been ignored.


Sent from my iPhone


On Sep 19, 2023, at 8:02 PM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
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Alphonse wrote, " I think another approach would be advisable."  We are open to that.  We don't want
to swim against your current.  Sorry but we didn't know how to write a proper sur-reply.  If you can
help guide us we can do it tomorrow so you can have time to prepare. Thanks.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 6:45 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
The legal question is: You are stating that we cannot present clear and convincing evidence of
Fraud on the court in 12LA178 involving Allstate or clear and convincing evidence of Fraud on the
Court in 17LA377 concealing the fraud in 12LA178 to Judge Otto.


I have been trying to get evidence of fraud on the court in front of Judge Otto since July.  I have it all
prepared.


Paul and I want to show the evidence we have of Fraud on the Court involving Allstate to Judge
Otto.


I want to raise the issue of newly discovered Fraud on the Court to Judge Otto.  You seem to be
claiming we risk being in contempt if we raise the issue and give the evidence.


This seems to be our only difference. I really want us to be clear about how and when we can get
the clear and convincing evidence for fraud on the court in case 12LA178 and case17LA377 (in the
thumbdrive) entered as part of the common law record.  Yo never told us how to do it and we have
been trying to do it since July.


I believe we are in agreement about everything except that.  Let's work it out tomorrow.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 5:31 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
wrote:


Gentlemen,


regarding the "sur-reply"


I am sad to inform you that what you have sent me is not a counter-affidavit in form or
contents


Addi�onally, it is not a sur-reply because you have not shown where Allstate raises
issues that were not raised in Allstate's Mo�on for Summary Judgment nor raised in
Dulberg response to Allstate's Mo�on for summary judgment.. 


Whether it is 4 or 5 or 6 pages I strongly cau�on that what you have wri�en, is a
mo�on to amend the pleadings and should be carefully reviewed and properly
supported by relevant case law.


At this point I have used up most of the �me I set aside to prepare for the hearing on
September 21, 2023.


If i am to use tomorrow to fix the problem and get a mo�on on file, I will not have
�me to review at all.


Rather than appear and let the judge ques�on me about things I have not prepared
for, I think another approach would be advisable.


I am sorry that the representa�on has come to this point but sanc�ons and contempt
cita�ons are a tool the Honorable Judge has available.


Gmail - sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider. https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...


7 of 12 12/30/2023, 12:41 PM


FI
LE


D
 D


AT
E:


 3
/1


7/
20


25
 1


2:
00


 A
M


   
20


22
L0


10
90


5







Exhibit BL 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 57_Complete legal argument between Talarico and Allstate/2023-09-20_Gmail - sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider..pdf


I am not the a�orney for going forward as I am swimming against your current and i
have not gone forward with my a�empt to hire a part-�me a�orney or retain co-
counsel.


Respec�ully,


Alphonse A. Talarico esq. 


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 2:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>; Alphonse Talarico <contact@
lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Mo�on to Reconsider.


Each document is only 4 or 5 pages.


The theory in each document is that we can introduce newly discovered information. This
information is so newly discovered that Mr Talerico hasn't even seen it yet.


Mr Talerico, please consider this approach and let me know what you think. 


T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> Wed, Sep 20, 2023 at 8:41 AM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>


---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Date: Wed, Sep 20, 2023 at 4:36 AM
Subject: Re: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider.
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>


 I admit my attempt to admit new facts and not focus on Count V alone is wrong.  I can see that the hearing is only
about Count V and I have mistakenly tried to admit new facts (of fraud).


My fault.  I apologize.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 8:09 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:
Obviously we cannot communicate, I have been showing you step by step how to accomplish, but sadly my advice
has been ignored.


Sent from my iPhone


On Sep 19, 2023, at 8:02 PM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


Alphonse wrote, " I think another approach would be advisable."  We are open to that.  We don't want
to swim against your current.  Sorry but we didn't know how to write a proper sur-reply.  If you can
help guide us we can do it tomorrow so you can have time to prepare. Thanks.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 6:45 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


Gmail - sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider. https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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The legal question is: You are stating that we cannot present clear and convincing evidence of
Fraud on the court in 12LA178 involving Allstate or clear and convincing evidence of Fraud on the
Court in 17LA377 concealing the fraud in 12LA178 to Judge Otto.


I have been trying to get evidence of fraud on the court in front of Judge Otto since July.  I have it all
prepared.


Paul and I want to show the evidence we have of Fraud on the Court involving Allstate to Judge
Otto.


I want to raise the issue of newly discovered Fraud on the Court to Judge Otto.  You seem to be
claiming we risk being in contempt if we raise the issue and give the evidence.


This seems to be our only difference. I really want us to be clear about how and when we can get
the clear and convincing evidence for fraud on the court in case 12LA178 and case17LA377 (in the
thumbdrive) entered as part of the common law record.  Yo never told us how to do it and we have
been trying to do it since July.


I believe we are in agreement about everything except that.  Let's work it out tomorrow.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 5:31 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
wrote:


Gentlemen,


regarding the "sur-reply"


I am sad to inform you that what you have sent me is not a counter-affidavit in form or
contents


Addi�onally, it is not a sur-reply because you have not shown where Allstate raises
issues that were not raised in Allstate's Mo�on for Summary Judgment nor raised in
Dulberg response to Allstate's Mo�on for summary judgment.. 


Whether it is 4 or 5 or 6 pages I strongly cau�on that what you have wri�en, is a
mo�on to amend the pleadings and should be carefully reviewed and properly
supported by relevant case law.


At this point I have used up most of the �me I set aside to prepare for the hearing on
September 21, 2023.


If i am to use tomorrow to fix the problem and get a mo�on on file, I will not have
�me to review at all.


Rather than appear and let the judge ques�on me about things I have not prepared
for, I think another approach would be advisable.


I am sorry that the representa�on has come to this point but sanc�ons and contempt
cita�ons are a tool the Honorable Judge has available.


I am not the a�orney for going forward as I am swimming against your current and i
have not gone forward with my a�empt to hire a part-�me a�orney or retain co-
counsel.


Respec�ully,


Gmail - sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider. https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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Alphonse A. Talarico esq. 


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 2:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>; Alphonse Talarico <contact@
lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Mo�on to Reconsider.


Each document is only 4 or 5 pages.


The theory in each document is that we can introduce newly discovered information. This
information is so newly discovered that Mr Talerico hasn't even seen it yet.


Mr Talerico, please consider this approach and let me know what you think. 


Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> Wed, Sep 20, 2023 at 11:19 AM
To: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


No problem


thank you


your help has been greatly appreciated


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2023 4:36 AM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: Re: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Mo�on to Reconsider.


 I admit my attempt to admit new facts and not focus on Count V alone is wrong.  I can see that the hearing is only
about Count V and I have mistakenly tried to admit new facts (of fraud).


My fault.  I apologize.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 8:09 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:
Obviously we cannot communicate, I have been showing you step by step how to accomplish, but sadly my advice
has been ignored.


Sent from my iPhone


On Sep 19, 2023, at 8:02 PM, T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


Alphonse wrote, " I think another approach would be advisable."  We are open to that.  We don't want
to swim against your current.  Sorry but we didn't know how to write a proper sur-reply.  If you can
help guide us we can do it tomorrow so you can have time to prepare. Thanks.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 6:45 PM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:
The legal question is: You are stating that we cannot present clear and convincing evidence of
Fraud on the court in 12LA178 involving Allstate or clear and convincing evidence of Fraud on the


Gmail - sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider. https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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Court in 17LA377 concealing the fraud in 12LA178 to Judge Otto.


I have been trying to get evidence of fraud on the court in front of Judge Otto since July.  I have it all
prepared.


Paul and I want to show the evidence we have of Fraud on the Court involving Allstate to Judge
Otto.


I want to raise the issue of newly discovered Fraud on the Court to Judge Otto.  You seem to be
claiming we risk being in contempt if we raise the issue and give the evidence.


This seems to be our only difference. I really want us to be clear about how and when we can get
the clear and convincing evidence for fraud on the court in case 12LA178 and case17LA377 (in the
thumbdrive) entered as part of the common law record.  Yo never told us how to do it and we have
been trying to do it since July.


I believe we are in agreement about everything except that.  Let's work it out tomorrow.


On Tue, Sep 19, 2023 at 5:31 PM Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
wrote:


Gentlemen,


regarding the "sur-reply"


I am sad to inform you that what you have sent me is not a counter-affidavit in form or
contents


Addi�onally, it is not a sur-reply because you have not shown where Allstate raises
issues that were not raised in Allstate's Mo�on for Summary Judgment nor raised in
Dulberg response to Allstate's Mo�on for summary judgment.. 


Whether it is 4 or 5 or 6 pages I strongly cau�on that what you have wri�en, is a
mo�on to amend the pleadings and should be carefully reviewed and properly
supported by relevant case law.


At this point I have used up most of the �me I set aside to prepare for the hearing on
September 21, 2023.


If i am to use tomorrow to fix the problem and get a mo�on on file, I will not have
�me to review at all.


Rather than appear and let the judge ques�on me about things I have not prepared
for, I think another approach would be advisable.


I am sorry that the representa�on has come to this point but sanc�ons and contempt
cita�ons are a tool the Honorable Judge has available.


I am not the a�orney for going forward as I am swimming against your current and i
have not gone forward with my a�empt to hire a part-�me a�orney or retain co-
counsel.


Respec�ully,


Gmail - sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider. https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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Alphonse A. Talarico esq. 


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, September 19, 2023 2:09 PM
To: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>; Alphonse Talarico <contact@
lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Mo�on to Reconsider.


Each document is only 4 or 5 pages.


The theory in each document is that we can introduce newly discovered information. This
information is so newly discovered that Mr Talerico hasn't even seen it yet.


Mr Talerico, please consider this approach and let me know what you think. 


Gmail - sample Allstate Surreply and sample Baudin Motion to Reconsider. https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...
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PRIME MOVERS OF A SYSTEM OF FRAUD CAN BE IDENTIFIED BY WATCHING 
FOR WHO CONSISTENTLY BENEFITS FROM FRAUDULENT ACTIONS


A system of fraud is designed to hide and disguise the prime movers who are driving the fraud. 
If fraud is detected the system is designed to focus the blame on various levels of decoys and to 
take various fall back positions.


One way to see past the disguises and fall back positions is to record and examine who 
consistently benefited from individual acts by Dulberg’s retained attorneys.


TABLE 16:  INDIVIDUAL ACTS BY DULBERG’S RETAINED ATTORNEYS 
COMPARED TO WHO BENEFITED FROM THE ACTS


INDIVIDUAL ACTIONS OF DULBERG’S RETAINED 
ATTORNEYS


DID 
ALLSTATE 
BENEFIT?


DID  
DULBERG 
BENEFIT?


Popovich and Mast redirected medical lien liability from 
the Defendants to Plaintiff


Yes No


Popovich and Mast forged documents and destroyed 
evidence (at least 15 examples)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the interrogatory and 
document production process to sabotage client’s case 
and to benefit defendants (in collaboration with opposing 
attorneys)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast suppressed information on mental 
health issues related to Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the deposition process 
to sabotage client’s case and to benefit defendants in 
collaboration with opposing attorneys (9 out of 10 
depositions have no valid certification pages)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon effectively 
admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon committed 
perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Carolyn McGuire 
committed perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast committed settlement fraud Yes No
Popovich and Mast violated federal bankruptcy laws Yes No
Balke contracted with Dulberg (who Balke knew had no 
standing as plaintiff) and not with the Bankruptcy Trustee 
(who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


Balke told Dulberg (about 11 weeks later) he would 
withdraw counsel if Dulberg does not settle with Allstate 
for $50,000


Yes No


The Baudins contracted with Dulberg (who Baudins 
knew had no standing as plaintiff) instead of with the 
Bankruptcy Trustee (who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


The Baudins knew or should have known Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013


Yes No


The Baudins moved to cap the value of PI case 12LA178 
(with defendants Allstate alone)


Yes No


The Baudins closed the deal with an upper cap of $300,000 
(in violation of the automatic stay)


Yes No


The Baudins coerced Dulberg to agree and misinformed 
him of where the ‘upper cap’ came from


Yes No


The Baudins moved to contract with Bankruptcy Trustee 
only after capping value of 12LA178


Yes No


The Baudins misled Bankruptcy Judge that Dulberg 
wanted Binding Mediation (about 11 weeks after the deal 
was closed) 


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed key 
evidence in collaboration with each other (Tilschner v 
Spangler certified slip ruling)


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
the admission of negligence by Defendant Gagnon 
for Dulberg’s injury in underlying case 12LA178 in 
collaboration with each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
Bankruptcy and Violations of Federal Bankruptcy Laws 
(automatic stay, loss of standing to pursue claim, capping 
value of assets in BK estate, etc) in collaboration with 
each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed true 
sources of $300,000 upper cap on the value of the PI claim 
in collaboration with each other


Yes No


Clinton-Williams concealed Dulberg’s bankruptcy (from 
the 17LA377 Common Law Record and Reports of 
Proceedings)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed emails from Saul Ferris Yes No
Suppress key evidence (Tilschner v Spangler certified slip 
ruling)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed large numbers of emails 
from Brad Balke


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing attorney 
to flood Dulberg with over 6,000 documents just before 
Clinton-Williams withdrew as Dulberg’s counsel


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed all information on what the 
Baudins did to Dulberg


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed evidence that Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013.


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
suppress Barch documents before Dulberg’s deposition


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
weaken verification pages of discovery production


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel 
during the deposition of Hans Mast and after. Cannot 
introduce evidence of fraud on the court in 12LA178 and 
17LA377 to Judge (even though it is critical to know in 
order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico did not introduce evidence of fraud on the 
court in 12LA178 and 17LA377 or of Clinton-Williams 
sophisticated system of document and information 
suppression or of Clinton-Williams collaboration with 
opposing counsel to any presiding Judge (even though it is 
critical to know in order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico allowed defendants to be dismissed on 2 year 
statute of limitations grounds while never raising evidence 
of Clinton-Williams sophisticated system of document 
and information suppression or Clinton-Williams 
collaboration with opposong counsel to any presiding 
Judge


Yes No


Talarico played ‘hoaxes’ on Dulberg and planted ‘time-
bombs’ in Dulberg’s efforts to appeal


Yes No


In the 2nd Appellate Court:


Dulberg lost the right to know if Judges or the clerk grant 
or deny an order


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to know which Judges are involved 
in granting or denying an order (if any) so Dulberg lost the 
right to ask for recusal of any Judge


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
Meyer recusal information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
bankruptcy information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to appeal multiple issues listed in the 
appeal application


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to file an appeal Yes No


One would never know actions listed in the first column were of Dulberg’s retained attorneys by 
looking at who benefited from the actions. The bias Dulberg’s retained attorneys showed toward 
the opposing counsel instead of their own client is shown to be absurdly disproportionate in 
Table 16.  One interpretation which is consistent with the mappings, fraud charts, evidence and 
Table 16 above is as follows: 


• Allstate as the common point of corruption and prime mover. 
• The attorneys in the light blue region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and effectively 


act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• The attorneys in the light yellow region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and 


effectively act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• Allstate ‘walks on water’ through the legal system.


A system-based approach shows that the light blue region works in a way that consistently 
benefits Allstate and the light yellow region also works in a way that consistently benefits 
Allstate. This remains true irrespective of which attorney or law firm Dulberg retained.
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PRIME MOVERS OF A SYSTEM OF FRAUD CAN BE IDENTIFIED BY WATCHING 
FOR WHO CONSISTENTLY BENEFITS FROM FRAUDULENT ACTIONS


A system of fraud is designed to hide and disguise the prime movers who are driving the fraud. 
If fraud is detected the system is designed to focus the blame on various levels of decoys and to 
take various fall back positions.


One way to see past the disguises and fall back positions is to record and examine who 
consistently benefited from individual acts by Dulberg’s retained attorneys.


TABLE 16:  INDIVIDUAL ACTS BY DULBERG’S RETAINED ATTORNEYS 
COMPARED TO WHO BENEFITED FROM THE ACTS


INDIVIDUAL ACTIONS OF DULBERG’S RETAINED 
ATTORNEYS


DID 
ALLSTATE 
BENEFIT?


DID  
DULBERG 
BENEFIT?


Popovich and Mast redirected medical lien liability from 
the Defendants to Plaintiff


Yes No


Popovich and Mast forged documents and destroyed 
evidence (at least 15 examples)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the interrogatory and 
document production process to sabotage client’s case 
and to benefit defendants (in collaboration with opposing 
attorneys)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast suppressed information on mental 
health issues related to Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the deposition process 
to sabotage client’s case and to benefit defendants in 
collaboration with opposing attorneys (9 out of 10 
depositions have no valid certification pages)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon effectively 
admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon committed 
perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Carolyn McGuire 
committed perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast committed settlement fraud Yes No
Popovich and Mast violated federal bankruptcy laws Yes No
Balke contracted with Dulberg (who Balke knew had no 
standing as plaintiff) and not with the Bankruptcy Trustee 
(who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


Balke told Dulberg (about 11 weeks later) he would 
withdraw counsel if Dulberg does not settle with Allstate 
for $50,000


Yes No


The Baudins contracted with Dulberg (who Baudins 
knew had no standing as plaintiff) instead of with the 
Bankruptcy Trustee (who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


The Baudins knew or should have known Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013


Yes No


The Baudins moved to cap the value of PI case 12LA178 
(with defendants Allstate alone)


Yes No


The Baudins closed the deal with an upper cap of $300,000 
(in violation of the automatic stay)


Yes No


The Baudins coerced Dulberg to agree and misinformed 
him of where the ‘upper cap’ came from


Yes No


The Baudins moved to contract with Bankruptcy Trustee 
only after capping value of 12LA178


Yes No


The Baudins misled Bankruptcy Judge that Dulberg 
wanted Binding Mediation (about 11 weeks after the deal 
was closed) 


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed key 
evidence in collaboration with each other (Tilschner v 
Spangler certified slip ruling)


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
the admission of negligence by Defendant Gagnon 
for Dulberg’s injury in underlying case 12LA178 in 
collaboration with each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
Bankruptcy and Violations of Federal Bankruptcy Laws 
(automatic stay, loss of standing to pursue claim, capping 
value of assets in BK estate, etc) in collaboration with 
each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed true 
sources of $300,000 upper cap on the value of the PI claim 
in collaboration with each other


Yes No


Clinton-Williams concealed Dulberg’s bankruptcy (from 
the 17LA377 Common Law Record and Reports of 
Proceedings)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed emails from Saul Ferris Yes No
Suppress key evidence (Tilschner v Spangler certified slip 
ruling)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed large numbers of emails 
from Brad Balke


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing attorney 
to flood Dulberg with over 6,000 documents just before 
Clinton-Williams withdrew as Dulberg’s counsel


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed all information on what the 
Baudins did to Dulberg


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed evidence that Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013.


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
suppress Barch documents before Dulberg’s deposition


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
weaken verification pages of discovery production


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel 
during the deposition of Hans Mast and after. Cannot 
introduce evidence of fraud on the court in 12LA178 and 
17LA377 to Judge (even though it is critical to know in 
order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico did not introduce evidence of fraud on the 
court in 12LA178 and 17LA377 or of Clinton-Williams 
sophisticated system of document and information 
suppression or of Clinton-Williams collaboration with 
opposing counsel to any presiding Judge (even though it is 
critical to know in order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico allowed defendants to be dismissed on 2 year 
statute of limitations grounds while never raising evidence 
of Clinton-Williams sophisticated system of document 
and information suppression or Clinton-Williams 
collaboration with opposong counsel to any presiding 
Judge


Yes No


Talarico played ‘hoaxes’ on Dulberg and planted ‘time-
bombs’ in Dulberg’s efforts to appeal


Yes No


In the 2nd Appellate Court:


Dulberg lost the right to know if Judges or the clerk grant 
or deny an order


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to know which Judges are involved 
in granting or denying an order (if any) so Dulberg lost the 
right to ask for recusal of any Judge


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
Meyer recusal information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
bankruptcy information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to appeal multiple issues listed in the 
appeal application


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to file an appeal Yes No


One would never know actions listed in the first column were of Dulberg’s retained attorneys by 
looking at who benefited from the actions. The bias Dulberg’s retained attorneys showed toward 
the opposing counsel instead of their own client is shown to be absurdly disproportionate in 
Table 16.  One interpretation which is consistent with the mappings, fraud charts, evidence and 
Table 16 above is as follows: 


• Allstate as the common point of corruption and prime mover. 
• The attorneys in the light blue region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and effectively 


act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• The attorneys in the light yellow region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and 


effectively act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• Allstate ‘walks on water’ through the legal system.


A system-based approach shows that the light blue region works in a way that consistently 
benefits Allstate and the light yellow region also works in a way that consistently benefits 
Allstate. This remains true irrespective of which attorney or law firm Dulberg retained.


PRIME MOVERS OF A SYSTEM OF FRAUD CAN BE IDENTIFIED BY WATCHING 
FOR WHO CONSISTENTLY BENEFITS FROM FRAUDULENT ACTIONS


A system of fraud is designed to hide and disguise the prime movers who are driving the fraud. 
If fraud is detected the system is designed to focus the blame on various levels of decoys and to 
take various fall back positions.


One way to see past the disguises and fall back positions is to record and examine who 
consistently benefited from individual acts by Dulberg’s retained attorneys.


TABLE 16:  INDIVIDUAL ACTS BY DULBERG’S RETAINED ATTORNEYS 
COMPARED TO WHO BENEFITED FROM THE ACTS


INDIVIDUAL ACTIONS OF DULBERG’S RETAINED 
ATTORNEYS


DID 
ALLSTATE 
BENEFIT?


DID  
DULBERG 
BENEFIT?


Popovich and Mast redirected medical lien liability from 
the Defendants to Plaintiff


Yes No


Popovich and Mast forged documents and destroyed 
evidence (at least 15 examples)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the interrogatory and 
document production process to sabotage client’s case 
and to benefit defendants (in collaboration with opposing 
attorneys)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast suppressed information on mental 
health issues related to Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the deposition process 
to sabotage client’s case and to benefit defendants in 
collaboration with opposing attorneys (9 out of 10 
depositions have no valid certification pages)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon effectively 
admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon committed 
perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Carolyn McGuire 
committed perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast committed settlement fraud Yes No
Popovich and Mast violated federal bankruptcy laws Yes No
Balke contracted with Dulberg (who Balke knew had no 
standing as plaintiff) and not with the Bankruptcy Trustee 
(who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


Balke told Dulberg (about 11 weeks later) he would 
withdraw counsel if Dulberg does not settle with Allstate 
for $50,000


Yes No


The Baudins contracted with Dulberg (who Baudins 
knew had no standing as plaintiff) instead of with the 
Bankruptcy Trustee (who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


The Baudins knew or should have known Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013


Yes No


The Baudins moved to cap the value of PI case 12LA178 
(with defendants Allstate alone)


Yes No


The Baudins closed the deal with an upper cap of $300,000 
(in violation of the automatic stay)


Yes No


The Baudins coerced Dulberg to agree and misinformed 
him of where the ‘upper cap’ came from


Yes No


The Baudins moved to contract with Bankruptcy Trustee 
only after capping value of 12LA178


Yes No


The Baudins misled Bankruptcy Judge that Dulberg 
wanted Binding Mediation (about 11 weeks after the deal 
was closed) 


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed key 
evidence in collaboration with each other (Tilschner v 
Spangler certified slip ruling)


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
the admission of negligence by Defendant Gagnon 
for Dulberg’s injury in underlying case 12LA178 in 
collaboration with each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
Bankruptcy and Violations of Federal Bankruptcy Laws 
(automatic stay, loss of standing to pursue claim, capping 
value of assets in BK estate, etc) in collaboration with 
each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed true 
sources of $300,000 upper cap on the value of the PI claim 
in collaboration with each other


Yes No


Clinton-Williams concealed Dulberg’s bankruptcy (from 
the 17LA377 Common Law Record and Reports of 
Proceedings)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed emails from Saul Ferris Yes No
Suppress key evidence (Tilschner v Spangler certified slip 
ruling)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed large numbers of emails 
from Brad Balke


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing attorney 
to flood Dulberg with over 6,000 documents just before 
Clinton-Williams withdrew as Dulberg’s counsel


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed all information on what the 
Baudins did to Dulberg


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed evidence that Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013.


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
suppress Barch documents before Dulberg’s deposition


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
weaken verification pages of discovery production


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel 
during the deposition of Hans Mast and after. Cannot 
introduce evidence of fraud on the court in 12LA178 and 
17LA377 to Judge (even though it is critical to know in 
order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico did not introduce evidence of fraud on the 
court in 12LA178 and 17LA377 or of Clinton-Williams 
sophisticated system of document and information 
suppression or of Clinton-Williams collaboration with 
opposing counsel to any presiding Judge (even though it is 
critical to know in order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico allowed defendants to be dismissed on 2 year 
statute of limitations grounds while never raising evidence 
of Clinton-Williams sophisticated system of document 
and information suppression or Clinton-Williams 
collaboration with opposong counsel to any presiding 
Judge


Yes No


Talarico played ‘hoaxes’ on Dulberg and planted ‘time-
bombs’ in Dulberg’s efforts to appeal


Yes No


In the 2nd Appellate Court:


Dulberg lost the right to know if Judges or the clerk grant 
or deny an order


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to know which Judges are involved 
in granting or denying an order (if any) so Dulberg lost the 
right to ask for recusal of any Judge


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
Meyer recusal information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
bankruptcy information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to appeal multiple issues listed in the 
appeal application


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to file an appeal Yes No


One would never know actions listed in the first column were of Dulberg’s retained attorneys by 
looking at who benefited from the actions. The bias Dulberg’s retained attorneys showed toward 
the opposing counsel instead of their own client is shown to be absurdly disproportionate in 
Table 16.  One interpretation which is consistent with the mappings, fraud charts, evidence and 
Table 16 above is as follows: 


• Allstate as the common point of corruption and prime mover. 
• The attorneys in the light blue region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and effectively 


act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• The attorneys in the light yellow region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and 


effectively act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• Allstate ‘walks on water’ through the legal system.


A system-based approach shows that the light blue region works in a way that consistently 
benefits Allstate and the light yellow region also works in a way that consistently benefits 
Allstate. This remains true irrespective of which attorney or law firm Dulberg retained.
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Exhibit BM 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 66_Tables/Table 16.pdf


PRIME MOVERS OF A SYSTEM OF FRAUD CAN BE IDENTIFIED BY WATCHING 
FOR WHO CONSISTENTLY BENEFITS FROM FRAUDULENT ACTIONS


A system of fraud is designed to hide and disguise the prime movers who are driving the fraud. 
If fraud is detected the system is designed to focus the blame on various levels of decoys and to 
take various fall back positions.


One way to see past the disguises and fall back positions is to record and examine who 
consistently benefited from individual acts by Dulberg’s retained attorneys.


TABLE 16:  INDIVIDUAL ACTS BY DULBERG’S RETAINED ATTORNEYS 
COMPARED TO WHO BENEFITED FROM THE ACTS


INDIVIDUAL ACTIONS OF DULBERG’S RETAINED 
ATTORNEYS


DID 
ALLSTATE 
BENEFIT?


DID  
DULBERG 
BENEFIT?


Popovich and Mast redirected medical lien liability from 
the Defendants to Plaintiff


Yes No


Popovich and Mast forged documents and destroyed 
evidence (at least 15 examples)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the interrogatory and 
document production process to sabotage client’s case 
and to benefit defendants (in collaboration with opposing 
attorneys)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast suppressed information on mental 
health issues related to Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the deposition process 
to sabotage client’s case and to benefit defendants in 
collaboration with opposing attorneys (9 out of 10 
depositions have no valid certification pages)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon effectively 
admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon committed 
perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Carolyn McGuire 
committed perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast committed settlement fraud Yes No
Popovich and Mast violated federal bankruptcy laws Yes No
Balke contracted with Dulberg (who Balke knew had no 
standing as plaintiff) and not with the Bankruptcy Trustee 
(who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


Balke told Dulberg (about 11 weeks later) he would 
withdraw counsel if Dulberg does not settle with Allstate 
for $50,000


Yes No


The Baudins contracted with Dulberg (who Baudins 
knew had no standing as plaintiff) instead of with the 
Bankruptcy Trustee (who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


The Baudins knew or should have known Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013


Yes No


The Baudins moved to cap the value of PI case 12LA178 
(with defendants Allstate alone)


Yes No


The Baudins closed the deal with an upper cap of $300,000 
(in violation of the automatic stay)


Yes No


The Baudins coerced Dulberg to agree and misinformed 
him of where the ‘upper cap’ came from


Yes No


The Baudins moved to contract with Bankruptcy Trustee 
only after capping value of 12LA178


Yes No


The Baudins misled Bankruptcy Judge that Dulberg 
wanted Binding Mediation (about 11 weeks after the deal 
was closed) 


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed key 
evidence in collaboration with each other (Tilschner v 
Spangler certified slip ruling)


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
the admission of negligence by Defendant Gagnon 
for Dulberg’s injury in underlying case 12LA178 in 
collaboration with each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
Bankruptcy and Violations of Federal Bankruptcy Laws 
(automatic stay, loss of standing to pursue claim, capping 
value of assets in BK estate, etc) in collaboration with 
each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed true 
sources of $300,000 upper cap on the value of the PI claim 
in collaboration with each other


Yes No


Clinton-Williams concealed Dulberg’s bankruptcy (from 
the 17LA377 Common Law Record and Reports of 
Proceedings)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed emails from Saul Ferris Yes No
Suppress key evidence (Tilschner v Spangler certified slip 
ruling)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed large numbers of emails 
from Brad Balke


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing attorney 
to flood Dulberg with over 6,000 documents just before 
Clinton-Williams withdrew as Dulberg’s counsel


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed all information on what the 
Baudins did to Dulberg


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed evidence that Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013.


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
suppress Barch documents before Dulberg’s deposition


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
weaken verification pages of discovery production


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel 
during the deposition of Hans Mast and after. Cannot 
introduce evidence of fraud on the court in 12LA178 and 
17LA377 to Judge (even though it is critical to know in 
order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico did not introduce evidence of fraud on the 
court in 12LA178 and 17LA377 or of Clinton-Williams 
sophisticated system of document and information 
suppression or of Clinton-Williams collaboration with 
opposing counsel to any presiding Judge (even though it is 
critical to know in order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico allowed defendants to be dismissed on 2 year 
statute of limitations grounds while never raising evidence 
of Clinton-Williams sophisticated system of document 
and information suppression or Clinton-Williams 
collaboration with opposong counsel to any presiding 
Judge


Yes No


Talarico played ‘hoaxes’ on Dulberg and planted ‘time-
bombs’ in Dulberg’s efforts to appeal


Yes No


In the 2nd Appellate Court:


Dulberg lost the right to know if Judges or the clerk grant 
or deny an order


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to know which Judges are involved 
in granting or denying an order (if any) so Dulberg lost the 
right to ask for recusal of any Judge


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
Meyer recusal information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
bankruptcy information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to appeal multiple issues listed in the 
appeal application


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to file an appeal Yes No


One would never know actions listed in the first column were of Dulberg’s retained attorneys by 
looking at who benefited from the actions. The bias Dulberg’s retained attorneys showed toward 
the opposing counsel instead of their own client is shown to be absurdly disproportionate in 
Table 16.  One interpretation which is consistent with the mappings, fraud charts, evidence and 
Table 16 above is as follows: 


• Allstate as the common point of corruption and prime mover. 
• The attorneys in the light blue region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and effectively 


act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• The attorneys in the light yellow region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and 


effectively act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• Allstate ‘walks on water’ through the legal system.


A system-based approach shows that the light blue region works in a way that consistently 
benefits Allstate and the light yellow region also works in a way that consistently benefits 
Allstate. This remains true irrespective of which attorney or law firm Dulberg retained.


PRIME MOVERS OF A SYSTEM OF FRAUD CAN BE IDENTIFIED BY WATCHING 
FOR WHO CONSISTENTLY BENEFITS FROM FRAUDULENT ACTIONS


A system of fraud is designed to hide and disguise the prime movers who are driving the fraud. 
If fraud is detected the system is designed to focus the blame on various levels of decoys and to 
take various fall back positions.


One way to see past the disguises and fall back positions is to record and examine who 
consistently benefited from individual acts by Dulberg’s retained attorneys.


TABLE 16:  INDIVIDUAL ACTS BY DULBERG’S RETAINED ATTORNEYS 
COMPARED TO WHO BENEFITED FROM THE ACTS


INDIVIDUAL ACTIONS OF DULBERG’S RETAINED 
ATTORNEYS


DID 
ALLSTATE 
BENEFIT?


DID  
DULBERG 
BENEFIT?


Popovich and Mast redirected medical lien liability from 
the Defendants to Plaintiff


Yes No


Popovich and Mast forged documents and destroyed 
evidence (at least 15 examples)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the interrogatory and 
document production process to sabotage client’s case 
and to benefit defendants (in collaboration with opposing 
attorneys)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast suppressed information on mental 
health issues related to Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the deposition process 
to sabotage client’s case and to benefit defendants in 
collaboration with opposing attorneys (9 out of 10 
depositions have no valid certification pages)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon effectively 
admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon committed 
perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Carolyn McGuire 
committed perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast committed settlement fraud Yes No
Popovich and Mast violated federal bankruptcy laws Yes No
Balke contracted with Dulberg (who Balke knew had no 
standing as plaintiff) and not with the Bankruptcy Trustee 
(who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


Balke told Dulberg (about 11 weeks later) he would 
withdraw counsel if Dulberg does not settle with Allstate 
for $50,000


Yes No


The Baudins contracted with Dulberg (who Baudins 
knew had no standing as plaintiff) instead of with the 
Bankruptcy Trustee (who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


The Baudins knew or should have known Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013


Yes No


The Baudins moved to cap the value of PI case 12LA178 
(with defendants Allstate alone)


Yes No


The Baudins closed the deal with an upper cap of $300,000 
(in violation of the automatic stay)


Yes No


The Baudins coerced Dulberg to agree and misinformed 
him of where the ‘upper cap’ came from


Yes No


The Baudins moved to contract with Bankruptcy Trustee 
only after capping value of 12LA178


Yes No


The Baudins misled Bankruptcy Judge that Dulberg 
wanted Binding Mediation (about 11 weeks after the deal 
was closed) 


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed key 
evidence in collaboration with each other (Tilschner v 
Spangler certified slip ruling)


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
the admission of negligence by Defendant Gagnon 
for Dulberg’s injury in underlying case 12LA178 in 
collaboration with each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
Bankruptcy and Violations of Federal Bankruptcy Laws 
(automatic stay, loss of standing to pursue claim, capping 
value of assets in BK estate, etc) in collaboration with 
each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed true 
sources of $300,000 upper cap on the value of the PI claim 
in collaboration with each other


Yes No


Clinton-Williams concealed Dulberg’s bankruptcy (from 
the 17LA377 Common Law Record and Reports of 
Proceedings)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed emails from Saul Ferris Yes No
Suppress key evidence (Tilschner v Spangler certified slip 
ruling)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed large numbers of emails 
from Brad Balke


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing attorney 
to flood Dulberg with over 6,000 documents just before 
Clinton-Williams withdrew as Dulberg’s counsel


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed all information on what the 
Baudins did to Dulberg


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed evidence that Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013.


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
suppress Barch documents before Dulberg’s deposition


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
weaken verification pages of discovery production


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel 
during the deposition of Hans Mast and after. Cannot 
introduce evidence of fraud on the court in 12LA178 and 
17LA377 to Judge (even though it is critical to know in 
order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico did not introduce evidence of fraud on the 
court in 12LA178 and 17LA377 or of Clinton-Williams 
sophisticated system of document and information 
suppression or of Clinton-Williams collaboration with 
opposing counsel to any presiding Judge (even though it is 
critical to know in order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico allowed defendants to be dismissed on 2 year 
statute of limitations grounds while never raising evidence 
of Clinton-Williams sophisticated system of document 
and information suppression or Clinton-Williams 
collaboration with opposong counsel to any presiding 
Judge


Yes No


Talarico played ‘hoaxes’ on Dulberg and planted ‘time-
bombs’ in Dulberg’s efforts to appeal


Yes No


In the 2nd Appellate Court:


Dulberg lost the right to know if Judges or the clerk grant 
or deny an order


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to know which Judges are involved 
in granting or denying an order (if any) so Dulberg lost the 
right to ask for recusal of any Judge


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
Meyer recusal information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
bankruptcy information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to appeal multiple issues listed in the 
appeal application


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to file an appeal Yes No


One would never know actions listed in the first column were of Dulberg’s retained attorneys by 
looking at who benefited from the actions. The bias Dulberg’s retained attorneys showed toward 
the opposing counsel instead of their own client is shown to be absurdly disproportionate in 
Table 16.  One interpretation which is consistent with the mappings, fraud charts, evidence and 
Table 16 above is as follows: 


• Allstate as the common point of corruption and prime mover. 
• The attorneys in the light blue region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and effectively 


act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• The attorneys in the light yellow region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and 


effectively act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• Allstate ‘walks on water’ through the legal system.


A system-based approach shows that the light blue region works in a way that consistently 
benefits Allstate and the light yellow region also works in a way that consistently benefits 
Allstate. This remains true irrespective of which attorney or law firm Dulberg retained.
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Exhibit BM 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 66_Tables/Table 16.pdf


PRIME MOVERS OF A SYSTEM OF FRAUD CAN BE IDENTIFIED BY WATCHING 
FOR WHO CONSISTENTLY BENEFITS FROM FRAUDULENT ACTIONS


A system of fraud is designed to hide and disguise the prime movers who are driving the fraud. 
If fraud is detected the system is designed to focus the blame on various levels of decoys and to 
take various fall back positions.


One way to see past the disguises and fall back positions is to record and examine who 
consistently benefited from individual acts by Dulberg’s retained attorneys.


TABLE 16:  INDIVIDUAL ACTS BY DULBERG’S RETAINED ATTORNEYS 
COMPARED TO WHO BENEFITED FROM THE ACTS


INDIVIDUAL ACTIONS OF DULBERG’S RETAINED 
ATTORNEYS


DID 
ALLSTATE 
BENEFIT?


DID  
DULBERG 
BENEFIT?


Popovich and Mast redirected medical lien liability from 
the Defendants to Plaintiff


Yes No


Popovich and Mast forged documents and destroyed 
evidence (at least 15 examples)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the interrogatory and 
document production process to sabotage client’s case 
and to benefit defendants (in collaboration with opposing 
attorneys)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast suppressed information on mental 
health issues related to Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast corrupted the deposition process 
to sabotage client’s case and to benefit defendants in 
collaboration with opposing attorneys (9 out of 10 
depositions have no valid certification pages)


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon effectively 
admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s injury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Gagnon committed 
perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast knew Defendant Carolyn McGuire 
committed perjury


Yes No


Popovich and Mast committed settlement fraud Yes No
Popovich and Mast violated federal bankruptcy laws Yes No
Balke contracted with Dulberg (who Balke knew had no 
standing as plaintiff) and not with the Bankruptcy Trustee 
(who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


Balke told Dulberg (about 11 weeks later) he would 
withdraw counsel if Dulberg does not settle with Allstate 
for $50,000


Yes No


The Baudins contracted with Dulberg (who Baudins 
knew had no standing as plaintiff) instead of with the 
Bankruptcy Trustee (who had standing as plaintiff)


Yes No


The Baudins knew or should have known Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted to negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013


Yes No


The Baudins moved to cap the value of PI case 12LA178 
(with defendants Allstate alone)


Yes No


The Baudins closed the deal with an upper cap of $300,000 
(in violation of the automatic stay)


Yes No


The Baudins coerced Dulberg to agree and misinformed 
him of where the ‘upper cap’ came from


Yes No


The Baudins moved to contract with Bankruptcy Trustee 
only after capping value of 12LA178


Yes No


The Baudins misled Bankruptcy Judge that Dulberg 
wanted Binding Mediation (about 11 weeks after the deal 
was closed) 


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed key 
evidence in collaboration with each other (Tilschner v 
Spangler certified slip ruling)


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
the admission of negligence by Defendant Gagnon 
for Dulberg’s injury in underlying case 12LA178 in 
collaboration with each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed 
Bankruptcy and Violations of Federal Bankruptcy Laws 
(automatic stay, loss of standing to pursue claim, capping 
value of assets in BK estate, etc) in collaboration with 
each other


Yes No


Gooch-Walczyk and Clinton-Williams concealed true 
sources of $300,000 upper cap on the value of the PI claim 
in collaboration with each other


Yes No


Clinton-Williams concealed Dulberg’s bankruptcy (from 
the 17LA377 Common Law Record and Reports of 
Proceedings)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed emails from Saul Ferris Yes No
Suppress key evidence (Tilschner v Spangler certified slip 
ruling)


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed large numbers of emails 
from Brad Balke


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing attorney 
to flood Dulberg with over 6,000 documents just before 
Clinton-Williams withdrew as Dulberg’s counsel


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed all information on what the 
Baudins did to Dulberg


Yes No


Clinton-Williams suppressed evidence that Defendant 
Gagnon effectively admitted negligence for Dulberg’s 
injury as early as March, 2013.


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
suppress Barch documents before Dulberg’s deposition


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel to 
weaken verification pages of discovery production


Yes No


Clinton-Williams collaborated with opposing counsel 
during the deposition of Hans Mast and after. Cannot 
introduce evidence of fraud on the court in 12LA178 and 
17LA377 to Judge (even though it is critical to know in 
order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico did not introduce evidence of fraud on the 
court in 12LA178 and 17LA377 or of Clinton-Williams 
sophisticated system of document and information 
suppression or of Clinton-Williams collaboration with 
opposing counsel to any presiding Judge (even though it is 
critical to know in order to make an accurate decision)


Yes No


Talarico allowed defendants to be dismissed on 2 year 
statute of limitations grounds while never raising evidence 
of Clinton-Williams sophisticated system of document 
and information suppression or Clinton-Williams 
collaboration with opposong counsel to any presiding 
Judge


Yes No


Talarico played ‘hoaxes’ on Dulberg and planted ‘time-
bombs’ in Dulberg’s efforts to appeal


Yes No


In the 2nd Appellate Court:


Dulberg lost the right to know if Judges or the clerk grant 
or deny an order


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to know which Judges are involved 
in granting or denying an order (if any) so Dulberg lost the 
right to ask for recusal of any Judge


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
Meyer recusal information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to supplement the record with 
bankruptcy information


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to appeal multiple issues listed in the 
appeal application


Yes No


Dulberg lost the right to file an appeal Yes No


One would never know actions listed in the first column were of Dulberg’s retained attorneys by 
looking at who benefited from the actions. The bias Dulberg’s retained attorneys showed toward 
the opposing counsel instead of their own client is shown to be absurdly disproportionate in 
Table 16.  One interpretation which is consistent with the mappings, fraud charts, evidence and 
Table 16 above is as follows: 


• Allstate as the common point of corruption and prime mover. 
• The attorneys in the light blue region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and effectively 


act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• The attorneys in the light yellow region effectively act as ‘moles’ or ‘spies’ (and 


effectively act as agents or employees) of Allstate.
• Allstate ‘walks on water’ through the legal system.


A system-based approach shows that the light blue region works in a way that consistently 
benefits Allstate and the light yellow region also works in a way that consistently benefits 
Allstate. This remains true irrespective of which attorney or law firm Dulberg retained.
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Exhibit BN-1 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 71_Retained expert witness Alan Kravets/2023-04-14_1555-57__Paul Dulberg_ _pdulberg@icloud.com__Re_ Dulberg vs Baudin  2022 L 01-0905 CCI.pdf


Date : 4/14/2023 3:55:57 PM
From : "Paul Dulberg" 
To : "Law Office Of Alphonse Talarico" 
Cc : "Alphonse Talarico" 
BCc : "Paul Dulberg" , "Tom Kost" 
Subject : Re: Dulberg vs Baudin 2022 L 01-0905 CCI
Dear Mr Talarico,


The estimated delivery date of the check mailed to you for Mr Kravitz retainer fee of $5400.00 is 
4/20/2023.


Thank You,
Paul


On Apr 10, 2023, at 4:29 PM, Alphonse Talarico 
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:


Yes, that is correct.


From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Monday, April 10, 2023 12:56 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Dulberg vs Baudin 2022 L 01-0905 CCI
 
Mr Talarico,


Just to confirm, Is the $5400 mentioned in the email chain the amount needed as the experts retainer 
for the Baudin case?


Thanks,
Paul


On Apr 10, 2023, at 10:29 AM, Alphonse Talarico 
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:


From: Alan Kravets <alan@kravets.net>
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2023 5:31 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: Re: Dulberg vs Baudin 2022 L 01-0905 CCI
 
Al
No problem- 
I read the order and transcript —
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Looking forward to seeing a copy of your appeal —
Alan 


Alan Kravets 
1340 N. Astor St.
Unit 2803
Chicago , Il 60610
312-320-3264
Alan@kravets.net 


On Feb 15, 2023, at 1:15 PM, Alphonse Talarico 
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:


Mr. Kravets,


I am sorry I have not responded to your email sooner but I 
honestly haven't had the time.


I could list all that I am doing but lets just say wake, work, 
eat and sleep again.


The judge granted summary judgement in the Dulberg v. 
Popovich (Report of Proceedings attached) and I am going 
to appeal the decision.


The judge (calendar R)  in the Law Division case at the Case 
Management Conference transfered the case for 
reassignment then to Calendar S then reassigned today to 
Calendar U.


I will review your email in detail as soon as I can take a 
deep breath.


Sorry about the delay.


Al


From: Alan Kravets <alan@kravets.net>
Sent: Friday, February 3, 2023 10:18 AM
To: Alphonse Talarico 
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Alan Kravets <alan@kravets.net>
Subject: Dulberg vs Baudin 2022 L 01-0905 CCI
 
Dear  Mr Talarico


FI
LE


D
 D


AT
E:


 3
/1


7/
20


25
 1


2:
00


 A
M


   
20


22
L0


10
90


5







Exhibit BN-1 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 71_Retained expert witness Alan Kravets/2023-04-14_1555-57__Paul Dulberg_ _pdulberg@icloud.com__Re_ Dulberg vs Baudin  2022 L 01-0905 CCI.pdf


You have already seen  some 
information about  myself in the 
form of a Resume/ CV .


After reviewing your description of 
the  unusually  complicated facts in 
this case,  I suggest I would initially 
act as  your Consultant in this case. 
My compensation  would be at the 
rate of $450.00 an hour  including 
time spent in preparation for 
depositions, or Court appearances, 
preparing any written reports, if 
needed, giving depositions  and 
testifying in Court. In addition, 
 reasonable travel expenses, in this 
 case only mileage (using published 
 IRS cost per mile) in excess of 60 
miles from downtown Chicago , 
reasonable copying costs from a 
third party copying center , delivery 
charges such as UPS or Fed Ex,  and 
any other costs  approved by you in 
advance, would also be 
reimbursed. 
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 I will require a retainer of $5,400 
 and use it for the first 12 hours of 
work and costs if needed, and will 
bill monthly thereafter. Any unused 
time will be refunded. The retainer 
will be held in my general business 
account and will require the 
Informed Consent of your Client to 
allow me to do so. I will, in a 
separate letter ,request your Clients 
 written Informed Consent.


Within the last few years , I have 
been engaged to testify as an 
expert at trial or by deposition in 
some of the following cases;
-Lake County Il -Suit for Specific 
Performance


-Cook County ,Il  Law Division—
Commission Dispute, a national 
brokerage firm and their 
 salesperson ,


-Cook County, Il Law Division—
Malpractice case ,a licensed Illinois 
Attorney 
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-Hennepin County (Minneapolis) 
Mn —Broker malpractice, an 
industrial/commercial  broker 


-Bankruptcy Court Northern District 
Illinois --A valuation matter For a 
Trustee in a Chapter 7 Case ,


-Federal District Court,  Southern 
District New York --Prepared ,as an 
expert in real estate and UCC Sales, 
an Affidavit in support of a Motion 
for a Temporary Restraining Order 
to prevent the sale of a property 
valued in excess of $300 Million 
Dollars.


-Cook County ,Il Law Division —
Malpractice case, a Illinois licensed 
attorney for malpractice in a real 
estate related matter - testified as 
the Expert Opinion Witness as to " 
professional negligence “ as used in 
IPI No 3.08  in front of  a 12 person 
 jury trial ,
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-Numerous appearances as a 
Rebuttal witness over the years , in 
different State  Courts, typically to 
defend ,as the Real Estate Broker of 
Record, as to the sale process or as 
to the results of a foreclosure sale. 
A full list of all cases in which
I have been engaged is available to 
you and to be part of my Opinion, if 
needed.


If later  engaged , as your Expert 
Witness, these terms and  rates 
stated above  would apply.  I would 
review all the Pleadings, 
Depositions, communications other 
experts opinions,  and other 
relevant  material , as you direct, 
and provide you with my opinion 
,about the  specific disputed  issues 
 in the  case upon which you want 
me to opine. I suggest I start by 
reviewing the relevant Pleadings in 
the current case,   and  information 
on the Chapter 11 Bankruptcy case. 
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 I quote in part  from an email that 
the  attorney who engaged me , in 
the “professional negligence”  jury 
 trial noted above,  a few years ago, 
after he obtained a very successful 
multi million dollar verdict, "...Again 
thank you for your patience and 
cooperation with what turned out 
to be an extraordinary unusual 
trial…. The jurors we spoke with 
were also very complimentary of 
you as a witness.”


 I am an Active  Member of the 
Illinois Bar - in good standing since 
May 17,1966. My ARDC number is 
1528017.


I am an Active Licensed Illinois  Real 
Estate Managing Broker- in good 
standing from October 20, 1972 
 through April 30,2023 (and will 
renew my current License) - License 
Number 471001335.
I am also licensed as a  Active Real 
Estate Broker in good standing, in 
Indiana and  Michigan.  I hold 
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 inactive status as a Broker or 
Salesperson  in Florida, New York, 
Arizona , Wisconsin and New Jersey.


If you have any other questions 
please contact me and thank you 
for calling.


Please confirm your receipt of this 
Email. Based upon the Caption of 
the case I do not have any conflicts 
with the named Defendants.


Thank you for considering me to act 
for you and your client in this 
matter.


Alan Kravets


Alan Kravets,Esq
1340 N Astor St.
Suite 2803
Chicago, Illinois 60610
+1(312) 320-3264
Alan@kravets.net
<Report of Proceedings Feb 1 2023 CC-Civil - 2017LA000377 - 
2_8_2023 - - - REOP - -.pdf>
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From: Alan Kravets alan@kravets.net
Subject: Fwd: Dulberg v Baudin


Date: March 10, 2025 at 3:39 PM
To: Paul Dulberg pauldulberg@gmail.com


Please see my email response to your questions in this case. I will respond in a  separate email about the Popovich case. 


If your new attorney has any questions,  please confirm his name to me and I will certainly accept his call or contact request.


Alan Kravets ,Esq
1340 N. Astor St.
Unit 2803
Chicago , Il 60610
312-320-3264
Alan@kravets.net 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Alan Kravets <alan@kravets.net>
Date: March 10, 2025 at 11:50:30 AM CDT
To: Alan Kravets <alan@kravets.net>
Subject: Dulberg v Baudin


To answer your questions and comments on the above case -


A . Third Parties-


1 Mr Talarico asked you and you agreed to engage me as your Expert Witness and Consultant. Mr Talarico paid my Retainer. That’s a
direct relationship -not a Third Party .
2- Richard Kost and Thomas Kost and I have no relationship- They are Third Parties in the context of this matter .


3- There were no Third Parties in this case and As you know I was paid by Mr Talarico directly.


4- Based on the Popovich case , it was obvious I had to make that clear. -which I did -in case any payments were made in the future by a
Third Party - other than by you or Mr Talarico


5-I checked with Mr Talarico and he indicated that he did not return the $5400 I returned to him after I was terminated . He indicated he
applied the funds to his unpaid fees and expenses .


Please contact him for further information ,if any ,about the $5400- or this matter.


B- Time Spent on this Matter-


1- You are correct that I spent much more than 15 minutes on this matter . I reviewed material Mr Talarico sent me so I could determine
the basic facts of the case and more.


2 I do not bill for any of the time I spend prior to my engagement.


3-  I confirmed with Mr Talarico last week , that After my engagement, I was never sent anything to review , which is necessary for me to
formulate an opinion nor was directed to prepare any opinion.


4- I do not  bill for work I did not perform.


5-  Again , I returned the entire retainer to the  person who paid the retainer to me after I was terminated.


If you have any further questions about this matter , please contact Mr Talarico.


Alan Kravets ,Esq
1340 N. Astor St.
Unit 2803
Chicago , Il 60610
312-320-3264
Alan@kravets.net
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From: Alan Kravets alan@kravets.net
Subject: Fwd: Dulberg v Popovich - Need further information


Date: March 11, 2025 at 4:52 PM
To: Paul Dulberg pauldulberg@gmail.com


Please see my response and request for further information.


I will respond by tomorrow to your recent email I received today ,Monday .


Alan Kravets ,Esq 
1340 N. Astor St.
Unit 2803
Chicago , Il 60610
312-320-3264
Alan@kravets.net 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Alan Kravets <alan@kravets.net>
Date: March 10, 2025 at 2:19:41 PM CDT
To: Alan Kravets <alan@kravets.net>
Subject: Dulberg v Popovich - Need further information


A—To answer your question about an opinion ;


1- No opinion was produced  because I was never directed or asked to prepare an opinion- and therefore had no billable time spent on
this matter after the last entry. I did receive some materials needed to formulate an opinion . Please see my bills which you received from
Mr Talarico, which indicates the materials I reviewed.


2- As you well know or if you do not ,an expert witness or consultant bills for its time in reviewing the materials it needs to formulate an
opinion or report  - necessary to even formulating an opinion .


B -Need more Information before I can return the unused balance of the retainer -


My February 6, 2024 letter -to which you just   responded- provided you with the options at that time , over a year ago, to receive the
return of the unused retainer. Circumstances have changed because of the death of Mr Kost .
I have now been advised that it is best practice in the event of the death of the Third Party person who paid the retainer to obtain the
following information about the decedent;
a -Copy of Mr Richard Kost , Last Will and Contact information of the Executor, if there was a Will -and the Attorney , if any, representing
the Estate
b -If there was no will , a description and contact information of the Heirs . According to the published obituary of Richard William Kost ,
he was survived by 3 children Judy,Joseph and Thomas .
c Case number and location of the Probate Case if one was filed. Also, The contact information of Attorney representing the estate in that
case .


I have answered all of your question’s..


When I get that information from you , I will review and determine the next steps.


If you prefer I correspond with your attorney please advise me directly confirming the name and ask that person to contact me.


Alan Kravets ,Esq
1340 N. Astor St.
Unit 2803
Chicago , Il 60610
312-320-3264
Alan@kravets.net
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From: Alan Kravets alan@kravets.net
Subject: Answer to Question on Baudin Case - Deposit of funds. -Who paid


Date: March 12, 2025 at 3:18 PM
To: Paul Dulberg pauldulberg@gmail.com


1 -I have no reason to believe that you did not send out a check and paid the retainer . Unfortunately, I have no evidence that you paid me
the $5400 and not someone else.  If you  did pay me , please look at the back of the check or wire transfer information and let me know
which of my accounts into which  I deposited the
money .


2- Again , there were no Third Parties in this case , only you and Mr Talarico.
The informed consent is clear - it covers the situation - which actually occurred in the Popovich case - where you  directed a Third Party to
pay my retainer- Richard Kost .- who had no interest in that case.. Instead my records indicate your attorney in the Baudin case- not a Third
Party - paid my Retainer.


3- You are correct -The terms and the concepts clearly stated in the Informed Consent are the same.
However two totally different fact situations occurred about which the agreement was meant to cover- which it did .


4- to repeat - In this case -


A there was no Third  Party .Your attorney paid the $5400 retainer -I returned it to him.


B .The person who paid my Retainer -Mr Talarico was alive when I returned to him the entire amount .


I don’t know what else I can say  except send me the account number into which I deposited the check or where you wired the funds.  I
promise I will promptly look for the transaction -the receipt of the funds- that should be in my account - and report back .


Alan Kravets ,Esq
1340 N. Astor St.
Unit 2803
Chicago , Il 60610
312-320-3264
Alan@kravets.net
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Exhibit BO 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 50_Dulberg-Talarico communication from October, 2020 onward/2023-08-23_1541-16__Paul Dulberg_ _Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net__Fwd_ DOJ.pdf


Date : 8/23/2023 3:41:16 PM
From : "Paul Dulberg" 
To : "Alphonse Talarico" 
Cc : "Tom Kost" 
BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 
Subject : Fwd: DOJ
Attachment : U.S. DoJ_US Att Office N.D. of Ill W. Div_ Dulberg v. Colvin, No. 15 C 50219 
(N.D. III.) LTR-Flash Drive of Doc. 8 Administrative Record.pdf; ATT00002.bin; 
I forgot to mention that I am only able to view the contents of the drive pictured on page 2.


I cannot save, copy or print any of it.


It does not work on apple/Macintosh, I was only able to launch the program on it to view the file 
on a windows operating system.


I was instructed to keep the letter with the flash drive as verification for authenticity and only 
allow others to view it with me present and never allow anyone to keep the drive.


How do we use/present this to the Judge if the medical information is locked on the DOJ flash 
drive due the the federal court ordered seal?


Begin forwarded message:


From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Subject: DOJ
Date: August 23, 2023 at 3:19:09 PM CDT
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS


COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION
PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY 
AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG  
REVOCABLE TRUST


Plaintiffs,
vs.


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC., et al.
Defendants,


)
)
)
)
) CASE NO. 2022L010905
)
)


MOTION TO RECONSIDER APRIL 22, 2025 FINAL ORDER BASED ON 
MISTAKES IN LAW


We are respectfully asking Judge Swanagan to modify or vacate his April 22, 2025 order based on the reasons given in sections ‘A’ through ‘J’ as labeled in 


this Motion. 


A.	 DECISION  DOES  NOT  ACCOUNT  FOR  ACTS  OF  FRAUD  AGAINST  DULBERG  BY  HIS  OWN  ATTORNEY  TALARICO  RAISED
BY  PLAINTIFFS


1. �We documented and provided evidence for many acts of willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct committed by Talarico against Dulberg in 


our February 24, 2025 and March 17, 2025 submissions to the court,. These acts took place over 3 successive time periods over about 30 months and 


included at least 5 separate, unique and identifiable stages of intentional lying by our retained attorney Talarico.


2. �5 separate and distinct acts of sabotage were necessary for Talarico to secure a sanctions punishment against his permanently disabled client. Talarico had 


to: (1) Establish “breach of contract” claims, (2) refuse to file the Amended Complaint written by his clients and given to him, (3) establish a sanctions 


claim, (4) secure the sanctions claim and (5) destroy any appeal attempt.


3.	 �In the first time period of intentional lying1 by Talarico, Talarico (1) established a “breach of contract” claim against ADR Systems of America. The acts in 


the first time period include:


On October 28, 2022..........Dulberg first received a copy of the fraudulent ADR agreement from Chapman. (Exhibit AB)2


On December 8, 2022.........�at 12:56PM Talarico sent his fourth (and final) edit to Dulberg. Count 4 and 5 of the complaint, ‘Breach of Contract’ against 


ADR Systems and Allstate, was added only after 9:14AM that day and appears for the first time at 12:56PM. (Exhibit AH)3. 


Dulberg signed the certification page under conditions as described to this court in our February 24, 2025 submission to this 


court in paragraphs 9 to 16.


1 � See paragraphs 2 to 23 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
2  See Exhibit AB in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
3  See Exhibit AH in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS


FILED
5/20/2025 11:53 PM
Mariyana T. Spyropoulos
CIRCUIT CLERK
COOK COUNTY, IL
2022L010905
Calendar, U
32793959
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Location: <<CourtRoomNumber>>
Judge: Calendar, U







On May 23, 2023.................�Talarico sent Dulberg a retainer contract for Alan Kravets as expert witness in case 22L010905 (Exhibit BA)1. Alan Kravets 


was already retained in February, 2022 as an expert witness and legal consultant in related case 17LA377 (Exhibit BE)2. 


Talarico claimed to Dulberg by telephone that Talarico was already consulting with Kravets on preparations for 22L010905 as 


early as September, 2022.


On May 25, 2023.................�ADR Systems was dismissed from the case while Dulberg and Kost were dealing with personal tragedies. Talarico had made a 


strange ‘breach of contract’ argument during the hearing which had nothing to do with the complaint draft we gave to Talarico 


to file. (Exhibit AM)3


�On June 1, 2023..................�(less than 1 week after Kost first heard Talarico’s ‘breach of contract’ argument) Talarico was clearly informed that his ‘breach 


of contract’ argument is logically and legally wrong by his clients. Talarico was clearly informed that his clients did not agree 


with his theory concerning the claim ‘breach of contract’. Talarico never informed the court (to the present time) that Talarico 


was informed by his clients in writing that Talarico’s ‘breach of contract’ argument against ADR Systems of America and 


Allstate is logically and legally wrong and does not represent our opinion. (Exhibit AN)4


4.	 �The first stage of lying by itself could not result in sanctions because Judge Otto allowed Dulberg to file an Amended Complaint. Talarico needed to act 


through a second stage of lying to establish the sanctions claim against his permanently disabled client. 


5.	 �In the second time period of lying5, two separate stages of lying take place: Talarico (2) refused to file the Amended Complaint, and Talarico (3) established 


a sanctions claim against Plaintiffs. The acts in the second time period include:


On June 24, 2023................�Talarico was provided with an ADR Systems Amended Complaint draft written by Kost and Dulberg which Talarico will never 


file with the court. Dulberg and Kost never used any ‘breach of contract’ argument in the Amended Complaint because the 


claim is illogical and deceptive. Talarico never informed the court (to the present time) that Talarico was given an Amended 


Complaint written by Kost and Dulberg less than a month after Judge Otto gave Talarico permission to file an Amended 


Complaint. Email evidence is (Exhibit AO)6 and the draft Amended Complaint is (Exhibit AP)7.


On October 31, 2023...........�(and before) Talarico told Dulberg not to attend the hearing scheduled for October 31, 2023 in 22L010905 before Judge Otto. 


Dulberg did not attend the hearing and Talarico told Dulberg that Talarico did not attend the hearing (but we do not know 


1  See Exhibit BA in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
2  See Exhibit BE in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
3  See Exhibit AM in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
4  See Exhibit AN in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
5 � See paragraph 24 to 33 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
6  See Exhibit AO in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
7  See Exhibit AP in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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whether Talarico attended the hearing; perhaps Talarico attended and did not inform his clients). No transcript of the hearing 


exists. The reasons Talarico gave Dulberg to not attend the hearing are stated in (Exhibit AV)1.


On November 17, 2023.......�ADR Systems filed “ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S PETITION FOR SANCTIONS UNDER RULE 137”. (Exhibit 


AW)2


6.	 �Talarico intentionally lied to make sure that the Amended Complaint his clients wrote for him was never filed. The Amended Complaint argued that the 


forged Binding Mediation agreement, forged depositions and defendant Gagnon’s admission of negligence for Dulberg’s injury is why ADR Systems 


of America can be named as defendants. The Amended Complaint did not include any “breach of contract” argument because, as we informed Judge 


Swanagan, the “breach of contract” against ADR Systems of America was a fool’s argument inserted by Talarico to intentionally set up his permnaently 


disabled client and we clearly disagreed with it. 


7.	 �If Talarico filed the Amended Complaint with which he was provided on June 24, 2023, there could not have been any motion for sanctions without taking 


into account the contents of the Amended Complaint. The Amended Complaint did not contain any “breach of contract” claim and correctly identified the 


Binding Mediation Agreement forgery, the admission of negligence for Dulberg’s chainsaw injury by Defendant Gagnon in March, 2013 and the forged 


deposition certification pages as the basis for any claim against ADR Systems of America. 


8.	 �In the third time period of lying3 by Talarico, two separate stages of lying take place: Talarico (4) secured the sanctions claim and (5) destroyed any appeal 


attempt. The acts include:


On January 8, 2024............�Talarico intentionally destroyed the Supreme Court Petition in related case 17LA377. (Exhibit BJ)4


On January 14, 2024..........�Talarico resigned as counsel. (Exhibit AY)5


On February 8, 2024..........�Talarico acted on February 8, 2024 to intentionally misstate Dulberg’s position toward the “breach of contract” claim 


throughout the document Talarico filed with the court on February 8, 2024. Talarico’s intention is clearly indicated in the chosen 


name of the document, “PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S RULE 137 


MOTION FOR SANCTIONS” (the term “plaintiff” meaning Dulberg). Talarico lied to the court intentionally to shift (or 


transfer) the blame for the December 8, 2022 “breach of contract” claim from himself to Dulberg and Kost.


On July 15, 2024.................�We submitted a motion to strike the February 8, 2024 document from the record and to be allowed to submit our own answer 


with the correct timeline of events. We knew the February 8, 2024 document intentionally misrepresented our views and that 


1  See Exhibit AV in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
2  See Exhibit AW in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
3 � See paragraphs 34 to 39  in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
4  See Exhibit BJ in COURT APPROVED SUPPLEMENT TO DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
5  See Exhibit AY in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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Talarico was intentionally acting to hurt us. The court still refuses to admit that the February 8, 2024 submission by Talarico 


does not represent plaintiffs’s position and the court issued a final order as if February 8, 2024 submission represents plaintiffs 


position.


On December 17, 2024.......�Order was issued allowing sanctions.


On February 24, 2025........�Plaintiffs were allowed to file our first response with the court concerning sanctions where we describe our position for the first 


time in a court document.


On March 17, 2025.............�Plaintiffs were allowed to file a supplemental to the document filed on February 24, 2025.


On April 22, 2025...............�Final ruling was made in a way that showed plaintiffs’ February 24, 2025 and March 17, 2025 submissions had no noticeable 


effect on final order.


9.	 �Talarico secured the sanctions punishment against his permanently disabled client by intentionally lying to the court on February 8, 2024. The title of the 


submission is “PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S RULE 137 MOTION FOR SANCTIONS”. We 


have informed the court since July 15, 2024 that the document does not actually represent the plaintiffs and the document is an intentional lie submitted by 


Talarico in order to secure the sanctions punishment against plaintiffs.


10.	 �The 5 separate, distinct and identifiable acts of sabotage listed above are grouped to demonstrate that Talarico could not secure a sanctions claim against his 


own clients simply by tricking Dulberg into signing the certification page of the complaint submitted on December 8, 2022. Much more was necessary. 


Talarico needed to intentionally lie about stages 2, 3, 4 and 5 as listed above also. This required foresight, planning and coordination on the part of Talarico.


11.	 �5 separate and distinct acts of sabotage were necessary for Talarico to secure a sanctions punishment against his permanently disabled client. Talarico had 


to: (1) Establish a “breach of contract” claim, (2) refuse to file the Amended Complaint written by his clients and provided to him, (3) establish a sanctions 


claim, (4) secure the sanctions claim and (5) destroy any appeal attempt.


12.	 �All 5 stages of lying include acts of willful and wanton prima facie negligent conduct. Each of the 5 stages of lying must have been intentional. 


13.	 �Each of the 5 stages of lying required fraudulent concealment. Fraudulent concealment requires 4 conditions to be met:


1)  �Important information was hidden: The claimant must demonstrate that the respondent concealed material and relevant information about 
the transaction.


2)  �Intent to deceive: The claimant must demonstrate that the defendant intended to deceive or mislead them and that the concealment was done 
to acquire an unfair advantage or cause injury.


3)  �Reasonable reliance: The claimant must demonstrate that they relied on the hidden information and that their reliance was reasonable in 
light of the circumstances.


4)  �Injury or loss: The claimant must demonstrate that the concealment caused them injury or loss
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14.	 �In the first stage of lying by Talarico listed above, there was a clear intention on the part of Talarico to deceive plaintiffs by slipping in Count 4 and Count 5 


as described in the February 24, 2025 submission to this court in paragraphs 9 to 16. Important information was hidden from Dulberg and Kost. Talarico 


intentionally deleted over 80% of the complaint body written by Talarico’s clients and intentionally inserted Counts 4 and 5 as described in the February 24, 


2025 submission to this court in paragraphs 9 to 16. Dulberg and Kost reasonably relied on Talarico to submit the complaint we wrote and gave to him to 


file with the court.


15.	 �In the second stage of lying listed above, we wrote an Amended Complaint and gave it to Talarico on June 24, 2022, which is less than 1 month after Judge 


Otto gave us permission to submit an Amended Complaint. Talarico hid the Amended Complaint from the court by not submitting it and then Talarico told 


his permanently disabled client to not attend the October 31, 2023 hearing. Talarico informed us he did not attend the October 31, 2023 hearing. We do not 


know if Talarico was present at the October 31, 2023 hearing because there is no transctipt of the hearing and no Judge or opposing counsel ever informed 


us whether Talarico was present or not. This was and is an intent to deceive plaintiffs by hiding the Amended Complaint to intentionally cause us injury or 


loss.


16.	 �In the third stage of lying, the establishment of the sanctions claim was acheived by not attending the October 31, 2023 hearing and by not submitting an 


Amended Complaint that was already written by the client as of June 24, 2023.


17.	 �In the fourth stage of lying, the securing of the sanctions claim was done by Talarico submitting “PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT ADR 


SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC’S RULE 137 MOTION FOR SANCTIONS” on Feburary 8, 2024. The plaintiffs  were never allowed to see the document 


before it was submitted and would never have agreed to Talarico submitting anything to the court representing the plaintiffs at that time. The document 


itself is an intentional lie to establish plaintiffs’ intentionally incorrect legal theory as to why Dulberg committed the sanctionable act.


18.	 �In the fifth stage of lying (destroying any appeal process) Talarico intentionally filed a petition for Appeal which listed Dulberg as a Self Represented 


Litigant (SLR). Talarico collected fees and acted as if Talarico was representing Dulberg in an appeal process while Talarico was actually filing the appeal 


with Dulberg as an SLR and stealing the money. In addition, because the appeal would have been limited to the “breach of contract” argument (which is an 


intentional fool’s argument), any possible appeal was already destroyed by Talarico before it was attempted. (Exhibit 261)


19.	 �So each of the 5 stages of lying required fraudulent concealment. Each of the 5 stages of lying must have been intentional.


20.	 �Talarico did not only intentionally lie once or twice to his permanently disabled client. Talarico lied systematically over 5 distinct and identifiable stages of 


lying and over three successive time periods.


21.	 But while giving the ruling on April 22, 2025 Judge Swanagan concluded:


“Signing it closes the deal. So the reasons why the complaint was signed, the bottom line is, read the statute, read the cases. You know, you’re 
obligated to have investigated and found a good faith basis for the complaint before you signed it. When it’s signed and filed, boom, you’re on 
the 6 hook; it’s not a valid complaint.”
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22.	 �The April 22, 2025 final ruling by Judge Swanagan appears to be the same that would be made if none of the acts of fraud against Dulberg and fraudulent 


concealment listed above took place. The final ruling is the same as if the July 15, 2025 and February 24, 2025 and March 17, 2025 submissions by plaintiffs 


were never filed with the court. The final ruling does not take account of the systematic acts of fraud Talarico committed against Dulberg which consisted 


of 5 uniquely identifiable and distinct stages of lying carried out over 3 time periods.


B.	 DECISION  GIVES  ATTORNEYS  GREEN  LIGHT  TO  COMMIT  FRAUD  ON  CLIENT  FOR  PROFIT  FOLLOWING  A  SIMPLE  
TEMPLATE  THAT  CAN  BE  REPEATED  AND  PERFECTED


23.	 �The relation between Talarico and ADR Systems follows a simple, straightforward 5 step pattern, each step being demonstrated through evidence. The 


relation between Talarico and Allstate is exactly the same, as if they are mirrors of each other. These relationships are compared in Table 17 below. 


TABLE 17: RES JUDICATA GAME PLAN (AS A 5 STEP PROCESS)
ADR SYSTEMS ALLSTATE


STEP 1 2022-10-28: Come into possession of incriminating evidence 
against party


2022-05-24: Come into possession of incriminating evidence 
against party


STEP 2 2022-12-08 Insert single “breach of contract” count into 
complaint with (1) no connection to incriminating evidence and 
(2) no supporting facts in body of complaint, just before filing 
complaint without client review


2022-12-08 Insert single “breach of contract” count into 
complaint with (1) no connection to incriminating evidence and 
(2) no supporting facts in body of complaint, just before filing 
complaint without client review


STEP 3 Delete any mention of the incriminating evidence in STEP 1 
from filed complaint


Delete any mention of the incriminating evidence in STEP 1 
from filed complaint


STEP 4 2023-05-25 party easily dismissed after absurd “breach of 
contract” argument given in court


2023-09-21 party easily dismissed after absurd “breach of 
contract” argument given in court


STEP 5 2023-06-24 mess up appeal petition and Amended Complaint 2023-10-20 mess up appeal petition


24.	 �Following these 5 steps by using the 5 stages of lying described above over the 3 time periods described above allows any attorney to have a template for 


successful corruption to be repeated and perfected.


25.	 �The 5 steps can destroy anyone’s claims and can sucessfully violate anyone’s right to use a courtroom.


26.	 �During Talarico’s four edits described in our February 24, 2025 submission to this court in paragraphs 9 to 16 , Talarico deleted about 80% of the ‘relevant 


facts’ we sent to him on December 1, 2022, added only one sentence to the ‘relevant facts’ body of the complaint he was given to file, and added 2 new 


defendants (Allstate and ADR Systems) between 9:14AM and 12:56PM on December 8, 2022.


27.	 �Among the ‘relevant facts’ provided to Talarico on December 1, 2022 that Talarico deleted are: All history of Dulberg’s original chainsaw injury, all 


information about receiving a fraudulent agreement with Dulberg’s signature fraudulently attached to the agreement from Mr. Chapman on October 28, 


2022, all information about underlying case depositions having no valid certification pages and forged court reporters signatures attached, text messages 


between the Baudins and Dulberg proving Dulberg did not give consent to Binding Mediation on July 20, 2016 or at any other time, underlying case 


12LA178 defendant Gagnon admitting negligence for Dulberg’s injury as of March 2013, date Dulberg declared bankruptcy, all references to bankruptcy 
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trustee Heeg, destruction of key evidence ‘’Walgreens RX receipts with timestamps’ in unlerlying case 12LA178, all mention of Dulberg being the sole 


residual beneficiary of bankryuptcy estate since all criditors were paid in full, and more.


C.	 DECISION  PROVIDES  STRONG  ECONOMIC  MOTIVATIONS  TO  ATTORNEYS  TO  COMMIT  FRAUD  AGAINST  THEIR OWN  
CLIENT  AND  FRAUD  ON  THE  COURT  WITHOUT  RISK


28.	 �The Fees and Costs Table (Exhibit BN-7)1 documents how much Talarico stole while committing the acts listed above. Talarico also received a $10,000 


retainer (which he later denied receiving) to pursue fraud on the court claims (among other claims). Talarico also claimed to pay an Expert witness and 


consulting attorney Allan Kravets $14,500.


29.	 �If the Judgment is acted upon, this means Talarico and ADR Systems of America can further conspire to have Dulberg pay all $26,000 (since nothing in the 


final order prevents them from doing so). In fact this is what appears to be happening in our current communications with Mr Chapman. (Exhibit BP)  This 


would mean that Talarico is allowed to ‘earn’ over $150,000 while effectively working with opposing counsels to undermine the court process by following 


the 5 step template described above.


D.	 DECISION  DOES  NOT  ACCOUNT  FOR  EXISTENCE  OF  FORGERIES  IN  22L010905  AND  IN  UNDERLYING  CASES 12LA178  AND  
BK 14-83578  RAISED  BY  PLAINTIFFS


30.	 �On October 28, 2022 Mr Chapman himself on behalf of ADR Systems personally caused, passed and transmitted to Dulberg through Talarico via email a 


fraudulent Binding Mediation Agreement. This fraudulent Binding Mediation Agreement has Dulberg’s signature fraudulently placed on it. (See Exhibit 11 


of Dulberg’s complaint in the instant/current case) (Exhibit BD)2


31.	 �ADR Systems is both the creator of the fraudulent document and the transmitter of the fraudulent document as if it were the authentic document approved 


by the bankruptcy court. 


32.	 �This claim was not contested by any opposing parties.


33.	 �The Bankruptcy Court did not approve entry into this fraudulent Binding Mediation Agreement (Exhibit BF)3 and did not approve Dulberg to personally 


enter into any agreement whatsoever. (Exhibit BG)4


34.	 �The Bankruptcy Court only approved Trustee Olsen to enter into a very different Binding Mediation Agreement. (Exhibit BH)5


35.	 �Both the fraudulent Binding Mediation Agreement and the Bankruptcy Court authorized Binding Mediation Agreement were created by ADR Systems. 


36.	 �Concerning the claim against Allstate for ‘breach of contract’, Talarico was in possession of evidence that at least 9 out of 10 depositions in underlying case 


12LA178 had no valid certification page and at least 5 of the depositions had forgeries of court reporters signatures on the certification pages. Allstate 


1  See Exhibit BN-7 in COURT APPROVED SUPPLEMENT TO DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
2  See Exhibit BD in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
3  See Exhibit BF in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
4  See Exhibit BG in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
5  See Exhibit BH in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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attorneys were participants in all 10 depositions. How could Allstate not have known about the certification pages? How could Talarico not have known 


about the certification pages? (Exhibit AJ1) (Exhibit AJ2) (Exhibit AJ3) (Exhibit AJ4) (Exhibit AJ5) (Exhibit AJ6) (Exhibit AJ7) (Exhibit AJ8) 


(Exhibit AJ9) (Exhibit AJ10) (Exhibit AJ11) (Exhibit AJ12) (Exhibit AJ13) (Exhibit AJ15) (Exhibit AJ16)1


37.	 �The above claims were not contested by any opposing parties.


38.	 �The final ruling does not take account of the existence of deposition forgeries. The ruling appears to be the same that would be made if there were no 


deposition forgeries as described above. 


E.	 DECISION  DOES  NOT  ACCOUNT  FOR  FACT  THAT  DEFENDANT  IN  UNDERLYING  CASE  ADMITTED  NEGLIGENCE IN  
MARCH,  2013  RAISED  BY  PLAINTIFFS


39.	 �On February 1, 2013 Ron Barch filed CROSS-CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS CO-DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON (Exhibit 112) which 


stated::


“7. �At the time and place alleged, notwithstanding his aforementioned duty, Defendant David Gagnon was then and there guilty of one or more 
of the following negligent acts and/or omissions:


a. Caused or permitted a chainsaw to make contact with Plaintiffs right arm;


b. Failed to operate said chainsaw in a safe and reasonable manner so as to avoid injuring Plaintiff’s right arm;


c. Failed to maintain a reasonable and safe distance between the chainsaw he was operating and Plaintiff’s right arm;


d. Failed to properly instruct Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating chainsaw;


e. Failed to properly warn Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating chainsaw;


f. �Failed to maintain the chainsaw in the idle or off position when he knew or should have known that Plaintiff was close enough to 
sustain injury from direct contact with the subject chainsaw;


g. Failed to maintain a proper lookout for Plaintiff while operating the subject chainsaw;


h. Failed to maintain proper control over an operating chainsaw;


i. Was otherwise negligent in the operation and control of the subject chainsaw.


8. �That the injuries alleged by Plaintiff PAUL DULBERG, if any, were the direct and proximate result of negligence on the part of Defendant 
David Gagnon.” 


40.	 Gagnon’s attorney (Allstate attorney) Accardo has never filed an answer on behalf of Gagnon (effectively admitting all allegations as true).


41.	 �The above claim was not contested by any opposing parties.


42.	 �There never was any original reason for Dulberg to have any relationship with ADR Systems of America since at least 9 out of 10 depositions in underlying 


case 12LA178 had no valid certification page and at least 5 of the depositions had forgeries of court reporters signatures on the certification pages and the 


1  See Exhibits AJ1 to AJ16 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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defendant Gagnon had already admitted negligence for Dulberg’s chainsaw injury as of March, 2013. Binding Mediation was entered into through acts of 


fraud and deliberate mistrpresentation to Dulberg by defendants.


43.	 When giving the final order on April 22, 2025 Judge Swanagan stated: 


“Dulberg and his trust filed suit against multiple parties in an apparent attempt to recover the difference.  Among the defendants he named was 
ADR.” 


“The notion that they {ADR} are bound by a contract which was unsigned is untenable.”


44.	 �The final ruling does not take account of the fact that Defendant Gagnon already admitted negligence for Dulberg’s chainsaw injury as of March, 2013 so 


there was never any reason for Dulberg to be in any Binding Mediation process . The ruling appears to be the same that would be made if there were no 


deposition forgeries as described above and defendant Gagnon never admitted negligence for Dulberg’s chainsaw injury. The ruling ignores these things 


while focusing only on the “breach of contract” claim which Talarico inserted into the complaint by using the template described in this document.


F.	 DECISION  DOES  NOT  ACCOUNT  FOR  ACTS  OF  FRAUD  ON  THE  COURT  RAISED  BY  PLAINTIFFS


45.	 �Talarico committed willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg systematically. Why? For whose benefit?


46.	 �Talarico intentionally set up a Res Juditaca bar on any claim Dulberg has against ADR Systems forever in the future by setting up an intentionally 


fraudulent ‘breach of contract’ claim as a simple frivolous lawsuit set up to be summarily dismissed quickly and then Talarico intentionally destroyed any 


filing of any Amended Complaint and intentionally destroyed any possible appeal.


47.	 �The deliberate addition of ‘breach of contract’ claims is willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg.1 


48.	 �Talarico also intentionally set up a Res Judicata bar on any claim Dulberg has against Allstate forever in the future by setting up an intentionally fraudulent 


‘breach of contract’ claim as a simple frivolous lawsuit set up to be summarily dismissed quickly and then Talarico intentionally destroyed any filing of any 


amended complaint and intentionally destroyed any possible appeal.


49.	 �In relation to defendants Baudins and Olsen, Talarico intentionally removed from the complaint his clients wrote by themselves and gave to him to submit 


on their behalf the following: Date of Dulberg’s bankruptcy filing, any mention of bankruptcy trustee Heeg, any mention of the fact that Defendant Gagnon 


admitted negligence for Dulberg’s injury as of March, 2013, text messages proving that Dulberg never gave consent to Binding mediation on July 20, 


2016 like the Baudins claim (or at any other time), Dulberg’s status as sole residual beneficiary of the bankruptcy estate once all creditors were paid in full 


(and they were), evidence of burial of key evidence by Dulberg’s own attorney in 12LA178, evidence that at least 9 ourt of 10 depositions have no valid 


certification page and at least 5 have court reporters signatures forged on certification pages, any mention of original chainsaw injury, any mention that 


Polovich and Mast, then Balke tried to get Dulberg to settle with remaining defendant for $50,000 without any input or oversight from the bankruptcy 


trustee, any mention that The Baudins and Allstate alone created the binding medation conditions and the ‘upper cap’ without any oversignt of the 


1 � It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
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bankruptcy trustee Heeg.


50.	 �The deliberate removal of important information is willful and wanton prima facie professional misconduct and fraud against Dulberg.1


51.	 �There is no explanation why Talarico acted as documented in this Motion to Reconsider and our February 24, 2025 and March 17, 2025 submissions to this 


court other than to benefit opposing parties.


52.	 �Attorney collaboration collapses the adversarial process. The Dulberg cases go to the heart of the corruption of this adversarial relationship between 


plaintiff and defendant that makes court valid.


53.	 �The final ruling does not take account of the systematic acts of fraud on the court by collapsing the adversarial process which makes court valid. The ruling 


appears to be the same that would be made if none of the acts of fraud on the court took place. 


G.	 DECISION  DOES  NOT  ACCOUNT  FOR  INVOLVEMENT  OF  SECOND  RETAINED  ATTORNEY  AND  THEIR  LIABILITY RAISED  
BY  PLAINTIFFS


54.	 �In February of 2022 Talarico claimed to retain an expert witness named Alan Kravets in related case 17LA377. Talarico also claimed to retain


Alan Kravets for 22L010905. (Exhibit BA)2 


a.	 �Did Kravets play a role in determining legal sufficiency of Talarico’s final edit between 9:14AM and 12:56AM on December 8, 2022?


b.	 �Did Alan Kravets advise Talarico to place counts 4 and 5 in the final edit of the complaint?


c.	 �Was Alan Kravets consulted by Talarico when Talarico told Dulberg not to attend the October 31, 2023 status hearing?3 


d.	 �If not, what was Alan Kravets retained for? (If yes, then the legal advice of expert witness Alan Kravets goes to the heart of the question of 
who is responsible for the penalty of sanctions.) 


55.	 �As of the date of this filing we have no evidence that the Alan Kravets responding to us by email even exists. The person corresponding by email claims 


that they:


a.	 �accepted a retainer of $5,400 for 22L010905 that Dulberg paid (Exhibit BN-1) and (Exhibit BN-2)4,  
and they...


b.	 �did no billable work on the case 22L010905 (Exhibit BN-3),  
even though they... 


c.	 �refuse to give any money back to Dulberg or to Kost (Exhibit BN-4) and (Exhibit BN-5).


56.	 �Alan Kravets has received $14,250.005 in total from Dulberg and Kost and Dulberg and Kost has received no money back. Even though Alan Kravets 


1 � It is prima facie negligent conduct for an attorney to misadvise a client on a settled point of law that can be looked up by through ordinary research techniques.
2 � See (Exhibit BA) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
3 � Described in ¶31-32 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
4 � See Exhibits BN-1 to BN-5 in COURT APPROVED SUPPLEMENT TO DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
5 � On 03/16/2022 Dulberg additionally paid $304.80 for a Lawyerport (Westlaw) subscription to be shared by Talarico and Kravets 


�Again on 02/08/2023 Dulberg additionally paid $1,670.86 for a Lawyerport (Westlaw) subscription to be shared by Talarico and Kravets
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admitted receiving $5,400 retainer for 22L010905, Alan Kravets claimed to have not even done 0.1 hours of billable work on 22L010905. Alan Kravets 


claims he has no obligation to return the $5,400 to Dulberg and Kost. Alan Kravets claimed he already sent the money to Talarico, and since Talarico was 


alive when Talarico received the money, apparently Alan Kravets considers the matter closed. (see Exhibits listed in ¶39) 


57.	 �In related case 17LA377 Dulberg was billed $8,850.00 for services. Dulberg has no evidence of any work being done, no evidence of any opinion given, for 


over $8,850.00 paid to Alan Kravets for 17LA377. In related case 17LA377 Alan Kravets did offer to return $2,250 of the $8,850.00 retainer Alan Kravets 


received for case 17LA377 but the letters that Dulberg and Kost received from Kravets for some strange reason used the term “Mr Dulberg” associated 


with a person named “Dave Dulberg”. The term “Mr Dulberg”, used throughout both letters, seems to refer to two different people (Paul Dulberg and Dave 


Dulberg). (Exhibit BN-6)1 The letter was written in such a way that if Dulberg signed the letter, Dulberg would be authorizing Alan Kravets to sent the 


check to a person named “Dave Dulberg”. 


58.	 �The claims above were not contested by any opposing party or by Talarico.


59.	 �The final ruling does not take account of the existence this second retained attorney and their contribution to the sanctionable act. Alan Kravets is not taken 


into consideration when the court applied the punishment of sanctions. The ruling appears to be the same that would be made if the second retained attorney 


had never participated in any sanctionable act.


H.	 ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA  NOW  EMPLOYEES  JUDGE THOMAS MEYER  (WHO  PRESIDED  OVER  RELATED  CASE 17LA377  
AND  UNDERLYING  CASE 12LA178)


60.	 �We recently learned that Thomas Meyer is now employed by ADR Systems of America. (Exhibit 260) 


61.	 �Judge Meyer presided over related legal malpractice case 17LA377 for about 6 years using a novel legal theory of 2 year statute of limitations which is at 


odds with Illinois Law as detailed in the key secondary source “Trial Handbook for Illinois Lawyers”, Section 22:29. The case 17LA377 was dismissed 


using the same novel legal theory at odds with Suburban Real Estate Services, Inc. v. Carlson, 2022 IL 126935, 456 Ill. Dec. 779, 193 N.E.3d 1187 (Ill. 


2022) and at odds with the key secondary source “Trial Handbook for Illinois Lawyers”, Section 22:29.


62.	 �The key secondary source has been available since 1964, is in its 8th edition, and is only 3 pages long.


63.	 �Mr. Talarico helped discover Judicial Fraud that took place in the underlying case 12LA178 and a related case 17LA377. Mr. Talarico knowingly hid these 


facts from the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit, the First Judicial Circuit in this instant cause of action 2022L010905 and from both Appellate Courts and 


the Illinois Supreme Court by intentionally ruining the Appellate Court Brief and the Supreme Court Petition. Associate Judge Thomas A. Meyer and 


Associate Judge Joel D. Berg both have Judicial Conflicts of Interest with Thomas J. Popovich and the Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich P.C.. In Fact, the 


whole of the Judiciary in the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit had Judicial Conflicts of Interest with Thomas J. Popovich and the Law Offices of Thomas J. 


Popovich P.C. and have willingly self recused before, during and after 12LA178 and 17LA377. The then Chief Judge of the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit 


1  See Exhibit BN-6 in COURT APPROVED SUPPLEMENT TO DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
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had filed M.R. 898‘s sending other cases involving Thomas J. Popovich out of the circuit (at the same time Dulberg’s cases involving Thomas J. Popovich 


were ignored and heard by Judges with clear Judicial Conflicts of Interest in the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit). The evidence strongly suggests the 


Twenty Second Judicial Circuit will not self recuse when it benefits Thomas J. Popovich and there is little chance of the Judicial Conflict being discovered 


by the opposing party. For example, even though Judge Meyer stated he was friends with Popovich in 2012 and recused himself from case 12LA326, 


Judge Meyer later presided over 15CV265 with Popovich as a defendant (found not guilty) and Judge Meyer presided over both 12LA178 and the resulting 


legal malpractice case 17LA377 with the Popovich law firm as defendant (found not guilty). (Exhibit BI-1) (Exhibit BI-2) (Exhibit BI-3) (Exhibit BI-4) 


(Exhibit BI-5) (Exhibit BI-6) (Exhibit BI-7)1


64.	 �Mr Talarico’s current counsel Tom Long (personally) and the firm Konicek & Dillon represented Thomas J. Popovich in the Twenty Second Judicial Circuit. 


15LA78 and 12LA326 (First Circuit Case No. 2012L000196), cases where Associate Judges Thomas A. Meyer and Joel D. Berg (presiding Judges in 


17LA377) recused themselves due to Judicial Conflicts of Interest with Popovich in some cases but not in other cases. Both Tom Long and Talarico are 


aware that personal friends of Popovich served as Judges in related legal malpractice case 17LA377 and this knowledge was never brought to the court’s 


attention (deliberately). Members of the firm Konicek & Dillon are potential witnesses to Judicial Fraud that benefits Popovich. (Exhibit BI-1) (Exhibit BI-


2) (Exhibit BI-3) (Exhibit BI-4) (Exhibit BI-5) (Exhibit BI-6) (Exhibit BI-7)2


I.	 THE  ILLINOIS  GENERAL  PUBLIC  IS  IN  DANGER  OF  BEING  TARGETED  BY  THIS  SCHEME  OR  SIMILAR  SCHEMES  AT  
ANY  TIME


65.	 �The acts described in the March 24, 2025 and April 17, 2025 submissions and this submission document behavior of officers of the court which is a danger 


to the general public. The 5 step process is so simple and lucrative that Illinois sttorneys can repeatedly “ambush” any targeted person at the moment of 


filing a complaint. They simply need to get a client to sign the certification page without properly reviewing the complaint. This starts only stage 1 of the 5 


stage process but, as is consistent with Judge Swanagan’s April 22, 2025 ruling, stages 2, 3, 4 and 5 are inescapable. and can be dragged out over a period 


of years, over which both the clients attorney (Talarico) and opposing counsel will be making money off the target. There are red flags throughout case 


22L010905. There are also red flags throughout related case 17LA377 just as there are red flags in underlying cases 12LA178 and BK 14-83578. The current 


order effectively punishes (and allows further targeting of) the only people (the plaintiffs) who have made efforts to raise these red flag issues to the court’s 


attention and to the attention of the general public. 


66.	 �The final order allows a simple but inescapable template for successful corruption to be perfected and repeated in the Illinois court system. The case 


22L010905 may be just the tip of the iceberg of a larger system of attorney collaboration to commit fraud on chosen targets and targeted cases in the Illinois 


court system using this or similar templates. To allow the final April 22, 2025 order to stand unmodified may be an inadvertent open invitation to these 


1  See Exhibits BI-1 to BI-7 in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS
2 � See (Exhibits BI-1, BI-2, BI-3, BI-4, BI-5, BI-6 and BI-7) in DULBERG’S RESPONSE TO ADR’S PETITION FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEY’S FEES AND COSTS 
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simple but inescapable types of corruption in Illinois courts.


67.	 �The court, by not acting on any of the evidence of fraud against Dulberg by Talarico, would effectively give the green light to the same acts being 


committed on other unknowing and unwilling targets, stripping them of any ability to use a courtroom in Illinois at any time and providing the offending 


attorneys as officers of the court with a handsome profit.


68.	 �As a result of the Greylord investigations first becoming public in 1983, the Illinois Supreme Court assembled The Special Commission on the 


Administration of Justice in Cook County in 1984. THE SPECIAL COMMISSION ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN COOK COUNTY 


FINAL REPORT was first released on September 14, 1988 (about 1 week before Himmel was decided by the Illinois Supreme Court on September 22, 


1988). Some of their final conclusions are contained in the following quotes:


“...the lack of personal honesty on the part of some judges and lawyers does not explain how the corruption revealed in the Greylord trials could 
be carried out for decades, undetected by responsible authorities, nor how it could evolve into such well-organized and systematic schemes.” 
(page 8 of the FINAL REPORT)


“...despite the duty that lawyers have under the Illinois Code of Profession Responsibility to report their knowledge of illegal acts, this type of 
corruption continued for decades, apparently unreported to law enforcement officials.” (page 53 of the FINAL REPORT)


“The state’s agencies responsible for regulating professional conduct - the Attorney Registration and Disciplinary Commission and the Judicial 
Inquiry Board - also apparently failed to detect criminal wringdoing. Because lawyers and court personnel are reluctant to report misconduct, 
there was little risk that crimes would be brought to the attention of law enforcement or regulatory officials by private citizens.” (page 53 of the 
FINAL REPORT)


“The official rules - such as the Court’s rules, the lawyer’s Code of Professional Responsibility and the criminal laws governing courtroom 
conduct - form what one writer has called a “myth system.” What actually occurs in these courtrooms reflects a different set of norms which 
constitutes and “operational code.”” (page 67 of the FINAL REPORT)


“The criminal conspiracies which persisted in Cook County’s courtrooms could not have endured if lawyers had reported what they saw or 
suspected to law enforcement officials. Indeed, the status of lawyering as a profession is threatened when attorneys do not comply with this 
duty. We doubt whether the public will long tolerate the self-regulatory status of lawyers if they do not rectify the widespread disregart for their 
obligation to report the crimes and misdeeds of others.” (page 75 of the FINAL REPORT)


69.	 �Upon leaving office in 1981 (one year after Operation Greylord began and while still under cover), former United States Attorney for the Northern District 


of Illinois Thomas P. Sullivan observed: 


“There seems to be in Chicago and the surrounding areas a pervasive, deep-seated lack of honesty at all levels of Government and business. I 
do not know whether it is worse here than elsewhere, but I do know that public and private corruption is commonplace in our city.” (page 63 of 
FINAL REPORT)


70.	 �The American Bar Association’s Special Committee on Evaluation and Disciplinary Enforcement referred to the state of lawyer discipline as:


 “a scandalous situation that requires the immediate attention of the profession.” the Committee;s report went on the note that “[w]ith few 
exceptions the prevailing attitude of lawyers toward disciplinary enforcement ranges from apathy to outright hostility.” (page 74 of FINAL 
REPORT)
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71.	 �Concerning an attitude of complacency, efforts to maintain status quo and “look the other way” in the wake of Greylord, THE SPECIAL COMMISSION 


concluded:


“We are certain that complacency is not the answer to the problems revealed by the Greylord prosecutions. Nothing, we believe, would be more 
demoralizing than failing to take action to check corruption and prevent further erosion of public confidence in the court system.” 1 (page 12 of 
FINAL REPORT)


72.	 �Concerning the importance of federal law enforcement and federal government responsibility over Illinois courts THE SPECIAL COMMISSION 


concluded:


““...until state and local governments demonstrate the willingness and capacity to act in this area, we strongly believe federal law enforcement 
should continue to prosecute local corruption cases. United States Attorney for the Northern District of Illinois Anton R. Valukas has stated 
that he is committed to pursuing Greylord cases as long as there are viable leads to pursue. Nothing, we believe, could be more important for 
ensuring the integrity of our court system.” (page 83 of FINAL REPORT)


with a footnote: “The Illinois General Assembly has been reluctant to provide state prosecutors with the means to officially combat official 
corruption. Until they do, the federal goverment will undoubtably carry the heaviest responsibility in this area.”2


73.	 �The plaintiffs never acted in bad faith toward this court as we are currently accused. Instead, plaintiffs were ‘mugged’ (or ‘jumped’) by their own retained 


attorney who was working for the benefit of opposing parties in Illinois courts in a post-Himmel court environment that is probably not so completely 


different from the pre-Himmel court environment as described by THE SPECIAL COMMISSION ON THE ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE IN COOK 


COUNTY in their FINAL REPORT quoted in this document.


J.	 DULBERG  WAS  DENIED  DUE  PROCESS  BY  NOT  BEING  ALLOWED  THE  RIGHT  TO  HAVE  AN  EVIDENTIARY HEARING  OR  
CONDUCT  ANY  DISCOVERY  OVER  ANY  OF  THESE  ‘RED FLAG’  ISSUES


74.	 �Illinois Judicial Benchbook on Civil Law and Procedure (2022), page 26-9: 


Necessity of Hearing. The court always should hold an evidentiary hearing when a sanction award is to be based on improper purpose. Hess, 
2012 IL App (5th) 090059, ¶ 26 (dictum); Century Road Builders, Inc. v. City of Palos Heights, 283 Ill. App. 3d 527, 531 (1st Dist. 1996). The 
court generally should admit evidence of similar conduct in other cases to prove the signer acted for an improper purpose. Clark v. Gannett Co., 
Inc., 2018 IL App (1st) 172041, ¶ 71.


75.	 �If we do have the right to an evidentiary hearing consistent with the quote above, we have repeatedly expressed that we wish to exercise that right 


concerning the original sanctionable act of December 8, 2022 such as:


1 � In ‘No More Greylords?’ by Richard Lindberg (1994) published by ‘IPSN – Founder Combined Counties Police Association’, retired Judge James M. Bailey stated: “Personally Harry 
Comerford is one of the nicest guys you can ever hope to meet. But Harry’s like everybody else. He’s going to protect his back. The only way you protect your back is to go ahead and make 
the assignments on the basis of politics, or on the basis of who you know.” The article states: “The office of Chief Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook County is a patronage mill - no different 
than the Cook County Board, the County Clerk’s office. or the ill-fated Sheriff’s office under James O’Grady and his successor Michael Sheahan.” Retired Judge James M. Bailey continued: 
“This position probably has more power than the Appellate Court. ...It might even have more power than the Supreme Court. Just look at the enormity of the budget and see Just how many 
people the Circuit Court of Cook County hires. There are so many jobs the Chief Judge is in control of - secretaries, probation officers, public defenders - it’s amazing. You’re talking about a 
lot of jobs.”


2 � In ‘No More Greylords?’ by Richard Lindberg (1994) states: “Judge Comerford’s political allegiance goes to House Speaker Michael Madigan who appears to want to maintain the political 
status quo in the Cook County courts. Over the years Speaker Madigan has effectively spiked attempts on the part of various advocacy groups like the Chicago Council of Lawyers to push 
for merit selection of Judges in Illinois.”
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a.	 �Calling Talarico and Alan Kravets as witnesses to verify whether Alan Kravets as he communicates through the emails is a real 
person and to learn of his relation to sanctionable acts.


b.	 �Obtaining unredacted and complete record of recorded telephone conversations between Talarico and Dulberg and Talarico and 
Thomas Kost and between Talarico and all third parties and opposing counsel performed while representing his clients (because 
they go the heart of actions taken on and around December 8, 2022, October 31, 2023 and other interactions during actions of 
fraud on the court and sanctionable actions.


c.	 �Obtaining CASE FILES (work product) and other evidence. 


It is this evidence that goes to the heart of who is truly responsible for the sanctionable act.


76.	 �In addition, we were deprived of any discovery to further investigate any of the numerous ‘red flag’ issues we have been raising to the court since July 15, 


2024 (after first discovering them in and after January, 2024) and which we are raising in this Motion to Reconsider and in our February 24, 2025 and April 


17, 2025 submissions to the court.


77.	 �In the case that Judge Swanagan rules against this motion, we welcome this opportunity for Judge Swanagan to explain further any and all of the points A 


through J that we are raising in this MOTION TO RECONSIDER so that we can respectfully perfect our right to appeal his decisions.


	 WHEREFORE, the Plaintiffs, PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST, pray that the Court 
enter an Order GRANTING this MOTION TO RECONSIDER APRIL 22, 2005 FINAL ORDER BASED ON MISTAKES IN LAW, STRIKE OR MODIFY the 
courts APRIL 22, 2005 FINAL ORDER BASED ON MISTAKES IN LAW and grant any other relief the court deems appropriate.


Respectfully submitted, this 20th day of May 2025


By: /s/ Paul R. Dulberg 
Paul R. Dulberg
4606 Hayden Ct.  
McHenry, Illinois 60051  
(847) 497-4250  
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
 
Pro se for Plaintiffs: Plaintiffs PAUL R. DULBERG, INDIVIDUALLY AND THE PAUL R. DULBERG REVOCABLE TRUST


VERIFICATION BY CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO SECTION 1-109


Under penalties as provided by law pursuant to Section 1-109 of the Code of Civil Procedure, the undersigned certifies that the statements set forth in 
this instrument are true and correct, except as to matters therein stated to be on information and belief, and as to such matters the undersigned 
certifies as aforesaid that he verily believes the same to be true.


 /s/ Paul R. Dulberg 
      Paul R. Dulberg
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Exhibit 112 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Exhibit 112_2013-02-01_CROSS CLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINST CODEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON_CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE_Barch-McGuires copy-OCR.pdf


STATE OF lLLfNOI 
lN THE CIRCUJT COURT OF THE 22ND JUDIClAL CIRCUlT 


COUNTY OF McHENRY 


PAUL DULBERG, 


Plaintiff, 


vs. 


DA VTD GAGNON, Individually, and a<; 
Agent of CAROLINE MCGUIRE and BILL 
MCGUIRE, and CAROLINE MCGUIRE 
and BI L M GUIRE, Jndjvidually, 


Defendants. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


ase No. 12 A 178 


CROSs-cLAIM FOR CONTRIBUTION AGAINTS 
CO-DEFENDANT DAVID GAGNON 


FEB -1 I0'3 


The Defendants, BILL McGUIRE and CAROLYN McGUIRE, by and through their 


attorneys Cicero France, Barch & Alexander PC, and for their cros -claim for counterclaim for 


contribution against Defendant David Gagnon, state as follows: 


1. Plaintiff PAUL DULBERG has filed a two-count complaint against Defendants 


David Gagnon, Bill McGuire and Carolyn McGuire seeking damages for injuries he attributes to a 


chainsaw incident that purportedly occurred on June 28, 2011 in the County of McHenry, State of 


Illinois. 


2. The chainsaw incident set forth in Plaintiff's Complaint purportedly occurred on a 


re idential parcel owned by Defendants Bill McGuire and Carolyn McGuire. 


3. Defendants Bill McGuire and Carolyn McGuire were not present in the vicinity of 


the chainsaw in ident when it occurred. 


4. At the time of the alleged chainsaw incident. Plaintiff PA L DULBERG was 


assisting Defendant David Gagnon as Defendant Gagnon was cutting and trimming trees and 


branches with a chainsaw. 


5. At said time and place, Defendant David Gagnon owed a duty to exercise reasonable 


cart: at all times to avoid causing injury and property damages to others. 
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6. On the date and in the location set forth in Plaintiff's Complaint, the chainsaw being 


then and there operated by Defendant David Gagnon made contact with the right arm of Plaintiff 


PAUL DULBERG. 


7. At the time and place alleged, notwithstanding his aforementioned duty, Defendant 


David Gagnon was then and there guilty of one or more of the following negligent acts and/or 


omissions: 


a. Caused or permitted a chainsaw to make conta(.,1 with Plaintiff's right arm; 


b. ailed to operate said chainsaw in a safe and reasonable manner so as to 
avoid injuring Plaintiff's right arm; 


c. Failed to maintain a reasonable and safe distance between the chtrinsaw he 
was operating and Plaintiff's right arm· 


d. failed to properly instruct Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an 
operating chainsaw; 


c. Failed to properly warn Plaintiff prior to approaching him with an operating 
chainsaw; 


f. Failed to maintain the chainsaw in the idle or off position when he knew or 
should have known that Plaintiff was close enough to sustain injury from 
direct contact with the subject chainsaw; 


g. Failed to maintain a proper lookout for Plaintiff while operating the subject 
chainsaw; 


h. ailed to maintain proper control over an operating chainsaw; 


1. Was otherwise negligent in the operation and control of the subject 
chainsaw. 


8. That the injuries alleged by Plaintiff PAUL DULBER, if any, were the direct and 


proximate result of negligence on the part of Defendant David Gagnon. 


9. By virtue of those aforesaid actions, Defendant David Gagnon is a joint tortfeasor 


within the meaning of the Illinois Contribution Among Joint Tortfeasors Act (740 fLCS 100/0.01, et 


eq.) which was in full force and effect on the date of the occurrence and, as such, the State of 
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Illinois recognizes the right of contribution among joint tortfeasors. 


9. Should the Defendants Bill McGuire and Carolyn McGuire be found liable for the 


injuries to Plaintiff PAUL DULBERG, Defendants Bill McGuire and Carolyn McGuire are entitled 


to contribution from Defendant David agnon for that portion of the total recoveries, if any, by 


Plaintiff PAUL DULBERG that the Defendants Bill McGuire and Carolyn McGuire arc required to 


pay in excess of their pro rata share of the liability pursuant to the aforesaid Illinois Contribution 


Among Joint Tortfeasors Act. 


WHEREFORE, the Defendants BILL McGUIRE and CAROLYN McGUlRE, demand 


judgment in their favor and against Defendant David Gagnon for any and all sums for which 


Defendants BILL McGUIRE and CAR LYN McGUIRE may be held liable to Plaintiff PA L 


DULBERG, in excess of their pro rata share. 


Defendants Hereby Demands A Trial By Jury 


CAROLYN MCGUlRE and BILL MCGUIRE 
Defendants, by their attorneys, 
CICERO, FRANCE, BARCH & ALEXANDER, P.C., 


By---~---
RONALD A. BARCH (6209572) 


Cicero, France, Barch & Alexander, P. 
6323 East Riverside Blvd. 
Rockford, IL 61114 
815/226-7700 
815/226-770 l (fax) 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 


The undersigned hereby certifies that a copy of the foregoing document was 


served upon: 


Attorney Perry A. Accardo 
Law Office ofM. Gerard Gregoire 
200 N. LaSalle St., Ste 2650 


hicago IL 60601-1 092 


Attorney Hans A. Masl 
Law Offices of Thoma J. Popovich 
3416 West Im Street 
McHenry IL 60050 


by depositing the same in the United States Post Office Box addressed as above, postage prepaid, 


al Rockford, Illinois, at 5:00 o'clock p.m. on _f_(_Z_S_(_, _~ _ 


Cicero, France, Barch & Alexander, P. 
6323 East Riverside Blvd. 
Rockford, IL 61 I 14 
815/226-7700 
8 J 5/226-770 I (fax) 
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Exhibit 260 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Exhibit 260_Hon. Thomas A. Meyer, (Ret.) - ADR Systems.pdf


Hon. Thomas A. Meyer, (Ret.)
Illinois


Judge Meyer has been involved in civil litigation for nearly four decades. Prior to
becoming a judge, he was a founding partner at SmithAmundsen LLC (now
Amundsen Davis LLC), Chicago office, and was chairman of the Civil Litigation
practice group. His legal practice focused on construction, commercial
transportation, product liability and professional liability. Judge Meyer took the
bench in 2007 in the 22nd Circuit Court in McHenry County. There, he spent 13
years handling litigation in the Law Division. He has a wide range of experience,
having tried and pre-tried hundreds of civil cases both as a litigator and judge. Judge
Meyer has helped resolve matters involving everything from employment and
partnership disputes to medical malpractice and nursing home cases. His unruffled
demeanor along with his ability to understand the needs and interests of others
make him well suited for his role as a mediator and arbitrator.


Types of Cases Resolved


Neutral Availability


Auto Liability


Bad Faith


Class Action


Construction Accidents


Construction Defect


Contract


Discrimination


Eminent Domain


Employment


Environmental


Fiduciary Duty


Fraud


Government


Insurance Coverage


Landlord-Tenant


Medical Malpractice


Nursing Home


Partnership Dispute


Personal Injury


Premises Liability


Product Liability


Professional Malpractice


Property Damage


Real Estate


Sexual Harassment


Shareholder Dispute


Temporary Restraining Order
(TRO)


Uninsured & Underinsured
Motorist (UM&UIM)


Workers' Compensation


Hon. Thomas A. Meyer, (Ret.) - ADR Systems https://www.adrsystems.com/neutral/hon-thomas-a-meyer-ret/


1 of 3 5/13/2025, 9:42 AM


AD 
MEDIATION & ARBITRATION 
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ADR Experience and Qualifications


Representative Cases


Estates Probate Wrongful Death


Since joining ADR Systems in 2024, Judge Meyer
has served as a full-time mediator and arbitrator


16-year judicial career in the 22nd Circuit Court of
McHenry County, including Circuit Judge, initially
assigned to traffic and later criminal; serving
primarily in the Law Division, 2007-2023


23-year legal career in civil litigation at
SmithAmundsen LLC, Chairman of Civil Litigation
Group, 2003-2007 and Manager of firm’s
Rockford and Woodstock offices, 1994-2003;
Querrey & Harrow, Ltd. 1987-1997; Associate at
McSherry & Gray, 1985-1987


Arbitrator for the Cook, McHenry and Winnebago
Counties’ Mandatory Arbitration Program


Special Assistant State’s Attorney, McHenry and
Winnebago counties


Contract: plaintiff, a medical clinic, filed suit
alleging that a provider, while employed by clinic,
violated non-compete agreement and
misappropriated patient contact information;
settled case when parties agreed to geographical
areas where defendant might continue his new
practice and a division of the patient lists


Medical Malpractice: plaintiff brought suit through
her guardian against defendants, alleging medical
malpractice due to failure to correctly diagnose
and treat her condition; plaintiff experienced brain
damage and a stroke, resulting in the appointment
of a guardian to manage her affairs; matter settled
for several million dollars


Medical Malpractice and Wrongful Death:
allegations that the defendant provider failed to
diagnose the plaintiff’s decedent colorectal
cancer


Medical Malpractice and Wrongful Death: case
arising out of a failed stomach stapling surgery
that was intended to help the plaintiff’s decedent
to lose weight


Personal Injury: plaintiff alleged significant injuries
to his leg due to negligent operation of a stump
grinder by defendant’s employees


Probate: plaintiff and his siblings were
beneficiaries of a family trust; suit for declaratory
judgment involved allegations that trustees had
violated their fiduciary duties and must be
removed; settlement involved one of the trustees
stepping down and the termination of the
agreements that were alleged to have created the
conflicts of interest


Real Estate: buyer claimed fraudulent
misrepresentation from alleged failure to disclose
water infiltration issues in the purchased
residence; case was settled in early stages of the
litigation


Wrongful Death: case arose from an automobile
accident wherein the defendant’s delivery van
struck the plaintiff’s vehicle and caused the death
of one of the passengers


Hon. Thomas A. Meyer, (Ret.) - ADR Systems https://www.adrsystems.com/neutral/hon-thomas-a-meyer-ret/
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Education


Admissions


Disclosure


I was a sitting judge for over 16 years, have practiced law and have been a mediator and arbitrator since 2024.
Many attorneys have tried cases in my courtrooms or mediated or arbitrated a case with me.


The disclosures listed above will not affect my neutrality in this dispute.


Professional Activities and Awards


Presentations and Publications


Personal Injury: settled case involving multiple
defendants working on a housing development;
resolution required interpretation of multiple
subcontracts among the defendants


Named a Super Lawyer in Illinois by Law & Politics


Member, Chicago Bar Association


Member, Winnebago County Bar Association


Member, McHenry County Bar Association


Member, Illinois State Bar Association


Member, Illinois Association of Defense Trial
Counsel


Presenter, “Jury Instructions,” O’Hagan, Smith &
Amundsen LLC litigation attorneys


Presenter, “Issues in Electronic Discovery,”
O’Hagan, Smith & Amundsen LLC seminar


Presenter, “Tort Reform and Best v. Taylor,” Kmart
litigation team


JD, DePaul University College of Law


BBA, St. Norbert College


Illinois State Bar


Hon. Thomas A. Meyer, (Ret.) - ADR Systems https://www.adrsystems.com/neutral/hon-thomas-a-meyer-ret/
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In 3, identify every 
order or judgment you 
want to appeal by 
listing the date the trial 
court entered it. 


In 4, state what you 
want the appellate 
court to do. You may 
check as many boxes 
as apply. 


If you are completing 
this form on a 
computer, sign your 
name by typing it. If 
you are completing it 
by hand, sign by hand 
and print your 
name. Fill in your 
address, telephone 
number, and email 
address, if you have 
one. 


All appellants must 
sign this form. Have 
each additional 
appellant sign the form 
here and enter their 
complete name, 
address, telephone 
number, and email 
address, if they have 
one. 


Name: The Paul R. Dulberg Revocable Trust 
First Middle 


[l] Plaintiff-Appellant □ Petitioner-Appellant 


OR 


□ Defendant-Appellant □ Respondent-Appellant 


3. List the date of every order or judgment you want to appeal: 


05/25/2023 
Date 


08/29/2023 
Date 


09/21/2023 
Date 


4. State your relief: 


Last 


IZI reverse the trial court's judgment (change the judgment in favor of the other party into a 


judgment in your favor) and IZI send the case back to the trial court for any hearings 


that are still required; 
IZI vacate the trial court's judgment (erase the judgment in favor of the other party) 


and IZI send the case back to the trial court for a new hearing and a new judgment; 
IZI change the trial court's judgment to say: Transcript of 9/21/23 and order of May 25, 2023 


are in opposite and trial court statement that the case is over regarding all Defendants 
is incorrect, 


IZI order the trial court to: acknowledge that Fraud (and Fraud on the Court) is alleged, that 


the Statute of Limitations began to run on October 28, 2022 pursuant to the "Discovery 


Rule", that Dulberg was legally disabled at all times herein, the automatic BK stay was 
IZI other: violated, allow Appellants to supplement Record on Appeal to include a bystanders 


report showing that the Baudin Defendants refused 304(a) language in the 8/2923 order ect 


and grant any other relief that the court finds appropriate. 


/s/ Paul R. Dulberg 
Your Signature 


Paul R. Dulberg 
Your Name 


Paul R. dulberg@comcast.net 
Email 


Additional Appellant Signature 
ls/Thomas W. Kost, Trustee 
Signature 


Thomas W. Kost 
Name 


tkost999@gmail.com 
Email 


4606 Hayden Ct. 
Street Address 


McHenry, II. 60051 
City, State, ZIP 


(84 7) 497-4250 
Telephone 


423 Dempster St. 
Street Address 


Mt. Prospect, II/ 60056 
City, State, ZIP 


(847) 439-2198 
Telephone 


Attorney # (if any) 


Attorney # (if any) 


GETTING COURT DOCUMENTS BY EMAIL: You should use an email account that you do not share with anyone else and that you check I 
everv dav. If you do not check your email everv day, you may miss important information, notice of court dates, or documents from other parties. 


Find Illinois Supreme Court approved forms at: illicioiscourts.gov/documents-and-forms/approved-forms. 
NM-N 2803.6 Page 2 of 4 (05/22) 
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In la, enter the name, 
mailing address, and 
email address of the 
party or lawyer to 
whom you sent the 
document. 


In lb, check the box to 
show how you sent the 
document, and fill in 
any other information 
required on the blank 
lines. 


In lb, check the box to 
show how you are 
sending the document. 


CAUTION: If you and 
the person you are 
sending the document 
to have an email 
address, you must use 
one of the first two 
options. Otherwise, 
you may use one of the 
other options. 


In c, fill in the date and 
time that you sent the 
document. 


In 2, if you sent the 
document to more 
than 1 party or lawyer, 
fill in a, b, and c. 
Otherwise leave 2 
blank. 


PROOF OF SERVICE (You must serve the other party and complete this section) 


1. I sent this document: 
a. To: 


Name: Jeremy N. Soeder 
First Middle Last 


Address: 225 W. Washington St. #2550 Chicago Illinois 60606 
Street, Apt # City State ZIP 


Email address: jnboeder@tribler.com 


b. By: 


0 An approved electronic filing service provider (EFSP) 


D Email (not through an EFSP) 
Only use one of the methods below if you do not have an email address, or the person you are 
sending the document to does not have an email address. 


D Personal hand delivery to: 
D The party 
D The party's family member who is 13 or older, at the party's residence 
D The party's lawyer 
D The party's lawyer's office 


D Mail or third-party carrier 


c. On: 10/19/2023 
Date 


At: 4:55 D a.m. 0 p.m. ------
Time 


2. I sent this document: 


a. To: 
Name: Jason W. Jochum 


First Middle 


Address: 550 W. Adams St. #300 Chicago Illinois 60661 
Street, Apt # City 


Email address: Jason.Jochum@lewisbrisbois.com 


b. By: 
0 An approved electronic filing service provider (EFSP) 
D Email (not through an EFSP) 


Last 


State ZIP 


Only use one of the methods below if you do not have an email address, or the person you are 
sending the document to does not have an email address. 


D Personal hand delivery to: 


D The party 
D The party's family member who is 13 or older, at the party's residence 
D The party's lawyer 
D The party's lawyer's office 


D Mail or third-party carrier 
c. On: 10/19/2023 


Date 


At: 4:55 
Time 


D a.m. 0 p.m. 


Find Illinois Supreme Court approved forms at: illicioiscourts.gov/documents-and-forms/approved-forms. 
NM-N 2803.6 Page 3 of 4 (05/22) 
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In 3, if you sent the 
document to more than 
1 party or lawyer, fill 
in a, b, and c. 
Otherwise leave 2 
blank. 


Under the Code of 
Civil Procedure, 735 
ILCS 5/1-109, 
making a statement 
on this form that you 
know to be false is 
perjury, a Class 3 
Felony. 


If you are completing 
this form on a 
computer, sign your 
name by typing it. If 
you are completing it 
by hand, sign by hand 
and print your name. 


3. I sent this document: 


a. To: 
Name: Robert A. Chapman 


First Middle Last 


Address: 190 S. LaSalle St.#3850 Chicago, Illinois 60603 
Street, Apt # City State 


Email address: rchapman@chapmanspingola.com 


b. By: 


0 An approved electronic filing service provider (EFSP) 


D Email (not through an EFSP) 


ZIP 


Only use one of the methods below if you do not have an email address, or the person you are 
sending the document to does not have an email address. 


D Personal hand delivery to: 


D The party 
D The party's family member who is 13 or older, at the party's residence 


D The party's lawyer 


D The party's lawyer's office 


□ Mail or third-party carrier 


C. On: 10/19/2023 
Date 


At: 4:55 □ a.m. 0 p.m. 
Time 


I certify that everything in the Proof of Service is true and correct. I understand that making 
a false statement on this form is perjury and has penalties provided by law 


under 735 ILCS 5/1-109. 


/s/ Alphonse A. Talarico 
Your Signature 


Alphonse A. Talarico 6184530 
Print Your Name Attorney # (if any) 


Find Illinois Supreme Court approved forms at: illicioiscourts.gov/documents-and-forms/approved-forms. 
NM-N 2803.6 Page 4 of 4 (05/22) 
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In la, enter the name, 
mailing address, and 
email address of the 
party or lawyer to 
whom you sent the 
document. 


In lb, check the box to 
show how you are 
sending the document. 


CAUTION: If you and 
the person you are 
sending the document 
to have an email 
address, you must use 
one of the first two 
options. Otherwise, you 
may use one of the 
other options. 


In c, fill in the date and 
time that you sent the 
document. 


NAA-APS 2804.3 


Enter the Case Number given by the Appellate Court Clerk: _1_-2_3_-_1_1_4_2 ________ _ 


ADDITIONAL PROOF OF SERVICE 


1. I sent this document: 


a. To: 


Name: Christine V. Anto 
First Middle 


Address: 150 N. Michigan Ave. #3300 Chicago Illinois 60601 
Street, Apt # City 


Email address: canto@amundsendavislaw.com 


b. By: 
0 An approved electronic filing service provider (EFSP) 


D Email (not through an EFSP) 


Last 


State ZIP 


Only use one of the methods below if you do not have an email address, or the person you are 
sending the document to does not have an email address. 


D Personal hand delivery to: 


D The party 
D The party's family member who is 13 or older, at the party's residence 


D The party's lawyer 


D The party's lawyer's office 


D Mail or third-party carrier 


c. On: 10/19/2023 
Date 


At: 4:50 
Time 


D a.m. 0 p.m. 


(07/21) 
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From: Suhani Mehrotra smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC


Date: May 1, 2025 at 5:36 PM
To: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com
Cc: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com


Mr. Dulberg and Mr. Kost,
 
As you are aware on April 22, 2025, Judge Swanagan entered an order granting ADR
Systems of America LLC’s Petition for an Award of Attorneys’ Fees and Costs and awarded
ADR Systems $25,643.75, which consists of $25,092.50 in attorneys’ fees and $551.25 in
costs, against Paul Dulberg, the Paul Dulberg Revocable Trust, and Alphonse Talarico,
jointly and severally.
 
Please confirm by Tuesday, May 6 that you will pay the total amount awarded -
$25,643.75. We are available to discuss any payment options.  If we cannot resolve this
matter by Tuesday, May 6, or we do not hear from you by then, we will initiate post-
judgment collection proceedings.
 
Suhani Mehrotra
Associate
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8753
Fax | 312 630-9233


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the
recipient named above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend
this communication to the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from your
computer system. Thank you.
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC


Date: May 6, 2025 at 12:42 PM
To: Suhani Mehrotra smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com
Cc: Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com, Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com


Hello,


I am currently investigating legal options for appealing the judgement..


Are you open to negotiating the judgement amount?


Paul


On May 1, 2025, at 5:36 PM, Suhani Mehrotra <smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com> wrote:


Mr. Dulberg and Mr. Kost,
 
As you are aware on April 22, 2025, Judge Swanagan entered an order granting ADR 
Systems of America LLC’s Petition for an Award of Attorneys’ Fees and Costs and 
awarded ADR Systems $25,643.75, which consists of $25,092.50 in attorneys’ fees and 
$551.25 in costs, against Paul Dulberg, the Paul Dulberg Revocable Trust, and Alphonse 
Talarico, jointly and severally.
 
Please confirm by Tuesday, May 6 that you will pay the total amount awarded - 
$25,643.75. We are available to discuss any payment options.  If we cannot resolve this 
matter by Tuesday, May 6, or we do not hear from you by then, we will initiate post-
judgment collection proceedings.
 
Suhani Mehrotra
Associate
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8753
Fax | 312 630-9233


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the 
recipient named above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the 
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this 
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please 
resend this communication to the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from 
your computer system. Thank you.
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From: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com
Subject: RE: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC


Date: May 6, 2025 at 1:14 PM
To: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net, Suhani Mehrotra smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com
Cc: Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com


Mr. Dulberg/Mr. Kost:
 
You can make an offer. However, pending an agreed upon resolution, we will proceed with
serving citations to discover Mr. Dulberg’s personal assets and assets of the trust and will
ask the court to order the turnover of assets needed to pay the judgment in full (which is
accruing interest at an annual rate of 9%).
 
Bob
 
Robert A. Chapman
Partner
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8752
Mobile | 312 231-0766
Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn 


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the
recipient named above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend
this communication to the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from your
computer system. Thank you.
 
From:	Paul	Dulberg	<Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent:	Tuesday,	May	6,	2025	1:42	PM
To:	Suhani	Mehrotra	<smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com>
Cc:	Tom	Kost	<tkost999@gmail.com>;	Robert	Chapman	<rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>
Subject:	Re:	Paul	Dulberg	et	al.	v.	ADR	Systems	of	America,	LLC
 
Hello,
 
I am currently investigating legal options for appealing the judgement..
 
Are you open to negotiating the judgement amount?
 
Paul
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On May 1, 2025, at 5:36 PM, Suhani Mehrotra
<smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com> wrote:
 
Mr. Dulberg and Mr. Kost,
 
As you are aware on April 22, 2025, Judge Swanagan entered an order
granting ADR Systems of America LLC’s Petition for an Award of Attorneys’
Fees and Costs and awarded ADR Systems $25,643.75, which consists of
$25,092.50 in attorneys’ fees and $551.25 in costs, against Paul Dulberg, the
Paul Dulberg Revocable Trust, and Alphonse Talarico, jointly and severally.
 
Please confirm by Tuesday, May 6 that you will pay the total amount awarded -
$25,643.75. We are available to discuss any payment options.  If we cannot
resolve this matter by Tuesday, May 6, or we do not hear from you by then, we
will initiate post-judgment collection proceedings.
 
Suhani Mehrotra
Associate
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8753
Fax | 312 630-9233


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the
use of the recipient named above, and may be legally privileged. If the reader of this
message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received
this communication in error, please resend this communication to the sender and
delete the original message or any copy of it from your computer system. Thank you.
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 7, 2025 at 4:53 PM
To: Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com
Cc: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com, smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051
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From: Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com
Subject: RE: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 8, 2025 at 10:22 AM
To: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Cc: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com, smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_e8c22e3d-8ebb-4956-99bd-
607bb4a618d5.
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 8, 2025 at 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com
Cc: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com, smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_e8c22e3d-8ebb-4956-
99bd-607bb4a618d5.
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From: Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com
Subject: RE: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 8, 2025 at 11:25 AM
To: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net


I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since he will decide how
to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-2fdd-4c84-9de4-
ff0f87328fc1.
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 8, 2025 at 1:44 PM
To: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com
Cc: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com, smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com,


Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com, Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com, Alphonse Talarico
alphonsetalarico@gmail.com, Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


Mr Chapman,


Please inform us:


1. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


I need this basic information to be able to have enough money on hand.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 11:25 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since he will decide
how to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
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Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-2fdd-4c84-
9de4-ff0f87328fc1.
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 9, 2025 at 1:50 PM
To: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com
Cc: smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com, Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com,


Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com, Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@gmail.com, Tom Long
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


Robert Chapman


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 1:44 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Mr Chapman,


Please inform us:


1. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


I need this basic information to be able to have enough money on hand.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 11:25 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since he will decide
how to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
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Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-2fdd-4c84-
9de4-ff0f87328fc1.
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 14, 2025 at 9:36 AM
To: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com
Cc: smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com, Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com,


Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com, Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@gmail.com, Tom Long
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


I have received no response to my previous inquiry so I am including them again with these additional questions.


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


2. When do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


3. How much do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


4. When do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


5. To what address should any payment be mailed?


6. To what name should any payment be made out?


A response to this request for basic information would be nice.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 9, 2025, at 1:49 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Robert Chapman


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 1:44 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Mr Chapman,


Please inform us:


1. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


I need this basic information to be able to have enough money on hand.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 11:25 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since he will
decide how to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com
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tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-2fdd-4c84-
9de4-ff0f87328fc1.
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From: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com
Subject: RE: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 14, 2025 at 9:39 AM
To: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com, Alphonse Talarico


contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com, Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com, Alphonse Talarico
alphonsetalarico@gmail.com, Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


Mr. Dulberg:


There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% responsible (without regard to Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms.


ADR will respond to your proposal.


Bob
 
Robert A. Chapman
Partner
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8752
Mobile | 312 231-0766
Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn 


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient named above, and may be
legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to
the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from your computer system. Thank you.


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2025 9:36 AM
To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra <smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com>; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>; Alphonse Talarico
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>; Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>; Alphonse Talarico
<alphonsetalarico@gmail.com>; Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


I have received no response to my previous inquiry so I am including them again with these additional questions.


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


2. When do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


3. How much do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


4. When do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


5. To what address should any payment be mailed?


6. To what name should any payment be made out?


A response to this request for basic information would be nice.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 9, 2025, at 1:49 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Robert Chapman


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
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Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 1:44 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Mr Chapman,


Please inform us:


1. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


I need this basic information to be able to have enough money on hand.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 11:25 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since he will
decide how to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
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(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-2fdd-4c84-
9de4-ff0f87328fc1.
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 14, 2025 at 12:06 PM
To: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com, Alphonse Talarico


contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com, Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com, Alphonse Talarico
alphonsetalarico@gmail.com, Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


It is our position that Talarico has been (effectively) collaborating with opposing counsels since before 22L010905 was filed on December 8,
2022.


We document the collaboration process in detail in the documents we submitted to the court on February 24, 2025 and on March 17, 2025.


Based on evidence contained in those documents, it is safe to anticipate that attorneys will continue to collaborate to set me and my blind
mother up to pay the total amount of the ruling.


Robert Chapman wrote that, "There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% responsible
(without regard to Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms."


It is obvious to anyone acting in good faith that I cannot answer "how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid
over, time, on what terms"  unless I know how much is owed.


Are you asking me to propose a payment plan based on the entire amount owed?  On half the amount owed?


How can anyone propose a payment plan without knowing how much is owed and the remaining balance to be owed?


Please be more specific so we can speak in concrete numbers.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 14, 2025, at 9:39 AM, Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com> wrote:


Mr. Dulberg:


There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% responsible (without regard to Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms.


ADR will respond to your proposal.


Bob


Robert A. Chapman
Partner
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8752
Mobile | 312 231-0766
Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient named above, and may be
legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to
the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from your computer system. Thank you.


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2025 9:36 AM
To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra <smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com>; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>; Alphonse Talarico
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>; Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>; Alphonse Talarico
<alphonsetalarico@gmail.com>; Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


I have received no response to my previous inquiry so I am including them again with these additional questions.


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


2. When do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?
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3. How much do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


4. When do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


5. To what address should any payment be mailed?


6. To what name should any payment be made out?


A response to this request for basic information would be nice.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 9, 2025, at 1:49 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Robert Chapman


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 1:44 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Mr Chapman,


Please inform us:


1. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


I need this basic information to be able to have enough money on hand.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 11:25 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since he will
decide how to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
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Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-2fdd-
4c84-9de4-ff0f87328fc1.
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 15, 2025 at 1:12 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com, Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com, Alphonse Talarico


alphonsetalarico@gmail.com
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com, Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com,


rchapman@chapmanspingola.com


Mr Talarico,


If Mr Chapman doesn’t respond then it is between us.


Inform us how much you will be paying so we can meet our obligations and pay the balance.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 14, 2025, at 12:06 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


It is our position that Talarico has been (effectively) collaborating with opposing counsels since before 22L010905 was filed on 
December 8, 2022.


We document the collaboration process in detail in the documents we submitted to the court on February 24, 2025 and on March 17, 
2025.


Based on evidence contained in those documents, it is safe to anticipate that attorneys will continue to collaborate to set me and my 
blind mother up to pay the total amount of the ruling.


Robert Chapman wrote that, "There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% responsible 
(without regard to Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms."


It is obvious to anyone acting in good faith that I cannot answer "how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be 
paid over, time, on what terms"  unless I know how much is owed.


Are you asking me to propose a payment plan based on the entire amount owed?  On half the amount owed?


How can anyone propose a payment plan without knowing how much is owed and the remaining balance to be owed?


Please be more specific so we can speak in concrete numbers.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 14, 2025, at 9:39 AM, Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com> wrote:


Mr. Dulberg:


There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% responsible (without regard to Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms.


ADR will respond to your proposal.


Bob


Robert A. Chapman
Partner
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8752
Mobile | 312 231-0766
Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn 


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient named above, and may 
be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, 
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend 
this communication to the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from your computer system. Thank you.


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2025 9:36 AM
To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>
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To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra <smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com>; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>; Alphonse Talarico 
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>; Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>; Alphonse Talarico 
<alphonsetalarico@gmail.com>; Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


I have received no response to my previous inquiry so I am including them again with these additional questions.


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here. 


I need to know:


1. How much do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


2. When do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


3. How much do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


4. When do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


5. To what address should any payment be mailed?


6. To what name should any payment be made out?


A response to this request for basic information would be nice.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 9, 2025, at 1:49 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Robert Chapman


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here. 


I need to know:


1. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 1:44 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Mr Chapman,


Please inform us:


1. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


I need this basic information to be able to have enough money on hand.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 11:25 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since he 
will decide how to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
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Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost 
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost 
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-
2fdd-4c84-9de4-ff0f87328fc1.
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From: Robert Chapman rchapman@chapmanspingola.com
Subject: RE: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 15, 2025 at 1:23 PM
To: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com, Alphonse Talarico


contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com, Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com, Alphonse Talarico
alphonsetalarico@gmail.com, Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


The amount owed per the April 22, 2025 Order (attached) is $25,643.75.


Bob
 
Robert A. Chapman
Partner
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8752
Mobile | 312 231-0766
Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn 


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient named above, and may be
legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to
the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from your computer system. Thank you.


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2025 12:07 PM
To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra <smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com>; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>; Alphonse Talarico
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>; Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>; Alphonse Talarico
<alphonsetalarico@gmail.com>; Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


It is our position that Talarico has been (effectively) collaborating with opposing counsels since before 22L010905 was filed on December 8,
2022.


We document the collaboration process in detail in the documents we submitted to the court on February 24, 2025 and on March 17, 2025.


Based on evidence contained in those documents, it is safe to anticipate that attorneys will continue to collaborate to set me and my blind
mother up to pay the total amount of the ruling.


Robert Chapman wrote that, "There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% responsible
(without regard to Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms."


It is obvious to anyone acting in good faith that I cannot answer "how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid
over, time, on what terms"  unless I know how much is owed.


Are you asking me to propose a payment plan based on the entire amount owed?  On half the amount owed?


How can anyone propose a payment plan without knowing how much is owed and the remaining balance to be owed?


Please be more specific so we can speak in concrete numbers.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 14, 2025, at 9:39 AM, Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com> wrote:


Mr. Dulberg:


There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% responsible (without regard to Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms.


ADR will respond to your proposal.


Bob


Robert A. Chapman
Partner
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8752
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Phone | 312 606-8752
Mobile | 312 231-0766
Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient named above, and may be
legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or
copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please resend this communication to
the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from your computer system. Thank you.


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2025 9:36 AM
To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra <smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com>; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>; Alphonse Talarico
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>; Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>; Alphonse Talarico
<alphonsetalarico@gmail.com>; Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


I have received no response to my previous inquiry so I am including them again with these additional questions.


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


2. When do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


3. How much do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


4. When do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


5. To what address should any payment be mailed?


6. To what name should any payment be made out?


A response to this request for basic information would be nice.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 9, 2025, at 1:49 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Robert Chapman


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here.


I need to know:


1. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 1:44 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Mr Chapman,


Please inform us:


1. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


I need this basic information to be able to have enough money on hand.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 11:25 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:
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I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since he will
decide how to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-2fdd-
4c84-9de4-ff0f87328fc1.


250422 Order.pdf
104 KB
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION 


PAUL DULBERG and THE PAUL DULBERG 
REVOCABLE TRUST, 


Plaintiffs, 


V. 


ADR SYSTEMS OF AMERICA, LLC, et al. 


Defendants. 


) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 


ORDER 


No. 22 L 010905 


Plaintiff Paul Dulberg and his co-plaintiff, The Paul Dulberg Revocable Trust, participated 
in a mediation conducted by defendant ADR Systems of America LLC to resolve Dulberg's 
personal injury claim against David Gagnon. The mediation was governed by an agreement 
between the parties, unbeknownst to the ADR mediator, that Gagnon would pay to Dulberg no 
less than $50,000 and no more than $300,000. The mediation occurred in the course ofDulberg's 
personal bankruptcy proceeding and was conducted with the approval of both the trustee of his 
bankruptcy estate and the presiding bankruptcy judge. The mediator's actual award to Dulberg 
was $561,000, with the result that the high/low agreiyment between the parties produced an amount 
payable to Dulberg that was $261,000 less than he would have been due in the absence of the 
mediation agreement's high/low limitations. 


Dulberg and his trust filed suit against multiple parties in an apparent attempt to recover 
the difference. Among the defendants he named was ADR. The Dulberg plaintiffs claim that 
bankruptcy trustee Joseph Olsen presented to the bankruptcy judge a proposed ADR mediation 
agreement form that was not signed by any party and was modified before reaching the final form 
executed by the parties. Plaintiffs claim that because of the modifications from the unsigned form, 
the executed form could not control; that ADR breached the unsigned contract form by amending 
it, and that this breach caused the Dulberg plaintiffs damages "in excess of $261,000" "because 
the contract under the changed terms should not be allowed to regulate the procedure." 


Plaintiffs' complaint against ADR was dismissed with prejudice, and this court found 
plaintiffs' complaint to be subject to sa,nction under Supreme Court Rule 137. "The notion that 
they [ADR] are bound by a contract which was unsigned is untenable." (Tr. of May 25, 2023 
hearing, p. 13:6-7.) The Dulberg plaintiffs have offered no legal basis for their claim that an 
unsigned preliminary draft of the mediation agreement imposed an obligation upon ADR to 
prevent changes before the execution of a final form, nor do they address the significance of the 
execution of that final form by all parties. Furthermore, they fail to acknowledge that the high/low 
agreement in the final, executed mediation contract was also present in the unsigned draft, a fact 
which undermines their claim that the form's modification resulted in damages clearly derived 
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from that high/low limitation. Asked by ADR to withdraw their claim before its validity had to be 
litigated, plaintiffs declined. 


The Dulberg plaintiffs argue that their litigation strategy was dictated by their attorney, 
Alphonse Talarico, and that for his own reasons, he has attempted to sabotage their legal position. 
But their complaint, filed December 8, 2022, was verified by Paul Dulberg himself. 


The signature of an attorney or party constitutes a certificate by him that he 
has read the pleading, motion or other document; that to the best of his 
knowledge, information, and belief formed after reasonable inquiry it is 
well grounded in fact and is warranted by existing law or a good-faith 
argument for the extension, modification, or reversal of existing law, and 
that it is not interposed for any improper purpose, such as to harass or to 
cause unnecessary delay or needless increase in the cost of litigation. 


*** 
If a pleading, motion, or other document is signed in violation of this rule, 
the court, upon motion or upon its own initiative, may impose upon the 
person who signed it, a represented party, or both, an appropriate 
sanction, which may include an order to pay to the other party or parties the 
amount of reasonable expenses incurred because of the filing of the 
pleading, motion or other document, including a reasonable attorney fee 


Illinois Supreme Court Rule 137 [emphasis added]. "Rule 137, as did its predecessor 
section 2-611, imposes on both client and counsel the duty to make reasonable inquiry into the 
facts to support a legal claim or defense before pleadings and other legal papers are filed with the 
court." Edwards v. Estate of Harrison, 235 Ill. App. 3d 213, 220 (1992). "Pleadings and other 
papers filed in violation of Rule 137 may subject the party, the party's attorney, or both, to an 
appropriate sanction. That sanction may include an order to pay the other party's attorney fees and 
costs." Lewy v. Koeckritz Int'/, Inc., 211 Ill. App. 3d 330, 334 (1991). Paul Dulberg's verification 
of his complaint obliged him to make an independent investigation of the legitimacy of its 
allegations. If at any time he believed that his attorney's approach was unjustified, it was his duty 
to take steps to undo what had been done. No timely effort to do so is apparent from the record. 


The court accordingly adheres to its earlier conclusion that Rule 137 sanctions against 
plaintiffs and their attorney, Alphonse Talarico, are w~anted for their complaint against ADR. 
Now before the court is ADR's fee petition. After review of the petition and of the steps ADR was 
forced to take to achieve dismissal of the complaint against it, the court finds the petition to be 
reasonable. . ()J 


Accordingly, the court hereby awards to ADR Systems of America LLC attorneys' fees of ~ 
$25,092.50 and costs of $551.25, for a total of $25,643.75 against Paul Dulberg, The Paul Dulberg 


,.~11Revocable Trust, and Alphonse-.';(alarico, jointly and severally . . a I 
·ft:: judge Anthony C. Swanagan ·: ... ~. 


it· APR 2 2 2025 ·,·i) 
1·.. i'~I 


·\{ Circuit Court 0 2197 2 
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From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Date: May 19, 2025 at 8:19 AM
To: rchapman@chapmanspingola.com, Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com, Alphonse Talarico


alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com, Alphonse Talarico alphonsetalarico@gmail.com, Suhani Mehrotra
smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com, Tom Long tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


Cc: Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com


Neither we nor Mr Talarico can pay the correct amount unless we are allowed to keep a proper record of payments and of the remaining 
balance to be paid.


Mr Talarico, we must stay in communication to meet our obligations to Mr Chapman because we do not even know how much to pay 
without coordinating it between ourselves.


If Mr Chapman has no further comment, then we have no choice but to work out payment directly with Mr Talarico. We certainly would 
not want to overpay!


Mr Talarico, are you represented by an attorney in this matter of payment to Mr Chapman or should we communicate directly to you?


Please inform us how much you intend to pay, when you intend to pay.  Please provide us with a theory of liability which explains the 
percentage of payment of the total sum you will be paying.


As you know, we have direct evidence provided to you in 2 court documents and in a series of 11 videos available to the public that you 
have been collaborating with opposing counsels since before filing the complaint on December 8, 2022.


If any of the information contained in the documents and video is incorrect, please let us know so we can correct it.  Please let us know 
which paragraphs in the court documents are incorrect so we can correct them. We do not want to provide the public with false 
information. 


Mr Chapman, if the information in the documents and videos is correct, then we anticipate you will try to help Mr Talarico avoid payment 
while getting Dulberg and his blind mother to be responsible for the entire amount. (Anyone who watches the videos can understand 
that opposing counsels will now try to help Talarico because of the many favors that Talarico did for opposing counsels.)


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 15, 2025, at 1:11 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Mr Talarico,


If Mr Chapman doesn’t respond then it is between us.


Inform us how much you will be paying so we can meet our obligations and pay the balance.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 14, 2025, at 12:06 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


It is our position that Talarico has been (effectively) collaborating with opposing counsels since before 22L010905 was filed on 
December 8, 2022.


We document the collaboration process in detail in the documents we submitted to the court on February 24, 2025 and on March 
17, 2025.


Based on evidence contained in those documents, it is safe to anticipate that attorneys will continue to collaborate to set me and 
my blind mother up to pay the total amount of the ruling.


Robert Chapman wrote that, "There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% 
responsible (without regard to Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms."


It is obvious to anyone acting in good faith that I cannot answer "how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be 
paid over, time, on what terms"  unless I know how much is owed.


Are you asking me to propose a payment plan based on the entire amount owed?  On half the amount owed?


How can anyone propose a payment plan without knowing how much is owed and the remaining balance to be owed?


Please be more specific so we can speak in concrete numbers.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net


• 


---
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Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 14, 2025, at 9:39 AM, Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com> wrote:


Mr. Dulberg:


There is a judgment against you and the Dulberg trust for which you and the trust are 100% responsible (without regard to 
Talarico).


Please let us know how much you are willing to pay, when you will pay it, and, if to be paid over, time, on what terms.


ADR will respond to your proposal.


Bob


Robert A. Chapman
Partner
190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850
Chicago, IL 60603
Phone | 312 606-8752
Mobile | 312 231-0766
Fax | 312 630-9233


Bio | vCard | Website | LinkedIn 


The information contained in this communication is confidential, is intended only for the use of the recipient named above, and 
may be legally privileged. If the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any 
dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, 
please resend this communication to the sender and delete the original message or any copy of it from your computer system. 
Thank you.


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 14, 2025 9:36 AM
To: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>
Cc: Suhani Mehrotra <smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com>; Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>; Alphonse Talarico 
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>; Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>; Alphonse Talarico 
<alphonsetalarico@gmail.com>; Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


I have received no response to my previous inquiry so I am including them again with these additional questions.


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here. 


I need to know:


1. How much do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


2. When do you plan on collecting from Mr. Talarico?


3. How much do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


4. When do you plan on collecting from Dulberg?


5. To what address should any payment be mailed?


6. To what name should any payment be made out?


A response to this request for basic information would be nice.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 9, 2025, at 1:49 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Robert Chapman


I am on a fixed income (SSDI), my Blind Mother is on a fixed income and lives here. 


I need to know:


1. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when do you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250


FI
LE


D
 D


AT
E:


 5
/2


0/
20


25
 1


1:
53


 P
M


   
20


22
L0


10
90


5







Exhibit BP 
www.fraudonthecourt.net/exhibits/Group Exhibit 74_All post sanction judgment emails in 22L010905 as of 2025-05-20/2025-05_All Post Judgement Emails as of 2025-05-20_Paul Dulberg et al v ADR Systems of America LLC.pdf


(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 1:44 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


Mr Chapman,


Please inform us:


1. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Mr. Talarico?


2. How much and when you plan on collecting money from Dulberg?


I need this basic information to be able to have enough money on hand.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 11:25 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


I cannot answer those questions.  If you have some thoughts on payment, you should direct those to Mr. Chapman since 
he will decide how to collect on the Order.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 
Sent: Thursday, May 8, 2025 11:07 AM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost 
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


We owe this money jointly and severally.


How much do you intend to pay?


When do you intend to pay?


I need this information to make sure ADR is paid the full amount.


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


On May 8, 2025, at 10:21 AM, Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com> wrote:


Yes I am in a limited capacity.


Thomas J. Long
Konicek & Dillon, P.C.
21 W. State St.
Geneva, Il.  60134
(P) 630-262-9655
(F) 630-262-9659
tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com


-----Original Message-----
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 
Sent: Wednesday, May 7, 2025 4:54 PM
To: Tom Long <tlong@konicekdillonlaw.com>
Cc: Robert Chapman <rchapman@chapmanspingola.com>; smehrotra@chapmanspingola.com; Tom Kost 
<tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Paul Dulberg et al. v. ADR Systems of America, LLC Post Judgement


Mr Long,


Are you retained by Mr Talarico for the issue concerning the post judgement award owed to ADR Systems?


Paul


Paul Dulberg
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
(847) 497-4250
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4606 Hayden Ct.
McHenry, IL. 60051


Smokeball Reference V3: 43cc7e5d-3a57-4742-ba8e-798f8cc91f35_f2a0e3cc-aaa3-44ce-850f-8135032fa8cd_de406a8b-
2fdd-4c84-9de4-ff0f87328fc1.
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