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Paul Dulberg 
Via Email: paul_dulberg@comcast.net  
 

Chicago 
April 30, 2024 

 
Re: Alphonse A. Talarico 

in relation to 
Paul Dulberg 
No. 2024IN00264 

 
Dear Mr. Dulberg: 
 

Attached is a copy of Alphonse Talarico’s response to your complaint, submitted by the 
attorney’s counsel, Samuel Manella. 
 

If you believe the response is inaccurate or if you wish to comment or provide additional 
information, please write to me within fourteen days. You may submit comments or additional 
information to me by email through ARDC paralegal Theresa Bulatovic at tbulatovic@iardc.org.  
If you send more information by regular mail, please do not staple or bind your correspondence 
and do not use exhibit tabs. 
 

We will evaluate the matter and advise you of our decision.  Again, thank you for your 
cooperation. 
 

Very truly yours, 
 

Myrrha B. Guzman 
 

Myrrha B. Guzman 
Senior Counsel 
ARDC Intake Division  

 
MBG:kof 
Attachment 
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SAMUEL J. MANELLA 
Attorney at Law 

77 West Washington Street, Suite 705 
Chicago, Illinois 60602 
Phone – (708) 687-6300 

Fax – (708) 887-5499 
E-Mail – manellalawoffice@aol.com 

 
April 29, 2024 

 

 

Ms. Myrrha B. Guzman, Senior Counsel 
Attorney Registration and Disciplinary Commission 
One Prudential Plaza 
130 East Randolph Drive, Suite 1500 
Chicago, Illinois 60601-6219 
 
RE: Alphonse A. Talarico 
 In relation to 
 Thomas C. Kost 
 No. 2024IN00264 
 
Dear Ms. Guzman: 

 Please be advised that I have been retained by Alphonse A. Talarico to represent 
him in the above captioned matter.  Kindly accept the following as his response to your 
above investigation. 

BACKGROUND 

Mr. Talarico was first contacted by Mr. Dulberg in mid-October 2020 to represent him 
in a Legal Malpractice case titled as Paul Dulberg vs.  The Law Offices of Thomas J. 
Popovich, P.C. and Hans Mast 17LA000377. 

That case is the basis for Dulberg’s (9) nine previously filed ARDC Complaints as 
follows: 

Edward X. Clinton No. 2023IN02517 
(submitted on July 27, 2023)  

Julia C. Williams No. 2023IN02518 
(submitted on July 27, 2023) 

 
Thomas J. Popovich No. 2023IN03135 
(submitted on September 15, 2023)  

mailto:manellalawoffice@aol.com
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Hans Mast No. 2023IN03136 (submitted on 
September 15, 2023) 
 
Brad J. Balke No. 2023IN03894-R 
(submitted on November 8, 2023)  
 
Kelly Baudin No. 2023IN03898-R 
(submitted on November 8, 2023) 
 
William Randall Baudin II No. 2023IN03897-R 
(submitted on November 8, 2023)  
 
Thomas W. Gooch No. 2023IN03895-R (submitted 
on November 8, 2023), and 
 
Sabina Walczyk-Sershon No. 2023IN03896-R (submitted on November 8, 
2023) 

 
Additionally, on information and belief, Mr. Talarico relates that Mr. Dulberg has 

recently filed a Complaint with the Judicial Inquiry Board concerning Justice Susan F. 
Hutchinson, Second District for her role in Mr. Dulberg’s felony conviction case 
1990CF000655 regarding possession of  cocaine and cannabis with the intent to 
distribute where a Class X Felony was nolle prossed, a Class 1 Felony resulted in a four 
year Sentence to the Department of Corrections, a Class 3 Felony was amended to a 
Class 4 Felony that resulted  in a two year Sentence to the Department of Corrections 
and his Appellate case  Dulberg, Paul R., v. Mast, Hans, et al. No.: 2-23-0072 County: 
McHenry County Trial Court No.: 17LA377. This alleged prejudice on the part of Justice 
Hutchinson was only stated to Mr. Talarico after a final order was entered ending his 
Appellate Appeal No.: 2-23-0072 and signed by Justice Hutchinson. 

Mr. Dulberg often complained of the 2nd District process of having the Clerk of Court 
sign orders instead of a Second District Justice but never told Mr. Talarico why.  He only 
revealed it in his criticism of Mr. Talarico’s failing to force a Justice to sign.  He then told 
Mr. Talarico that Justice Hutchinson was prejudiced against him because at the time she 
was using him to get better press during her attempt to become a Second District Justice.  
This is the first time he revealed his felony convictions although he asked Mr. Talarico to 
recommend a criminal defense attorney to represent his brother who was incarcerated 
for Domestic Violence.  He was asking if Mr. Talarico knew anyone because, as Mr. 
Talarico discovered, although Mr. Dulberg’s family has wealth, it seemed that most of the 
attorneys in three counties wanted nothing to do with his family.  Mr. Talarico believes the 
above is relevant not because Mr. Dulberg is a convicted felon but that Mr. Talarico would 
know (by osmosis) that Mr. Dulberg believes that Justice Hutchinson had a prejudice 
against him after 30 years. 

Mr. Dulberg has created a web site with his half-brother Thomas Kost to “reveal to the 
world” all the injuries that the now ten named attorneys and judge and court clerks and 
certified court reporters have intentionally caused his family and himself. 
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He often remarked to Mr. Talarico while litigating his numerous cases, that he will bring 
down the entire justice system in Illinois and that he and Mr. Talarico will make much 
money for the movie rights. 

FACTS 

Mr. Talarico knows that Mr. Dulberg does not believe that he has  done anything wrong.  
He is blameless and the Illinois Justice system, which he avows to bring down,  is the 
problem, evidence by his written statement in his ARDC Request for Investigation against 
Mr. Talarico on page 21 as follows : 

THE MAPPINGS REVEAL A PROBLEM WITH THE ILLINOIS BAR 

We believe it is important to recognize that what Dulberg is documenting and 
mapping is a problem with the Illinois Bar.  [Emphasis added] It is not the fault of Dulberg.  
[Emphasis added] It is the inability for the Illinois Bar to take care of an issue which is 
caused by the Illinois Bar and that is the cause of what is happening to Dulberg.  Dulberg 
suffers the result but the problem lies in the inability of the Illinois Bar to enforce a culture 
where violations of the Himmel Rule are not treated as a joke. 

It is the inability for the Illinois Bar and Illinois Courts [Emphasis added] to enforce 
a working system of self {sic}  policing.  The people who did this and continue to do this 
to Dulberg seem to operate with impunity in an atmosphere in which such horrific 
treatment of a permanently disabled person is treated as if it is the norm.” (Note: some 
Judges deny that Dulberg qualifies as a permanently disabled person in their rulings but 
Mr. Dulberg categorizes himself in all cases).” 

THE CHRISTINE M. INTERRANTE MATTER 

Christine M. Interrante is an acquaintance of Paul R. Dulberg who pursued a legal 
malpractice case against the Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. and Thomas J. 
Popovich, individually, case No. 2018 LA 000370.  

It was similar to Dulberg’s case No. 2017 LA 000377 infra as one of the Defendants 
was The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. and the trial judge was Thomas A. 
Meyer.  

As additional evidence of ADRC Claimant Paul R. Dulberg’s approach to the Illinois 
Bar, he informed Mr. Talarico that he was suggesting and assisting Christine M. 
Interrante in preparing a Judicial Inquiry Board Complaint regarding Judge Thomas A. 
Meyer and an ARDC Request for Investigation regarding Thomas J. Popovich. 

THE DULBERG AND KOST CASES 

A list of cases Mr. Talarico handled for Messrs. Dulberg and Kost and the related 
underlying completed matters that Mr. Talarico had to know and understand in the entirety 
because they impacted the litigation Mr. Talarico appeared in are as follows: 

A1) Paul Dulberg v.  The Law Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. and Hans 
Mast 2017 LA 000377 in which Mr. Talarico filed his Appearance on October 23, 2020 
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after two previous law firms had sequentially withdrawn.  Therefore Mr. Talarico had 
to familiarize himself with the prior three years of litigation.  The files that were turned 
over to Mr. Talarico from Mr. Dulberg consisted of thousands of pages of documents 
in no order, the files turned over to Mr. Talarico by prior counsel were in a filing system 
that defies logic and search ability per Mr. Talarico, and the Clerk of Court files on line 
were missing large amounts of documents.  An example of the disarray was a 
discovery response with over 103 pages “blacked out” which when Mr. Talarico 
complained in court were explained away as “pink page dividers” that were bates 
stamped but not sequentially in any area where a divider would be appropriate.  When 
Mr. Talarico took over this case he stated many times to Mr. Dulberg that this is by far 
the worse file (organization) that he had seen in his nearly 40 years of practice.  Mr. 
Dulberg agreed with Mr. Talarico’s assessment. 

A2) This was a legal malpractice case based upon the underlying case titled 
Dulberg v. Gagnon & Caroline and Bill McGuire 2012 LA 000178 which began with the 
filing of a Complaint on May 5, 2012 and ended by order on December 12, 2016.  
Therefore Mr. Talarico had to familiarize himself with the prior four and a half years of 
litigation.   As part of 2012 LA 000178 Mr. Talarico had to learn about a simultaneous 
bankruptcy case entitled In Re: Paul R. Dulberg 14B83578 because Mr. Dulberg filed 
for bankruptcy on November 26, 2014 and the bankruptcy case ended on June 30 
2017, while the case against Gagnon and the McGuires was pending.  The case 
against Gagnon and McGuires was an asset of the bankruptcy estate.  Also please 
note that the bankruptcy case became important as it was a central part of Mr. 
Dulberg’s Malpractice case against the Baudin Law firm, the Bankruptcy Trustee 
Olsen and the Trustee’s Law firm and breach of contract action against the binding 
mediation Limited Liability Company titled ADR Systems of America L.L.C. ADR 
Systems File #33391BMAG (Please see below for more on Baudins, Trustee Olsen, 
and ADR).  

 
Therefore Mr. Talarico had to familiarize himself with the prior two and a half years 

of the bankruptcy litigation and, although smaller in volume but more difficult to 
discover, binding mediation facts without transcripts, the differences between the 
unsigned, but approved after review in open court by the Bankruptcy Judge Honorable 
Thomas M. Lynch, binding mediation contract ADR Systems File #33391BMAG 
versus the executed contract on December 8, 2016 ADR Systems File  #33391BMAG.  
The two contracts, unsigned but approved versus signed but not approved, which 
contained major differences from what was presented and approved by Honorable 
Thomas M. Lynch.  Therefore Mr. Talarico had to familiarize himself with ADR files 
October 31, 2016 to the date of decision on December 12, 2016 an additional 42 days 
of discovery. 

 
A3) Mr. Talarico pursued an Appellate matter entitled Dulberg v. Mast and the Law 
Offices of Thomas J. Popovich, P.C. No. 2-23-0072 starting in March of 2023 that 
ended by Final Order and Mandate of the Appellate Court on December 4, 2023.  This 
Appeal was delayed by motions for extension of time because of the unexpected 
death of Mr. Dulberg’s live in childhood friend and care-taker Michael McArtor and 
thereafter the disappearance of Alphonse A. Talarico’s fiancée  on an international 
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flight stopover in Tokyo, Japan on June 30, 2023.  Based upon the status of the Record 
on Appeal and with full discussion with all clients it was decided prior to the time 
Appellant’s Brief was finally due to file an emergency motion for one last extension of 
time so that if denied, which it was, said denial would serve as one of the reasons to 
file a Petition to Appeal to the Illinois Supreme Court. 
 

This strategy, based on the “attorney judgmental rule” was fully discussed in all 
details (including the normal risk that the Illinois Supreme Court only accepts less than 
five percent of Petitions For leave To Appeal) prior to any action was taken, and said 
action was acquiesced to by the claimants. 

 
Additionally, based upon information and belief and the attorney judgmental rule, 

and necessitated by the clients’ demand to file with said Petition hundreds of pages of 
information they had prepared for their multiple ARDC Requests for Investigation and 
their self-created web site, it was decided to file the Petition for Leave to Appeal to the 
Illinois Supreme Court with hyperlinks to their established sites and Complaints. 

 
The Assistant-Clerk of the Illinois Supreme Court, in contact with Mr. Talarico, 

indicated that the petition with hyperlinks could not be accepted.  The Assistant-Clerk 
of the Illinois Supreme Court, as a courtesy, gave instructions about how to correct and 
refile the Petition for Leave to Appeal and said instructions were forwarded to the 
Complaints herein because Mr. Talarico had already indicated that he was withdrawing 
from all representations of the Claimants. 

 
This matter was ended as to Mr. Talarico when he was informed by the assistant 

Clerk of the Illinois Supreme Court that he did not have to withdraw his appearance 
from the Petition for Leave to Appeal because as of on or about January 8, 2024, no 
Petition had been filed /accepted.  

 
No further action was taken by Mr. Talarico based upon the allegations 

contained in written and oral communications received from Thomas Kost and Paul R. 
Dulberg. 

 
Therefore the time spent on the Appeal to the Appellate Court and Petition for 

leave to Appeal to the Illinois Supreme Court was (10) ten months. 
 

Of important note, this matter was the genesis of the alleged prejudice by Justice 
Susan F. Hutchinson against Paul R. Dulberg and one of his claims that Mr. Talarico 
was working against him because he had insisted that Mr. Talarico discover who were 
the Justices handling their motions in this appeal. 

 
It is the procedure by rule in the 2nd  Appellate District of Illinois that the Clerk of 

the Appellate Court 2nd District can sign the court orders in place of the (3) three 
Justices signatures on the approved Illinois Supreme Court Order form which was 
always submitted. 
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Paul R. Dulberg did not reveal his past felony conviction and the alleged 
prejudice of Justice Hutchinson while serving as his trial court judge while she was 
attempting to obtain a seat on the Appellate Court 2nd District.  The Final Order and 
Mandate of the Appellate Court in 2-23-0072, dated December 4, 2023 was the only 
order entered that had the names of the three Justices signing the order and one was 
Justice Susan F. Hutchinson. 

 
At this time Paul R. Dulberg revealed his past legal experience with Justice 

Hutchinson and blamed Mr. Talarico herein for failing to have a prejudiced Justice 
removed from his case. 

 
A4) Dulberg and Kost as Trustee of Dulberg’s Revocable Trust v.  Baudins, 

Bankruptcy Trustee Olsen, ADR Systems of America, L.L.C., Allstate Property and 
Casualty Insurance Company et al. 2022 L010905 was filed December 8, 2022. 

 
This was a legal malpractice and breach of contract case based upon the 

underlying case titled Dulberg v. Gagnon & Caroline and Bill McGuire 2012 LA 000178 
and verified by written signature of Paul R. Dulberg.   

This case led to  (2) two appeals and a pending motion in the Trial Court for Illinois 
Supreme Court Rule 137 sanctions against Paul R. Dulberg, ARDC Complainant herein 
and attorney Alphonse A. Talarico herein as follows: 

Dulberg v. Olsen and Olsen’s Law Firm 1-23-1142 based on Illinois Supreme Court Rule 
304(a) language contained in an order. 

Dulberg v. Baudins, ADR Systems of America, LLC.  and Allstate Property and Casualty 
Insurance Company based upon “Final and Appealable” language contained in an order 
1-23-2221 which was filed after the (1st) First District Appellate Clerk denied Mr. Dulberg’s 
first attempt to “join 1-23-1142” but was thereafter consolidated into 1-23-1142 (Please 
note that the pending Rule 137 sanctions motion pending in the trial court 2022 L 010905 
was caused by the trial court entering a second “final and appealable order” after 1-23-
2221 was filed and pending. 

A5) Kost(s) v. Village of Mt. Prospect, S.B. Friedman & Company, Et al. 2023 CH 04351 
was filed on May 2, 2023.  Prior Tax Increment Financing District (TIF) designations 
between the Defendants and the current TIF District procedures and Thomas W. Kost’s 
interactions at private meetings and public hearings had to be researched back to 
February 17, 2022 for the TIF District that is the subject of 2023 CH 04351 (and previous 
dealings between Defendants). 

Kost(s) v. Village of Mt. Prospect, S.B. Friedman and Company, Et al.1-24-0008 was filed 
in the (1st) First District Appellate Court on January 5, 2024 and Mr. Talarico represented 
the Thomas W. Kost until leave was granted, over objection, to withdraw his Appearance 
based on Thomas W. Kost’s written accusation that Mr. Talarico was working with and 
for all his legal opponents, Paul R. Dulberg’s ongoing verbal “gaslighting” and both 
Dulberg and Kost’s anticipatory repudiation of the contract fee agreement of $15,000.00 
after Complainant had informed Mr. Talarico, just a few weeks before, that  payment funds 
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of $15,000.00 had been transferred to Mr. Dulberg’s account and was ready to pay on 
the agreed date. (The verbal abuse, ‘gaslighting,” and non-payment of attorney fees is 
more fully revealed below) 

As of this writing the January 15, 2024 payment of agreed attorney fees has not 
been made. 

The date of the Order granting leave to withdraw was February 6, 2024 therefore 
the time this matter was researched and actually covered by Mr. Talarico was just  (11) 
eleven days short of (2) two years. 

THE CLIENTS’ SATIFACTION 

From the very beginning of Mr. Talarico’s representation of Mr. Dulberg in 2020 
and including his representation of Mr. Kost, at the request of both Mr. Dulberg and Mr. 
Kost, in April 2022 through December 2023, Mr. Talarico had been told verbally and in 
writing that he was the only honest attorney they had found in all their family’s court 
involvements and that after all the current litigation was completed that there would be a 
substantial bonus for all Mr. Talarico’s diligent work and that Mr. Talarico would be kept 
on their payroll to handle future legal matters as their family’s attorney. 

Mr. Talarico’s representation increased from one Legal Malpractice case in 
October 2020 to all the matters as briefly summarized in THE CASES supra.  

The original Attorney-Client Agreement with each ARDC Complainant herein was 
verbally amended multiple times to a combined monthly fee by agreement based upon 
the following: 

1) The increased case load that they insisted Mr. Talarico handle because he 
was the only honest attorney they could rely upon; 
 

2) Their desire to file ARDC Requests for Investigations against an ever 
increasing number of attorneys and Judicial Inquiry Complaints against 
multiple Judges; 
 

3) The need for Mr. Talarico to refuse to take on any new matters because of 
their demand that his hours working on their matter consume all Mr. 
Talarico’s working hours; 
 

4) That Mr. Talarico had initially informed them that they should obtain 
additional independent counsel or Mr. Talarico would have to obtain an 
associate to handle the ever increasing work load; 
 

5) The fact that they could not find any firm or attorney willing to represent 
them in McHenry, Lake, nor Cook Counties even though they were well 
heeled and could  afford said representation; 
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6) That they wanted Mr. Talarico to be available for consultation 24/7 which 
they availed themselves of on an almost daily basis; 
 

7) That they wanted  a morning meeting to discuss status of all matters starting 
at 8:00 AM daily (including weekends); 
 

8) That Mr. Talarico would ignore ARDC Claimant Mr. Dulberg’s “gaslighting” 
and do what Mr. Kost recommended that he does-he hangs up the phone 
when Mr. Dulberg gets abusive with him, based on the fact that Mr. Dulberg 
forgets his medications on occasion. 
 

9) The December 24, 2023 letter from Paul R. Dulberg (Please see Exhibit A 
attached); 
 

10) The highlighted January 14, 2024 letter from Thomas W. Kost.  (Please see 
Exhibit B attached). 
 

11) The highlighted January 5, 2014 letter from Thomas W. Kost contained as 
a “string” with the January 14, 2024 letter (supra Exhibit). 

 

 
THE CLIENTS’ DISSATIFACTION 
 

1) Regarding the  October 2023 demand by Paul R. Dulberg that Mr. Talarico 
join in Mr. Dulberg’s ARDC Requests for Investigation by filing separate 
Himmel Complaints against the attorneys that Mr. Dulberg has filed ARDC 
Requests for Investigation against  are evidence by the January 17, 2024  
e-mail letter from Thomas W. Kost stating that Mr. Talarico violated the 
Himmel reporting requirements based upon events and documents Paul R. 
Dulberg informed about and sent to Mr. Talarico based upon information 
Mr. Dulberg told Mr. Talarico “as early as October, 2022”  and a folder that 
Mr. Dulberg sent to Mr. Talarico called “document_suppression_smoking 
gun” clearly indicating Dulberg and Kost false belief that Mr. Talarico must 
file a Himmel Complaint based on hearsay and their interpretation of 
documents and events that occurred before Mr. Talarico was part of this 
case and based upon attorneys who Mr. Talarico, as currently as the writing 
of this Response, had never met nor spoke with in any capacity  (Please 
see Exhibit C attached); 
 

2) The October 2023 demand by Paul R. Dulberg that Mr. Talarico file a 
Judicial Inquiry Complaint about the Honorable Thomas A. Meyer was filed 
by Mr. Talarico based upon his appearance and his discovery in 2017 LA 
003777 but was not done regarding Justice Susan F. Hutchinson because 
Mr. Talarico was never a part of the case Mr. Dulberg complains of, nor has 
Mr. Talarico ever been before Justice Susan F. Hutchinson therefore it 
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would be improper to do any type of judicial reporting based solely on Mr. 
Dulberg’s hearsay rantings; 
 

3) The hypothetical conversation with ARDC  attorney Rory Patrick Quinn 
took place in October 2023 by way of a hypothetical question about the  
hypothetical reporting responsibilities of a hypothetical attorney (Mr. 
Talarico) who had no first-hand  knowledge of events and accusations 
made by a hypothetical client (Dulberg and /or Kost); 
 

4) Mr. Talarico’s misunderstanding of the hypothetical response of ARDC  
attorney Rory Patrick Quinn that Mr. Talarico had no reporting duty under 
Himmel because he had no first-hand knowledge led Mr. Talarico to file 
Himmel reports on attorneys demanded by Dulberg and Kost stating that 
he had no knowledge of reportable activity; 
 

5) Mr. Talarico’s actions taken in October 2023 based on his 
misunderstanding of his Himmel requirements led to demands for Himmel 
filings by an ARDC attorney’s assistant; 
 

6) Thereafter a second call to ARDC attorney Rory Patrick Quinn, who 
remembered the details of the initial hypothetical Himmel reporting 
question, interceded on behalf of Mr. Talarico clarifying that he was not 
required to file a Himmel Report (as demanded by Dulberg and Kost) 
because he did not have first-hand knowledge of the alleged reportable 
activities.  (Please see Exhibit C attached) 
 

7) Please note the “mid-stream” change contained in the highlighted January 
14, 2024 email letter from Thomas W. Kost and his accusation of a 
conspiracy for failing to file Himmel Complaints and Judicial inquiry 
Complaints as instructed.  supra Exhibit B 

THE ANTICIPATORY REPUDIATION OF THE  ATTORNEY_CLIENT AGREEMENTS 

1) The current Attorney-Clients (Dulberg and Kosts) Agreement was that Mr. 
Talarico was to be paid $15,000.00 per month unless and until Mr. Dulberg 
and Kost retain another attorney to take over part of the full time burden 
they placed on Mr. Talarico.  At that time Mr. Talarico would be allowed to 
take on new clients as he chose. 
 

2) In late December Paul R. Dulberg emailed and telephoned to Mr. Talarico 
the message that the $15,000.00 that funds Mr. Talarico’s next payment 
(January 15, 2024) has been received and transferred to his account for 
his agreed upon fees to be paid by check on January 15, 2024. 
 

3) Based upon Dulberg and Kost’s  manifested change of view, from 
describing Mr. Talarico as the only honest, ethical, dedicated to their family 
attorney they have experienced in all their years of dealing with the Illinois 
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Court System to a turncoat despicable attorney working for the betterment 
of all their legal opponents because Mr. Talarico would not violate his legal 
professional ethics by filing Himmel Reports on matters Mr. Talarico has no 
first-hand knowledge, Mr. Talarico twice requested in writing whether they 
will anticipatorily repudiate the Attorney-Clients agreement and pay the 
Attorney Fee of $15,000.00 due on January 15, 2024. Both Dulberg and 
Kost refused to answer. 
 

4) Mr. Talarico was not paid $15,000.00 on January 15, 2024 or any time 
thereafter. 
 

5) The last attorney fee payment in the amount of $15,000.00 was made on 
or about December 15, 2023 thus making the January 15, 2024 due and 
payable. 
 

6) Mr. Talarico began to withdraw from their cases on or about February 6, 
2024 after being abused verbally and in emails, accused of working for their 
many opponents by not filing Himmel Reports and because the Attorney –
Clients Agreement was repudiated.  

CONCLUSION 

Every action taken, every document drafted and filed was first presented 
beforehand to Dulberg or Kost or Dulberg and Kost and approval was obtained or 
changes were made pursuant to their instructions before filing. 

Every expert hired, every process server used, every expense incurred was first 
proposed and approved by Dulberg or Kost or Dulberg and Kost unless they made the 
decision in advance to which Mr. Talarico acquiesced. 

All courses of action, strategies and all potential outcomes were discussed in 
advance and approval obtained. 

Every file stamped document, every report, every court order was sent to Dulberg 
or Kost or Dulberg and Kost. 

Dulberg or Kost or Dulberg and Kost were present by zoom to all Court Activities. 

Mr. Talarico was completely transparent in all matters regarding the attorney-client 
relationship with Dulberg, and with Kost and with Dulberg and Kost. 

The fraudulent use of Mr. Talarico’s forged signature, electronic signature (/s/) 
used without permission and any other unknown use of his name to indicate his joining 
or approving of documents or actions as Mr. Talarico has never given Dulberg or Kost 
permission to sign his name. 

(Please see attached as Exhibit D the March 15, 2024 communication from the 
ARDC to Paul R. Dulberg and  Mr. Talarico  concerning Attorney Brad Balke) 
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Please see attached as Exhibit E the March 15, 2024 communication from the 
ARDC to Paul R. Dulberg and  Mr. Talarico concerning Attorney Gooch). 

Please see attached as Exhibit F the March 15, 2024 communication from the 
ARDC to Paul R. Dulberg and  Mr. Talarico  concerning Attorney William Baudin) 

Finally, it should be noted that much of Dulberg and Kost’s complaint binder is old 
material regarding other attorneys, judges and court personnel and does not touch upon 
Mr. Talarico; Mr. Talarico asserts that it  is added to impress the reader and to serve as 
a basis  for now claiming that their unproven conspiracy and fraud upon the Court can 
now have the name of Alphonse A. Talarico added to the fantasy but since these pages 
do not pertain to Mr. Talarico, no response is made. 

However, one false impression that Mr. Dulberg attempts to convey on page 11 of 
his Request for Investigation against Mr. Talarico is that he was somehow forced or 
persuaded to add Alternative Dispute Resolution Systems of America L.L.C. (ADR) as a 
named defendant and consequently named on a Rule 137 Motion for sanctions by named 
Defendant Alternative Dispute Resolution Systems of America L.L.C. 

 This is another attempt to rewrite history to favor Mr. Dulberg as disproven by the 
following: 

1) Dulberg places at issue that he believes his signature on the ADR Contract was 
a forgery.  (Please see Exhibit G attached); 
 

2) Dulberg and Kost create a comparison chart to show the differences between 
the ADR Contract with his signature forged on the date of the ADR hearing.  
(Please see Exhibit H attached); 
 

3) The E-mail letter from Dulberg to Mr. Talarico dated November 23, 2022 
informing Mr. Talarico to include ADR Systems of America L.L.C. as a named 
Defendant.  (Please see Exhibit I attached).  

I trust you may now conclude your investigation into the above matter, however, if 
you require additional information, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

Sincerely, 

Samuel J. Manella 

SAMUEL J. MANELLA 

SJM:jk 

Enclosures 

Cc: Alphonse A. Talarico 
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