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PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO CLINTON DEFENDANTS’ MOTION TO DISMISS PURSUANT 
TO 735 ILCS 5/2-619.1 AND  735 ILCS 5/2-603

1.	 Defendants EDWARD X. CLINTON, JULIA WILLIAMS, and CLINTON LAW FIRM, LLC    (collectively “Clinton 

Defendants”) seek dismissal under 735 ILCS 5/2-619.1, 735 ILCS 5/2-615 and 735 ILCS 5/2-603. The Clinton Defendants assert the 

following grounds:

735 ILCS 5/2-619 arguments:

Argument #1: “Plaintiff’s Claims Against the Clinton Defendants are Time-Barred”  

Argument #2: “�The Clinton Defendants were not the Proximate Cause of Plaintiff’s Alleged Damages” 

Argument #3: “�Clinton’s and William’s Discharge and Plaintiff’s Retention of Successor Counsel was a Superseding and 
Intervening Cause of Damages” 

735 ILCS 5/2-615 arguments:

Argument #4: “�Plaintiff Failed to Plead Sufficient Predicate Facts to State a Claim for Legal Malpractice.” 

Argument #5: “�Plaintiff Failed to Plead Sufficient Predicate Facts to State a Claim for Fraud” 

Argument #6: “�Plaintiff Failed to Plead Sufficient Predicate Facts to State a Claim for Civil Conspiracy” 

735 ILCS 5/2-603 argument:

Argument #7: “�Plaintiff Fails to Meet the Basic Pleading Requirements Under Sections 2-603” 

2.	 The Motion should be denied. At the pleading stage, the Court must accept well-pleaded facts as true, draw reasonable 

inferences in Plaintiff’s favor, and may not resolve fact disputes regarding discovery, concealment, diligence, proximate cause, or 

alleged conspiratorial coordination. At minimum, if the Court believes any allegation requires clarification, Plaintiff requests leave 

to amend rather than dismissal with prejudice.

PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS CLINTON AND WILLIAMS’ ARGUMENT #1: 
“Plaintiff’s Claims Against the Clinton Defendants are Time-Barred”

3.	 Accrual Is a Question of Fact Under the Discovery Rule. The Motion asserts that all alleged conduct occurred between 

November 2018 and July 27, 2020 and that the Complaint (filed December 8, 2025) is therefore untimely. That premise is incorrect 

and the argument fails because (i) the Motion relies on fixed “date math” that ignores Illinois accrual law for litigation malpractice 
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(actual damages) and Plaintiff’s pleaded fraudulent concealment/tolling allegations, and (ii) the Motion’s filing-date statement is 

wrong—the Complaint was FILED December 4, 2025 (file-stamped). In any event, the Motion’s limitations argument fails because:

a.	Plaintiff pleads continuing concealment.

b.	Plaintiff pleads fraudulent suppression of evidence.

c.	Plaintiff pleads document manipulation and delayed production.

d.	�Plaintiff pleads that key evidence (including Tilschner, bankruptcy records, forged certifications) was concealed until well 
after 2020.

e.	Plaintiff pleads systemic fraud affecting accrual.

f.	 The appeal of 17LA377 did not come to rest until December 4, 2023 or later.

g.	�The Motion separately cannot obtain dismissal on repose grounds because it acknowledges Clinton/Williams’ representation 
ended July 27, 2020, and this action—filed December 4, 2025—was filed within six years of that date.

4.	 Under Illinois law (statutory framework and accrual rule): Accrual occurs when the plaintiff knew or reasonably should have 

known both: (i) of injury, and (ii) that it was wrongfully caused. This is the discovery-rule standard codified for legal malpractice 

in 735 ILCS 5/13-214.3(b) (two years from when plaintiff knew or reasonably should have known of the injury and that it was 

wrongfully caused).

• �Repose: 735 ILCS 5/13-214.3(c) (six years from the act or omission). The Motion acknowledges Clinton/Williams’ 
representation ended July 27, 2020; because Plaintiff filed on December 4, 2025, the claims are not barred by the six-year 
statute of repose.

• �Fraudulent concealment tolling: 735 ILCS 5/13-215 (action may be commenced within five years after plaintiff discovers the 
cause of action where defendant fraudulently concealed it). In the fiduciary / attorney-client context, concealment may include 
silence where there is a duty to disclose material facts. DeLuna v. Burciaga, 223 Ill. 2d 49 (2006).

Where concealment or fraudulent suppression is alleged, accrual is a fact question not appropriate for dismissal.

5.	 llinois Supreme Court authority makes clear that the “injury” in a legal-malpractice action is not the attorney’s negligent act 

itself, but a pecuniary loss. Northern Illinois Emergency Physicians v. Landau, Omahana & Kopka, Ltd., 216 Ill. 2d 294, 306-07 

(2005). As Trial Handbook for Illinois Lawyers - Civil § 22:29 (Exhibit 2531, underlined in blue) summarizes, a client is not injured 

“unless and until” a loss exists for which damages may be sought, and in the ordinary litigation-based “case within a case,” that 

loss generally arises upon the judgment, settlement, or dismissal of the underlying action. See Tri-G, Inc. v. Burke, Bosselman & 

Weaver, 222 Ill. 2d 218, 226 (2006); Suburban Real Estate Servs., Inc. v. Carlson, 2022 IL 126935, ¶¶ 17-19. Here, the underlying 

action, 17LA377, reached an adverse dispositive ruling in the circuit court on February 1, 2023, and Plaintiff pursued appellate 

remedies until appeal No. 2-23-0072 was dismissed on December 4, 2023. (Exhibit DR-62). Thus, under Illinois accrual principles, 

1.  Exhibit 253··········· Docket No. 0295
2.  Exhibit DR-6 ·······  Docket No. 0267
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Plaintiff’s claim cannot be pegged to mere awareness of alleged attorney error, but instead to the point at which the underlying 

litigation produced actual, compensable loss.

6.	 The Complaint specifically alleges the following tolling facts (among others): suppression of Tilschner evidence (Complaint ¶¶ 

127–143); suppression/delayed production of thousands of documents through July 9, 2020 and related discovery manipulation 

(Complaint ¶¶ 146–160; and also ¶¶ 121–167); misrepresentation regarding bankruptcy relevance (Complaint ¶¶ 163–166); 

concealment of forged court reporter certifications and related irregularities (Complaint ¶¶ 173–181); and concealment of evidence 

of intentional tort committed by Popovich and Mast (Complaint ¶¶ 134–137). These allegations directly implicate tolling principles. 

Dismissal under §2-619 is improper where tolling and concealment are pled. Plaintiff also pleads that concealment continued 

and the “wrongful cause” of the adverse outcomes was intentionally obscured from Plaintiff and from the Court. Critically, on 

November 9, 2022, immediately after Clinton/Williams claimed in court they had “no memory” of Tilschner v. Spangler and related 

materials, Plaintiff received and forwarded to successor counsel evidence of a sophisticated document and information suppression 

system used in 17LA377. (Exhibit DW1, Exhibit ED-22, Exhibit ED-33). This is pleaded at Complaint ¶ 188 and directly supports 

Plaintiff’s tolling theory.

7.	 The Motion Misstates the Accrual Trigger in Legal Malpractice. The Motion attempts to tie accrual to:

• November 24, 2014 (bankruptcy filing), or

• February 1, 2023 (dismissal of 17LA377).

This framing ignores governing accrual principles in litigation malpractice (actual damages) and ignores Plaintiff’s pleaded 

fraudulent concealment and tolling under 735 ILCS 5/13-215 and DeLuna. Even if the Court assumes (arguendo) that Plaintiff’s 

injury and accrual could be pegged as early as February 1, 2023, dismissal still is improper because Plaintiff pleads fraudulent 

concealment and tolling, and because discovery and diligence are fact questions that cannot be resolved against Plaintiff on a 

motion to dismiss.

8.	 This ignores Plaintiff’s central legal theory: The “injury” in a legal malpractice action is a pecuniary loss, not awareness of 

attorney error. The Complaint pleads that:

• �The pecuniary injury (in underlying case 12LA178) materialized December 12, 2016 upon binding mediation award and loss 
realization.

• �An intentional misinterpretation of the term “injury” infected 17LA377 and was perpetuated by Clinton and Williams.

• That this misinterpretation is itself part of the malpractice and fraud.

Because the statute-of-limitations calculation is itself a pleaded malpractice issue, it cannot be resolved on a 2-619 motion.

1.  Exhibit DW ·········  Docket No. 0168
2.  Exhibit ED-2 ·······  Docket No. 0155
3.  Exhibit ED-3 ········  Docket No. 0154
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9.	 The Motion’s time-bar argument fails. Plaintiff filed suit on December 4, 2025, within the six-year repose period measured 

from July 27, 2020, and the Complaint’s detailed allegations of fraudulent concealment, delayed production of material documents, 

suppression of key evidence, and fiduciary silence—including the November 9, 2022 concealment evidence and the December 

4, 2023 termination of the 17LA377 appeal—foreclose dismissal at the pleading stage. Under Illinois law, the injury in a legal-

malpractice action is a pecuniary loss, not mere awareness of attorney error, and in the ordinary case-within-a-case setting the 

limitations period ordinarily does not begin to run until an adverse judgment, settlement, or dismissal of the underlying action. 

Thus, even if the Court assumes an earlier accrual date than Plaintiff alleges, the face of the Complaint does not conclusively 

establish untimeliness, and the limitations, tolling, and diligence issues require factual development and cannot be resolved against 

Plaintiff on a section 2-619 motion.

PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS CLINTON AND WILLIAMS’ ARGUMENT #2 
“The Clinton Defendants were not the Proximate Cause of Plaintiff’s Alleged Damages”

10.	 Clinton and Williams were succeeded by Talarico. Talarico participated in a systematic continuation of the scheme as 

documented in ¶ 169 to ¶ 213 of the Complaint including the following actions: 

a.	On February 17, 2022 Talarico informed Dulberg that Talarico discovered that presiding Judge Meyer has a conflict of 
interest with Popovich  and that Judge Meyer self-recused in at least one previous case based on being friends with Popovich, 
yet Talarico never raised the issue in court during 17LA377. (Complaint ¶ 171 and Exhibit CL1)

b.	On May 24, 2022 document examination agency Omni completed their report on the 2 court reporter signatures which 
were subpoenaed (Paula Erickson and Margaret Orton) and found on 5 depositions in underlying case 12LA178. Omni found 
the signatures do not match known samples.(Complaint ¶ 181 and Exhibits AJ1, AJ2, AJ3, AJ4, AJ5, AJ6, AJ7, AJ8, AJ9, 
AJ10, AJ11, AJ12, AJ13, AJ14, AJ15, AJ162). Talarico never raised these issues in court.

c.	Talarico was informed in detail that Clinton and Williams deliberately suppressed key evidence of a certified slip ruling of 
Tilschner v Spangler that Dulberg provided to them and asked them to raise in court. Talarico was notified that Clinton and 
Williams and Gooch were all informed in writing on many occasions of the importance of this key evidence to Dulberg’s 
claims in 17LA377 (listed in Complaint ¶ 137 and Table 10).

d.	On November 9, 2022, about one week after Clinton and Williams claimed in court that they had no memory of the 
case Tilschner v Spangler or the contents of “exhibit 12” of Mast’s deposition, Talarico was provided with evidence of a 
sophisticated system of document and information suppression used by Clinton-Williams against Dulberg and collaboration 
with opposing counsel Flynn in 17LA377 (Exhibit DW3, Exhibit ED-24, Exhibit ED-35) and described in ¶ 188 of the 
Complaint, but Talarico never raised the issue with the presiding Judge.

e.	On March 3, 2023 Talarico deviously listed Dulberg as a Self Represented Litigant in the 17LA377 Notice of Appeal without 
Dulberg knowing it (Exhibit CN6). Talarico represented himself to Dulberg as if Talarico was Dulberg’s acting attorney 

1.  Exhibit CL ··········  Docket No. 0258
2.  Exhibits AJ1-AJ16 · Docket No.’s 0209-0224
3.  Exhibit DW ·········  Docket No. 0168
4.  Exhibit ED-2 ········  Docket No. 0155
5.  Exhibit ED-3 ········  Docket No. 0154
6.  Exhibit CN ··········  Docket No. 0256

Received 03-13-2026 03:32 PM / Circuit Clerk Accepted on 03-13-2026 03:54 PM / Transaction #37100773 / Case #2025LA000360
Page 4 of 15



5

during the 17LA377 appeal process (Reviewing Court No: 2-23-0072) (Exhibit CO1, Exhibit CP2) and Talarico continued 
to charge and collect Dulberg’s fees the entire time (Exhibit BN-73). Talarico also intentionally destroyed Dulberg’s Supreme 
Court Petition while also deviously posing as Dulberg’s retained attorney. All fees were paid monthly. (Complaint ¶ 195)

f.	 Communications records between Talarico and Dulberg, together with the one-page appeal / Supreme Court PLA (Petition 
for Leave to Appeal) timeline, demonstrate that Talarico held himself out to Dulberg as Dulberg’s retained attorney during the 
appeal process (Reviewing Court No. 2-23-0072), including during the final appeal / Supreme Court PLA phase arising from 
the Judge Berg ruling in 17LA377. (Exhibits EQ-14, EQ-25, and EQ-58)

g.	Communications records, the one-page January 2024 timeline, the January 9, 2024 filing-return notice, and the related 
Supreme Court record materials demonstrate that Talarico held himself out to Dulberg as Dulberg’s retained attorney for 
purposes of preparing and attempting to file the Supreme Court Petition in case number 25884372, which stemmed directly 
from Second District Appellate case number 2-23-0072 and 22nd Judicial Circuit Court case number 17LA377. (Exhibits EQ-
14, EQ-25, EQ-36, EQ-47, and EQ-58)

h.	On September 26, 2023 Talarico accepted a $10,000 retainer to pursue claims against Clinton and Williams and Gooch for 
“Fraud on the court, Civil rights violations, Reopening the bankruptcy, Etc”…. (Complaint ¶ 210 and Exhibit AT9)

i.	 On May 29, 2024 Talarico intentionally lied to the Illinois Supreme Court about ever being retained to pursue claims against 
Clinton and Williams. Talarico later called the same claims against Clinton and Williams (that Talarico was retained to pursue) 
a “fantasy” “conspiracy theory” by Dulberg and Thomas Kost. (Complaint ¶ 208 and Exhibit BY10)

11.	 In addition, on November 12, 2022 Talarico was given a copy of the original Walgreens Rx receipt that Dulberg obtained on 

the day (June 28, 2011) Dulberg was injured with the chainsaw and that Dulberg gave to Popovich and Mast on December 1, 2011. 

Dulberg discovered the receipt copy on an old hard drive. (Exhibit EP-111). The receipt has a timestamp which was key evidence in 

underlying case 12LA178 showing the exact time Dulberg was at the pharmacy on the day Dulberg was injured with the chainsaw. 

Dulberg then realized that Popovich and Mast had deliberately cut the timestamp off the Walgreens Rx receipt and deliberately 

helped defendant Gagnon and the McGuire defendants intentionally lie in their depositions about the sequence of events that took 

place the day Dulberg was injured by the chainsaw. Popovich and Mast had cut up the Walgreens Rx receipt and removed and hid 

the timestamp (Exhibit EP-212, Exhibit EP-313, Exhibit EP-414) to make their own client Dulberg look like he was lying about 

going straight to the pharmacy from the hospital the day of Dulberg’s injury and not directly back to the McGuire house from the 

hospital as Gagnon and Carolyn McGuire had falsely stated in their depositions. Talarico never raised this information during 

1.  Exhibit CO ··········  Docket No. 0255
2.  Exhibit CP ··········  Docket No. 0254
3.  Exhibit BN-7 ········  Docket No. 0192
4.  Attached as: ········  Exhibit EQ-1_CallLog_312-608-1410_only.pdf
5.  Attached as: 	  Exhibit EQ-2_CallLog_AllowedNumbers_Extracted_From_MyBill_01.25.pdf
6.  Attached as: ········  Exhibit EQ-3_GroupEx50_Part13_SupremeCourtHyperlinks_KeyPages.pdf
7.  Attached as: ········  Exhibit EQ-4_Pages 8329-8332 extracted from Docket No 0332_Group Exhibit 50_Part 13 of 13_File-Stamped.pdf
8.  Attached as: ········  Exhibit EQ-5_CallLog_Timeline_OnePage_Landscape.pdf
9.  Exhibit AT ··········  Docket No. 0208
10.  Exhibit BY ·········  Docket No. 0184
11.  Attached as: ·······  Exhibit EP-1_2022-11-12_1047_SENT_Talarico_Fwd Walgreens original_with Attachments.pdf
12.  Attached as: ·······  Exhibit EP-2_2012-11-27_cut-up Walgreens RX receipt_POP000724-POP000727.pdf
13.  Attached as: ·······  Exhibit EP-3_2012-11-27_Dulberg’s note about needing timestamp_DUL006350-6351.pdf
14.  Attached as: ·······  Exhibit EP-4_2012-11-27_Walgreens purged data report_DUL006687.pdf
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17LA377. 

12.	 Proximate causation in this case raises the legal question: Can successive lawyers or law firms have the power to ‘cancel out’ 

acts of malpractice and fraud by previously retained law firms or lawyers by intentionally concealing deceptive actions of the 

former law firm and by committing fraud and legal malpractice themselves to the same parallel end? 

13.	 Clinton and Williams claim they cannot be the proximate cause of Dulberg’s pecuniary injury because Dulberg retained 

Talarico after Clinton and Williams withdrew as Dulberg’s counsel. But Talarico intentionally concealed the actions of Clinton and 

Williams from Dulberg and Talarico acted as described in ¶ 10 sections “a” to “i” and  in ¶ 11 of this Response and in ¶ 169 to ¶ 213 

of the Complaint to deliberately destroy Dulberg’s claims in 17LA377 and Dulberg’s ability to appeal (Reviewing Court No: 2-23-

0072) the only order given by Judge Berg in 17LA377. Talarico deliberately acted in parallel with Clinton and Williams to destroy 

Dulberg’s claims against Popovich and Mast in 17LA377 (and, as further pleaded, the underlying personal injury claim context 

(12LA178 and BK 14-83578) and how the monetary loss was realized; the malpractice claim against Popovich/Mast (17LA377); and 

the malpractice and fraud claims against Clinton/Williams (this case, 25LA360))

14.	 The Motion claims Plaintiff must plead a “case within a case within a case.” Plaintiff has done so. The Motion’s “case within a 

case within a case” framing and its viability attacks are improper at the pleading stage because they ask the Court to resolve 

disputed factual issues and competing inferences regarding the underlying claims on a motion to dismiss.

15.	 The Complaint pleads (and pleads how the monetary loss was realized):

• Underlying negligence admission by Gagnon (Complaint ¶18) 

• Suppression of that admission

• Bankruptcy jurisdictional misdirection

• Fraudulent binding mediation agreement

• Suppression of Tilschner legal theory

• Discovery manipulation

These are factual allegations supporting viability of:

a.	The personal injury claim. (12LA178, BK 14-83578)

b.	The malpractice claim against Popovich/Mast. (17LA377)

c.	The malpractice and fraud claims against Clinton/Williams. (25LA360)

16.	 At the pleading stage, Plaintiff is not required to prove ultimate success — only to plead sufficient facts. He has.

17.	 Illinois malpractice pleading requires (1) attorney-client relationship/duty, (2) breach, (3) proximate cause, and (4) damages. 

Tri-G, Inc. v. Burke, Bosselman & Weaver, 222 Ill. 2d 218 (2006). Plaintiff has pleaded each element.

18.	 Plaintiff’s Complaint also pleads, with specificity and in chronological order, Clinton/Williams’ wrongful acts and omissions 

in 17LA377, including (among other items):

• �Knowingly perpetuating an erroneous statute-of-limitations framing that was outcome-determinative (Complaint ¶116–118; 
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Exhibit 2531).

• �Suppressing key evidence affecting viability (Tilschner v. Spangler and related “Exhibit 12” issues) (Complaint ¶127–143; 
¶134–142).

• �Delayed production / manipulation of discovery (Complaint ¶146–160; ¶121–167).

• �Misrepresentation/avoidance of bankruptcy relevance and its effects on the litigation posture (Complaint ¶28–37; ¶163–166).

• �Concealment of forged or irregular deposition certifications (Complaint ¶172–181).

19.	 Proximate cause and the “case within a case” inquiry cannot be resolved as a matter of law on the pleadings. Under Illinois 

law, proximate cause is ordinarily a question of fact, and a court may decide it as a matter of law only where the facts are 

undisputed and reasonable persons could draw only one inference. Harrison v. Hardin Cnty. Cmty. Unit Sch. Dist. No. 1, 197 

Ill. 2d 466, 476 (2001); Huang v. Brenson, 2014 IL App (1st) 123231, ¶ 28. The Motion instead asks the Court to resolve disputed 

issues concerning the viability of the underlying claims, the effect of suppressed evidence, the consequences of delayed and 

manipulated discovery, and whether the record and litigation posture had already been materially compromised before Clinton and 

Williams withdrew. Those issues require factual development and are not proper grounds for dismissal under sections 2-615 or 

2-619.

20.	 Plaintiff does not plead that successor counsel merely failed to fix an otherwise intact case. Plaintiff pleads that, before Clinton 

and Williams withdrew, they had already materially damaged the claim by perpetuating the accrual theory they now invoke, 

suppressing or mishandling key evidence, delaying and manipulating discovery, and shaping the record and litigation posture in 

ways successor counsel inherited. This is not a case where the face of the pleadings establishes, as in Mitchell and Land, that 

successor counsel indisputably received a fully viable claim with a clear opportunity to cure as a matter of law. See Mitchell v. 

Schain, Fursel & Burney, Ltd., 332 Ill. App. 3d 618, 621-22 (2002); Land v. Greenwood, 133 Ill. App. 3d 537 (1985). Accepting 

the Complaint’s allegations as true, Plaintiff has adequately pleaded proximate cause, and the Motion’s contrary theory depends on 

factual determinations that cannot be made against Plaintiff at the motion-to-dismiss stage.

PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS CLINTON AND WILLIAMS’ ARGUMENT #3: 
“Clinton’s and William’s Discharge and Plaintiff’s Retention of Successor Counsel was a 

Superseding and Intervening Cause of Damages”

21.	 The Motion argues that Plaintiff’s retention of Talarico automatically breaks proximate causation. Illinois law recognizes no 

such automatic rule. Where there are successive actors, later conduct relieves the original actor of liability only if the later conduct 

was an independent and unforeseeable superseding cause as a matter of law; where varying inferences are possible, foreseeability 

and superseding cause remain factual questions. Huang, 2014 IL App (1st) 123231, ¶ 28; Thomas v. Khoury, 2021 IL 126074, ¶ 

6. Here, Plaintiff pleads the opposite of severance: he pleads that successor counsel was given detailed notice of Clinton/Williams’ 

1.  Exhibit 253··········· Docket No. 0295
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suppression and concealment, yet acted in ways consistent with continued concealment rather than cure, as described in ¶ 10(a)-(i), 

¶ 11 of this Response, and Complaint ¶¶ 169-213. On those pleaded facts, whether the underlying claim remained fully viable when 

Clinton and Williams withdrew, and whether any later conduct was a superseding cause, cannot be resolved against Plaintiff on the 

pleadings.

22.	 The Complaint alleges Talarico’s misconduct was itself part of a continuing coordinated scheme (Complaint Count VI). Thus, 

the superseding-cause argument depends on rejecting Plaintiff’s conspiracy allegations — which cannot be done on a 2-619 motion.

23.	 Here, Plaintiff pleads that successor counsel (Talarico) did not “break the chain,” but continued and concealed the same 

damage mechanisms. Plaintiff pleads a continuing coordinated scheme and overt acts (Complaint ¶169–213; Count VI), which 

cannot be rejected at the pleading stage.

24.	 As alleged in the Complaint and consistent with ¶ 10 and ¶ 11 above, successor counsel was provided detailed notice of 

Clinton/Williams’ suppression and concealment but did not cure it and instead acted in ways consistent with continued concealment 

(to this day):

a.	February 17, 2022: conflict information regarding Judge Meyer and Popovich (Complaint ¶171; Exhibit CL1).

b.	May 24, 2022: Omni signature comparison findings regarding court reporter signatures (Complaint ¶181; Exhibits AJ1, 
AJ2, AJ3, AJ4, AJ5, AJ6, AJ7, AJ8, AJ9, AJ10, AJ11, AJ12, AJ13, AJ14, AJ15, AJ162).

c.	November 9, 2022: successor counsel was provided “smoking gun” suppression evidence (Complaint ¶188; Exhibit DW3, 
Exhibit ED-24, Exhibit ED-35).

d.	March 3, 2023 and thereafter: appeal-related conduct, representation posture, and downstream events (Complaint ¶195 and 
related exhibits), including the December 4, 2023 appeal dismissal (Exhibit DR-66), the January 2024 Supreme Court PLA 
drafting / submission / filing-return / hyperlink-instruction / withdrawal sequence summarized in Exhibit EQ-57, the January 
9, 2024 transaction-rejected filing-return notice showing that the PLA in case number 25884372 had been submitted on 
January 8, 2024 by Alphonse Talarico as filing attorney and was returned with instructions to cure and resubmit by motion for 
leave to file instanter (Exhibit EQ-48), and the related Supreme Court record materials attached in this Response (see Exhibit 
EQ-39).

25.	 The Motion’s superseding-cause argument depends on treating Talarico’s conduct as independent and severing. Plaintiff pleads 

the opposite: Talarico’s conduct is pleaded as concealment/continuation, not severance. Whether there was an independent 

superseding cause cannot be resolved against Plaintiff on a motion to dismiss when Plaintiff pleads coordinated conduct and 

conspiracy.

1.  Exhibit CL 	  Docket No. 0258
2.  Exhibits AJ1-AJ16 · Docket No.’s 0209-0224
3.  Exhibit DW ·········  Docket No. 0168
4.  Exhibit ED-2 ········  Docket No. 0155
5.  Exhibit ED-3 ········  Docket No. 0154
6.  Exhibit DR-6 ·······  Docket No. 0267
7.  Attached as: ········  Exhibit EQ-5_CallLog_Timeline_OnePage_Landscape.pdf
8.  Attached as: ········  Exhibit EQ-4_Pages 8329-8332 extracted from Docket No 0332_Group Exhibit 50_Part 13 of 13_File-Stamped.pdf
9.  Attached as: ········  Exhibit EQ-3_GroupEx50_Part13_SupremeCourtHyperlinks_KeyPages.pdf

Received 03-13-2026 03:32 PM / Circuit Clerk Accepted on 03-13-2026 03:54 PM / Transaction #37100773 / Case #2025LA000360
Page 8 of 15



9

PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS CLINTON AND WILLIAMS’ ARGUMENT #4: 
“Plaintiff Failed to Plead Sufficient Predicate Facts to State a Claim for Legal Malpractice.”

26.	 The requirements for a legal malpractice claim in Illinois are (1) the existence of formal attorney client relationship, (2) proof 

of the breach of the attorney’s responsibility, (3)  proximate causation, and (4) monetary damage due to the attorney’s breach. Tri-G, 

Inc. v. Burke, Bosselman & Weaver, 222 Ill. 2d 218 (2006).

27.	 The existence of a formal attorney client relationship is not being questioned.

28.	 The Motion argues Plaintiff fails to plead “but for” causation. This is incorrect. The Complaint pleads that:

• �Clinton/Williams perpetuated erroneous statute-of-limitations framing (Complaint ¶116–118) 

• Suppressed evidence affecting viability (Complaint ¶127–143)

• �Failed to produce discovery impacting litigation posture (Complaint ¶146–160) 

• Misrepresented binding mediation origins (Complaint ¶119)

These are specific factual allegations, and Plaintiff also pleads causation and damages through the dismissal and loss of remedies in 

17LA377 and its appellate chain.

29.	 Specific factual allegations concerning legal malpractice and fraud claims against Clinton and Williams actions in 17LA377 

are described in ¶ 108 to ¶ 168 of the Complaint in chronological order, including:

a.	Clinton and Williams knowingly and intentionally misinformed Dulberg how to calculate the Statute of Limitations by 
deliberately misrepresenting statements underlined in blue in Exhibit 2531 to Dulberg and to the court. Gooch and Sershon 
claimed the Statute of Limitations is calculated from the day Dulberg knew or should have known of any “injury” caused by 
Mast and/or Popovich. The Second Amended Complaint was intentionally crafted  by Clinton and Williams with the same 
misrepresentation of the statements underlined in blue in Exhibit 2531 (of how to calculate statute of limitations) that Gooch 
placed in the original Complaint and the First Amended Complaint. (Complaint ¶118)

b.	Clinton and Williams never informed Dulberg that the 12LA178 record contains an admission of negligence by Gagnon for 
Dulberg’s chainsaw injury as early as March, 2013 (more than 20 months before Dulberg declared bankruptcy, more than 41 
months before Dulberg was forced into binding mediation with an ‘upper cap’ of $300,000 placed on the value of the case). 
(Complaint ¶ 216 (b) and Exhibit 1122).

c.	Clinton and Williams did not mention anything about Dulberg’s bankruptcy in the Complaint or in any court record (Except 
once, see Complaint ¶ 165) even though BK 14-83578 was the underlying case of legal malpractice case 17LA377 and the case 
12LA178 had become a protected asset of the bankruptcy estate from the time Dulberg declared bankruptcy. (Complaint ¶ 28 
to ¶ 37)

d.	Clinton and Williams focused only on the settlement with the McGuire defendants in underlying personal injury case 
12LA178 and ignored everything related to co-defendant Gagnon. (Complaint ¶ 111 to ¶ 114)

e.	Clinton and Williams intentionally and systematically suppressed key evidence of a certified slip opinion of the Appellate 
Court ruling Tilschner v Spangler and then acted as if neither Clinton or Williams have any memory of  being informed 
repeatedly by Dulberg and Kost of the key evidence Tilschner v Spangler. (Complaint ¶ 137)

1.  Exhibit 253··········· Docket No. 0295
2.  Exhibit 112 ··········  Docket No. 0113

Received 03-13-2026 03:32 PM / Circuit Clerk Accepted on 03-13-2026 03:54 PM / Transaction #37100773 / Case #2025LA000360
Page 9 of 15



10

f.	 Clinton and Williams were first informed of “smoking gun” evidence of Popovich and Mast committing intentional tort 
(fraud) on July 8, 2019 due to the discovery of Mast and Popovich offering to settle the McGuire claim on behalf of Dulberg 
with McGuires’ attorney Barch for $7,500 on October 22, 2013. Since Mast first explained to Dulberg that the McGuire 
defendants were not responsible for Dulberg’s chainsaw injury because the ruling Tilschner v Spangler demonstrates that the 
Restatement of Torts 318 is not applicable in Illinois on November 20, 2013, the fact that Popovich and Mast already offered 
to settle the claim with the McGuire defendants about 1 month earlier proves that Popovich and Mast made the October 22, 
2013 offer without Dulberg’s knowledge or consent. By suppressing the document Tilschner v Spangler from the 17LA377 
court record and by not bates-stamping the document and producing the document to opposing counsel and by excluding the 
document from “exhibit 12” of the Mast deposition, Clinton and Williams knowingly suppressed this “smoking gun” evidence 
of Popovich and Mast committing fraud against Dulberg. (Complaint ¶ 134 to ¶ 142)

g.	Clinton and Williams used a sophisticated system of document and information suppression including: Suppression of key 
evidence Tilschner v Spangler, suppressing over 3,400 pages of documents from May 30, 2019 to July 9, 2020 and producing 
them to opposing counsel after taking 2 depositions and about 3 weeks before Clinton and Williams resigned as counsel, 
systematically suppressing large sections of emails before producing emails to opposing counsel, and more. (Complaint ¶ 121 
to ¶ 167)

h.	Since May 30, 2019 Clinton and Williams never informed Dulberg of or addressed issues around missing signatures on the 
certification pages in depositions purportedly created by VAHL REPORTING SERVICE LTD. (Complaint ¶ 173)(Exhibit 
AJ171) Additionally Clinton and Williams never informed Dulberg of the 2019 dates found on depositions taken in 2013 
with missing signatures of court reporters on the certification pages1 in depositions purportedly created by URBANSKI 
REPORTING CO., INC. (Complaint ¶ 172) (Exhibits EE-1, EE-2, EE-3, EE-4, EE-52)

i.	 Clinton and Williams deliberately placed factually incorrect statements on the record on Dulberg’s behalf concerning the 
origin of source of the $300,000 “upper cap” placed on the value of personal injury case 12LA178. (Complaint ¶ 119)

j.	 Clinton and Williams informed Dulberg that Dulberg cannot issue a subpoena to bankruptcy trustee Megan Heeg because 
she already retired so subpoenaed documents are unavailable to Dulberg. (Complaint ¶ 167)

k.	Clinton and Williams deliberately waited until hours after Dulberg’s deposition in legal malpractice case 17LA377 to 
provide Dulberg with documents from the subpoena of McGuire’s attorney Ron Barch even though Dulberg had been asking 
for the subpoenaed documents for months and Clinton and Williams provided many of the subpoenaed documents to opposing 
counsel Flynn months earlier. (Complaint ¶ 167)

30.	 The Motion’s argument improperly attempts to resolve contested legal and factual issues such as those listed as “a” to “k” in ¶ 

29 of this Response and the actions of Clinton and Williams described in ¶ 108 to ¶ 168 of the Complaint.

31.	 The Motion seeks to litigate the “but for” case-within-a-case merits at the pleading stage. Plaintiff is not required to prove 

ultimate success in the underlying case at the motion-to-dismiss stage; Plaintiff is required to plead facts that, if proven, establish 

viability and causation. Plaintiff has done so.

32.	 These allegations are not conclusions; they are detailed factual assertions tied to dates, litigation steps, and exhibits. They are 

sufficient to state claims under 2-615.

PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS CLINTON AND WILLIAMS’ ARGUMENT #5: 
“Plaintiff Failed to Plead Sufficient Predicate Facts to State a Claim for Fraud”

1.  Attached as: ········  Exhibit AJ17_Pages 434_410-411_825-826_888-889_1158-1159_extracted from Docket Numbers 0359 and 0356.pdf
2.  Exhibits EE-1 to EE-5·········· Docket No.’s 0149-0153
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33.	 In Illinois, the plaintiff asserting a common law fraud claim (also called actual or legal fraud) must plead and prove that:

• The defendant made a false statement of material fact

• �The defendant made the statement with the knowledge that it was false.

• �The defendant intended the statement to induce the plaintiff to act.

• �The plaintiff reasonably and justifiably relied on 
the false statement.

• �The plaintiff suffered damages due to reliance on 
the false statement.

(See Soules v. Gen. Motors Corp., 79 Ill. 2d 282, 286 (1980); Abazari v. Rosalind Franklin Univ. of Med. & Sci., 2015 IL App 

(2d) 140952, ¶ 14 (noting intentional misrepresentation is another name for fraud); Schrager v. N. Cmty. Bank, 328 Ill. App. 3d 

696, 703 (2002) (noting that fraudulent misrepresentation is a form of common law fraud in Illinois).) Fraud must be pleaded with 

sufficient particularity to put defendants on notice of the claim.

34.	 The Motion claims fraud is conclusory. The Complaint alleges:

• �Specific false statements and omissions concerning the $300,000 “upper 
cap” origin (Complaint ¶119);

• �Specific document suppression. (including Tilschner suppression and “no 
memory”/disclosure representations). (Complaint ¶127–143; ¶137)

• �Specific deposition manipulation and certification/forgery concealment. 
(Complaint ¶172–181)

• �Specific manipulation/withholding of discovery and delayed production. 
(Complaint ¶146–160; ¶121–167)

• �Specific concealment/avoidance of bankruptcy 
facts and litigation consequences. (Complaint 
¶28–37; ¶163–166)

• Specific statements on record.

• Knowledge of falsity.

• Reliance.

• Injury.

35.	 Fraud must be pled with specificity. Specific factual allegations concerning fraud claims against Clinton and Williams actions 

in 17LA377 are described in ¶ 108 to ¶ 168 of the Complaint in chronological order, including actions labeled “a’ to “k” in ¶ 29 

of this Response. The Complaint spans 88 pages detailing dates, documents, exhibits, and conduct. This satisfies Rule 2-603 and 

Illinois fraud pleading standards.

36.	 The Motion’s characterization of the fraud allegations as conclusory is inconsistent with the Complaint’s detailed chronology, 

citations to exhibits, and identification of the specific litigation acts/omissions alleged to have been intentionally deceptive.

PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS CLINTON AND WILLIAMS’ ARGUMENT #6: 

“Plaintiff Failed to Plead Sufficient Predicate Facts to State a Claim for Civil Conspiracy”

37.	 Concert of action exists when two or more persons perform wrongful acts pursuant to a common design or one person gives 

substantial assistance to another knowing that the other’s conduct constitutes a breach of legal duty. Civil conspiracy involves two 

or more persons who combine for the purpose of accomplishing, by their concerted action, either a lawful purpose by unlawful 

means or an unlawful purpose by lawful means. Smith v. Eli Lilly & Co., 137 Ill. 2d 222 (1990); Vance v. Chandler, 231 Ill. 

App. 3d 747 (1992). Illinois civil conspiracy requires (1) an agreement between two or more persons to accomplish an unlawful 

purpose or a lawful purpose by unlawful means, and (2) an overt act in furtherance of the agreement that causes damages. Adcock 
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v. Brakegate, Ltd., 164 Ill. 2d 54 (1994). The agreement element may be inferred from circumstantial evidence, including parallel 

conduct and coordinated acts.

38.	 A conspirator need not participate in all activities of a conspiracy, nor become a member at its inception. It is only necessary 

that he knowingly contribute his efforts in furtherance of it.

39.	 The basis of the legal theory of concert of action is found in Section 876 of the Restatement (Second) of Torts (1979). That 

section provides that a person can be legally liable for harm resulting to a third person from the tortious conduct of another if that 

person:

a.	does a tortious act in concert with the other or pursuant to a common design with him;

b.	knows that the other’s conduct constitutes a breach of duty and gives substantial assistance or encouragement to the other to 
so conduct himself; or

c.	gives substantial assistance or encouragement to the other in accomplishing a tortious result, and his own conduct, 
separately considered, constitutes a breach of duty to the third person.

40.	 The Motion argues lack of specific agreement allegations. Illinois law allows conspiracy to be pled circumstantially. The 

Complaint pleads:

• Parallel conduct,

• Coordinated litigation positions,

• Coordinated accrual framing,

• �Coordinated suppression and concealment 
mechanisms,

• �Coordinated avoidance/misdirection regarding bankruptcy issues,

• Coordinated misrepresentation of Tilschner.

• �Downstream continuation of concealment through successor counsel 
(as pleaded at Complaint ¶169–213).

41.	 The Complaint pleads coordinated acts from which an agreement may reasonably be inferred: Gooch first advanced the same 

erroneous accrual framing, and Clinton/Williams then carried that same framing into the amended pleadings and litigation 

positions in 17LA377; the same omission and avoidance of the bankruptcy issues and their effect on the underlying claims was 

maintained despite Plaintiff’s repeated directions to include them; the same suppression of Tilschner and the “Exhibit 12” material 

continued despite direct notice; and the same pattern of discovery handling—late, segmented, and obscuring production of material 

documents—was preserved rather than corrected, and later continued by successor counsel after being informed of the prior 

concealment. Taken together, these are not isolated acts, but aligned acts supporting a reasonable inference of a common design 

or agreement to maintain the same defective narrative, suppress material facts, and protect prior counsel at Plaintiff’s expense. 

(Complaint ¶¶ 116–118, 127–143, 146–160, 163–166, 188–189, 221, 225–226.)

42.	 Civil conspiracy rarely involves a direct written agreement; it is routinely proven through inference from coordinated acts. At 

pleading stage, circumstantial inference suffices. Plaintiff has pleaded sufficient facts to proceed beyond the pleadings.

PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS CLINTON AND WILLIAMS’ ARGUMENT #7: 
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“Plaintiff Fails to Meet the Basic Pleading Requirements Under Sections 2-603”

43.	 The Complaint is cleanly divided into the following sections:

¶ 1 to ¶ 5.............. (pages 1, 2)..........NATURE OF THE CASE

¶ 6,   ¶ 7............... (page 2 to 4)........PARTIES

¶ 8,   ¶ 9............... (pages 4, 5).......... JURISDICTION AND VENUE

¶ 11 to ¶ 14.......... (pages 5 to 8).......SUMMARY OF UNDERLYING CASES1

¶ 15 to ¶ 60.......... (pages 8 to 18)..... �RELEVANT FACTS OF UNDERLYING CASES 12LA178 and BK 14-835782

¶ 61 to    ¶ 213..... (pages 18 to 76)...RELEVANT FACTS OF UNDERLYING CASE 17LA3773

¶ 61 to    ¶ 106..... (pages 18 to 23)... Gooch-Sershon timeline

¶ 108 to  ¶ 168..... (pages 32 to 59)... Clinton-Williams timeline 

¶ 169 to  ¶ 194..... (pages 59 to 69)... Talarico timeline 

¶ 195 to  ¶ 213..... (pages 69 to 76)... �Talarico timeline of intentionally destroying 17LA377 appeal (2-23-0072)4

¶ 214 to  ¶ 226••••(pages 76 to 88)•• COUNTS 1 THROUGH 6 LISTED IN ORDER

44.	 The specific table of contents in ¶ 43 (of this Response) allows us to see that the only sections that are noticeably large are the 

“RELEVANT FACTS” of underlying legal malpractice case 17LA377 (¶ 61 to ¶ 213, pages 18 to 76 of the Complaint). This 

section contains 58 pages and 152 paragraphs. The section on case 17LA377 “RELEVANT FACTS” consists of a chronological 

timeline of the relevant actions of Gooch and Sershon (¶ 61 to ¶ 106 of the Complaint) followed by a chronological timeline of 

the relevant actions of Clinton and Williams (¶ 108 to ¶ 168 of the Complaint) followed by a chronological timeline the relevant 

actions of Talarico during case 17LA377 (¶ 169 to ¶ 194 of the Complaint), followed by a timeline of the relevant actions of Talarico 

intentionally destroying any possibility for Dulberg to appeal (Reviewing Court No: 2-23-0072) Judge Berg’s only ruling of 

17LA377 (¶ 195 to ¶ 213 of the Complaint).

45.	 Clinton and Williams stated the following:

“the pleading requirements set out in Section 2-603(a) of the Code of Civil Procedure specifically state that “all pleadings shall 
contain a plain and concise statement of the pleader’s cause of action, counterclaim, defense, or reply.” Id.”

“The instant 226-paragraph, 88 page document is a convoluted saga of irrelevant and lengthy anecdotes that do nothing more 
than confuse the Defendants—inherently violating the ‘plain and concise’ standard under Section 2-603(a). Accordingly, 
Plaintiff’s Complaint should be dismissed as procedurally improper.”

46.	 Using the table of contents listed in ¶ 43 of this Response, Clinton and Williams can address specific concerns by answering 

1.  Titled “�SUMMARY OF UNDERLYING LEGAL MALPRACTICE CASE 17LA377, RELATED LEGAL MALPRACTICE CASE 22L010905 AND THEIR UNDERLYING CASES 12LA178 AND BK 14-83578 COMMON TO ALL COUNTS”
2.  Titled “�RELEVANT FACTS OF UNDERLYING PERSONAL INJURY CASE 12LA178 AND BANKRUPTCY CASE 14-83578 COMMON TO ALL COUNTS”
3.  Titled “RELEVANT FACTS OF LEGAL MALPRACTICE CASE 17LA377 COMMON TO ALL COUNTS”
4.  Titled “�HOW TALARICO INTENTIONALLY DESTROYED DULBERG’S ATTEMPT TO APPEAL THE FINAL DECISION IN 17LA377 WHICH IS UNMISTAKABLY AT VARIANCE WITH ILLINOIS LAW”
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the following specific questions: 

Question 1: Which specific sections of the Complaint are unnecessary to the Complaint? 

Question 2: Within each section, which specific paragraphs are not relevant to the Complaint?

(concerning the largest single section of the Complaint titled “RELEVANT FACTS”): 

Question 3: �Which specific paragraphs in the Gooch-Sershon chronological timeline (¶ 61 to ¶ 106 of the Complaint) are not 
relevant to the Complaint or not supported by evidence?

Question 4: �Which specific paragraphs in the Clinton-Williams chronological timeline (¶ 108 to ¶ 168 of the Complaint) are 
not relevant to the Complaint or not supported by evidence? 

Question 5: ��Which specific paragraphs in the Talarico chronological timeline (¶ 169 to ¶ 194 of the Complaint) are not relevant 
to the Complaint or not supported by evidence? 

Question 6: �Which specific paragraphs in the Talarico timeline of destroying Dulberg’s ability to appeal (Reviewing Court 
No: 2-23-0072) the only Judge Berg ruling in the case 17LA377 (¶ 195 to ¶ 213 of the Complaint) are not relevant 
or not supported by evidence? 

Any claim of Clinton and Willims concerning the current format of the Complaint should be argued using specific arguments 

concerning specific paragraphs or sections examined on a paragraph-by-paragraph basis.

47.	 After review of the concerns of Clinton and Williams concerning the Complaint’s format, Dulberg reaffirms that all sections 

and paragraphs in the Complaint are relevant, are necessary to the claims being raised by Dulberg in the Complaint and supported 

by evidence. All paragraphs are placed in specific sections in a specific  (chronological) order according to the table of contents in ¶ 

43 of this Response. The largeness of the section “RELEVANT FACTS” can be explained by two factors:

a.	 �Timelines of the actions in case 17LA377 of Gooch and Sershon must be placed in succession with the timeline of the 
actions of Clinton and Williams and in succession with the timeline of the actions of Talarico to record facts relevant to 
Dulberg’s claims in the Complaint involving 3 law firms over a period of over 4 years.

b.	�Each retained attorney successively engaged in many coordinated acts of intentional deception against Dulberg and it is 
necessary to record each act of intentional deception in the Complaint.

48.	 The Motion claims the Complaint is too long and narrative. Length is not a ground for dismissal.

Section 2-603 requires:

• Separate counts,

• Numbered paragraphs,

• Separate causes of action.

The Complaint:

• Separates Counts I–VI,

• Clearly identifies legal theories,

• Identifies defendants by count,

• States specific relief requested.

The factual detail is necessary because:

• Multiple underlying cases,

• Multiple counsel,

• Bankruptcy jurisdiction,

• Appellate procedures,

• ARDC proceedings,

• Discovery manipulation,

• Forged certifications.
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This is a complex litigation history. Complex facts do not violate 2-603. Section 2-603 requires pleadings to contain a plain and 

concise statement. It does not impose a rigid page limit and does not authorize merits dismissal simply because a case involves 

complex facts. Plaintiff’s Complaint is organized into numbered paragraphs, separate counts, and a structured chronology.

49.	 Clinton Defendants’ “too long / narrative” objection is not a basis to dismiss viable causes of action with prejudice. If the Court 

believes any portion should be narrowed or clarified, the proper remedy is to order repleading, strike limited surplusage, or grant 

leave to amend—not dismissal with prejudice, particularly where Defendants plainly understand and have responded to the 

allegations in detail.

LEAVE TO AMEND

50.	 Even where defects exist, dismissal with prejudice is disfavored unless amendment would be futile. Loyola Academy v. S & S 

Roof Maintenance, 146 Ill. 2d 263, 273 (1992).

51.	 If the Court finds any pleading deficiency, amendment — not dismissal with prejudice — is appropriate.

RELIEF REQUESTED

WHEREFORE, Dulberg respectfully request that this Court:

1.	 DENY the Clinton Defendants’ Motion to Dismiss; and

2.	 ORDER the Clinton Defendants to file an Answer or otherwise plead within a date certain set by the Court; and

3.	 Alternatively, if the Court finds any pleading deficiency, grant leave to amend rather than dismissal with prejudice; and

4.	 Grant such other and further relief as the Court deems just.

Submitted by: /s/ Paul R. Dulberg
Paul R. Dulberg (pro se)
4606 Hayden Ct. McHenry, IL. 60051 
(847) 497-4250 
Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net

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 and its exhibits 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	 Date: 3/13/2026
      Paul R. Dulberg

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I certify that on 3/13/2026, I served this document on all counsel/parties of record via eFileIL/EFSP electronic service to the extent 

available, and by email to any party not on eFile service.

/s/ Paul R. Dulberg	 Date: 3/13/2026
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4 


CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER 


5 I, TERRI A. CLARK, Certified 


6 Shorthand Reporter for the State of Illinois, 


7 do hereby certify that the foregoing was 


8 reported by stenographic and mechanical 


9 means, which matter was held on the date, and 


10 at the time and place set out on the title 


11 page hereof, and that the foregoing 


12 constitutes a true and accurate transcript of 


13 same. 


14 I further certify that I am not 


15 related to any of the parties, nor am I an 


16 employee of or related to any of the 


17 attorneys representing the parties, and I 


18 have no financial interest in the outcome of 


19 this matter. 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


TERRI A. CLARK, CSR 


LICENSE NO. 084-001957 


22 
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1 STATE OF ILLINOIS 


2 SS: 


3 COUNTY OF C O O K 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 I, Margaret Maggie Orton, 


9 CSR, Certified Shorthand Reporter, and RPR, 


10 Registered Professional Reporter, do hereby 


11 certify that APIWAT FORD, DO, on 


12 November 20, 2013 was by me first duly 


13 sworn to testify to the truth, the whole 


14 truth, and nothing but the truth, and that 


15 the above deposition was recorded 


16 stenographically by me and transcribed by 


17 me. 


18 I FURTHER CERTIFY that the 


19 foregoing transcript of said deposition is 


20 a true, correct, and complete transcript of 


21 the testimony given by the said witness at 


22 the time and place specified. 


23 I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not 


24 a relative or employee or attorney or 
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1 employee of such attorney or counsel, or 


2 financially interested directly or 


3 indirectly in this action. 


4 IN WITNESS WHERJ,;OF, I have set 


5 my hand. 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 Margaret Maggie Orton 
Certified Shorthand Reporter 


11 Certificate No. 84-004046 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 
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1 STATE OF ILLINOIS 


2 COUNTY OF COOK 
SS: 


3 I, ANGELA M. INGHAM, a Notary Public 


4 within and for the County of Cook, State of 


5 Illinois, and a Certified Shorthand Reporter of 


6 said state, do hereby certify that heretofore, 


7 to-wit, on the 1st day of October, 2013, KAREN 


8 LEVIN, M.D., personally appeared before me at 


9 1900 Hollister Drive, Suite 250, in the City of 


58 


10 Libertyville, in the County of Lake and State of 


11 Illinois, a witness in a certain cause now pending 


12 and undetermined in the Circuit Court of McHenry 


13 County, Illinois, wherein Paul Dulberg is the 


14 plaintiff and David Gagnon, et al., are the 


15 defendants. 


16 I further certify that the said witness 


17 was first duly sworn to testify the truth, the 


18 whole and nothing but the truth in the cause 


19 aforesaid; that the testimony then given by said 


20 witness was reported stenographically by me, in the 


21 presence of said witness, and afterwards reduced to 


22 typewriting by Computer-Aided Transcription, and 


23 the foregoing is a true and correct transcript of 


24 the testimony so given by said witness as 
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1 aforesaid. 


2 I further certify that the signature of 


3 the witness to the foregoing deposition was waived 


4 by agreement of counsel for the respective parties; 


5 and that I am not counsel for nor in any way 


6 related to any of the parties to this suit, nor am 


7 I any way interested in the outcome thereof. 


8 In witness whereof, I have hereunto set my 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 


hand and affixed my notarial seal this day 


of , 2013. 


Notary Public, Cook County, Illinois 
C.S.R. License No. 084-002984 
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1 


2 STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 
) ss: 


3 COUNTY OF L A K E ) 


4 


5 


6 I, Jill S. Tiffany, CSR, 


7 Certified Shorthand Reporter, and a notary 


8 public in and for the County of Lake and 


9 State of Illinois, do hereby certify that 


10 DR. KATHY KUJAWA on July 23, 2014 was by me 


11 first duly sworn to testify to the truth, 


12 the whole truth, and nothing but the truth, 


13 and that the above deposition was recorded 


14 stenographically by me and transcribed by 


15 me. 


16 


17 I FURTHER CERTIFY that the 


18 foregoing transcript of said deposition is 


19 a true, correct, and complete transcript of 


20 the testimony given by the said witness at 


21 the time and place specified. 


22 


23 


24 


28 
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1 I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a 


2 relative or employee or attorney or 


3 employee of such attorney or counsel, or 


4 financially interested directly or 


5 indirectly in this action. 


6 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my 


7 hand. 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 Jill S. Tiffany 
Certified Shorthand Reporter 


14 Certificate No. 084-002807 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


23 


24 
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2 


3 


4 


5 


6 


7 


8 


9 


10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 


22 


]3 
23 


24 


STATE OF ILLINOIS ) 
) SS: 


COUNTY OF LAKE ) 


I, Jill S. Tiffany, CSR, 


Certified Shorthand Reporter, and a notary 


public in and for the County of Lake and 


State of Illinois, do hereby certify that 


DR. SCOTT SAGERMAN on October 15, 2013 was 


by me first duly sworn to testify to the 


truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the 


truth, and that the above deposition was 


recorded stenographically by me and 


transcribed by me. 


I FURTHER CERTIFY that the 


foregoing transcript of said deposition is 


a true, correct, and complete transcript of 


the testimony given by the said witness at 


the time and place specified. 
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10 


11 


12 


13 


14 


15 


16 


17 


18 


19 


20 


21 
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22 


23 


24 


I FURTHER CERTIFY that I am not a 


relative or employee or attorney or 


employee of such attorney or counsel, or 


financially interested directly or 


indirectly in this action. 


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have set my 


hand. 


Jill S. Tiffany 
Certified Shorthand Reporter 
Certificate No. 084-002807 
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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












From: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net
Subject: Fwd: Walgreens original


Date: November 12, 2022 at 10:47 AM
To: Alphonse Talarico contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com


Bcc: Paul Dulberg Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net, Tom Kost tkost999@gmail.com


Dear Mr Talarico,


Another recovered document is attached.


We need to supplement the discovery with the recovered files soon because I am adding this as an exhibit to the Draft Baudin complaint 
and intend to use it in the Mast/Popovich case as well.


FYI - from the time you say send all the recovered documents, it may take me a few days to compile them all together.


The attached document is the original Walgreens RX receipt and when you see it, compared to the 2 different versions currently in the POP 
bates stamped documents you will notice right away that it was at least a 2 step process to remove the timestamps.


Glad I found this one.


Paul


Begin forwarded message:


From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Subject: Walgreens original
Date: October 16, 2022 at 12:20:37 PM CDT
To: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Tom,


Source:
Legal Documents\
Tom\
To Tom\
2019-07-07_For Tom/
2011 Accident/Walgreens\
2011-06-28_Walgreens Prescriptions.pdf


Meta data says original file was Created: April 26, 2019 at 12:24 PM 


I believe that date is around when Mike and I got a Mechanical 32 bit hard drive to USB device and transferred old sharp printing files 
from the dead computers to newer hard drives on Mikes computer. 


The transfer was not done for this case but rather was an attempt to save our old artwork and music files.


I had that drive connected to a computer for a few months which includes when you were here in July of 2019 and since it was connected 
it must have pulled the file when I searched for the word “Walgreens”.


I believe this is a unique and earliest version of the Walgreens rx receipt and was probably scanned in back in 2011 before meeting with 
either Botto or Mast/Popovich.


Let me know what you think.


Paul


2011-06-28_Walgreens 
Prescriptions.pdf
2.4 MB
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HYOROCODONE/APAP 10MG/325MG TABS ~::20 NO REFILLS - DR, AUTH REQUIRED NDC:00591-0853-05 


120.691 
SMC/TNT/TNT/ /TNT 


,.,sw,ws,~,9-0b:L... PH:(815)363-0722 •• --


- Pharmacy use only - .. 


== ;;;;;; .... = = = = !!!!!! 
;;;;;; 


WAITING HYDROCODONE/APAP 10MG/325MG TABS 
00591-0853-05 


QTY 20 
20 DRAM TUE 5:39PM 


New CELL 8 


~YELLOW L=J FRONT: WATSON 8 


SMCfTNTfTNT/ {TNT 
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YOUR PERSONAL PRESCRIPTION INFORMATION 
Your Walgreens Pharmacy Location 


3925 W Elm St 
McHenry, IL 600504361 
(815)363-0722 


PAUL DULBERG 
03/19/70 


DOCTOR DR A. FORD DRUG DESCRIPTION PATIENT 
BIRTH DATE 
MEDICATION 
QUANTITY 


HYDROCODONE/APAP 10MG/325MG TABS § 20 PATIENT 
ALLERGIES 


DIRECTIONS TAKE 1 TABLET BY MOUTH EVERY 6 
HOURS AS NEEDED FOR PAIN 


INGREDIENT NAME: HYDROCODONE (hye-droe-KO-done) and 
ACETAMINOPHEN (a-seat-a-MIN-oh-fen) 


COMMON USES: This medicine is a combination of a narcotic and 
acetaminophen used to relieve moderate to severe pain. Narcotic 
pain-relievers work by binding to opioid receptors in the brain and 
spinal cord, and acetaminoplien decreases the formation of 
prostaglandins, therefore reducing pain. This medicine may also be 
used to treat other conditions as determined by your doctor. 


BEFORE USING THIS MEDICINE: Some medicines or medical 
conditions may interact with this medicine. INFORM YOUR DOCTOR 
OR PHARMACIST of all prescription and over-the-counter medicine 
that you are taking. DO NOT TAKE THIS MEDICINE if you are also 
taking sodium oxybate. ADDITIONAL MONITORING OF YOUR DOSE 
OR CONDITION may be needed if you are taking other medic.ines for 
pain; clmetldine; isoniazid; "blood thinners" (such as wilrfarinP MAO 
inhibitors (such as furazolldone, linezolid, moclobemide 1 phenelzine, 
procarbazine, selegiline, isocarboxazid, or tranylcypromine); 
naltrexone; nfampin; or other medicines which cause drowsiness 
including medicine for sleep (such as zolpidem), tranquilizers, 
anti-anxiety medicines (such as diazepam) phenothiazines (such as 
chlori;iromazine), tricyclic antide,P.ressants {such as amitriptyline), 
muscle relaxantsbor certain antihistamines (such as diphenhydramine 
or hydroxyzine) .. 0 NOT START OR STOP any medicine without 
doctor or pharmacist approval. Inform your doctor of any other 
medical conditions including a history of liver or kidney problems, 
lung or breathing problems (such as asthma, chronic obstructive 
pulmonary disease), alcohol use, drug dependency, heart problems 
(such as stow or irregular heartbeat, very low blood pressure), 
stomach or bowel problems, gallbladder problems, enlarged prostate, 
difficulty urinating, seizure disorders, serious head injury or brain 
disease, spinal problems, low thyroid problems, adrenal gland 
problems, psychiatric problemsA allergies, pregnancy, or 
breast-feeding. ROUTINE USE uF THIS MEDICINE IS NOT 
RECOMMENDED if you have colitis or diarrhea due to food poisoning. 
Contact your doctor or pharmacist if you have any questions or 
concerns about taking this medicine. 


HOW TO USE THIS MEDICINE: Follow the directions for using 
this medicine provided by your doctor. Take this medicine by mouth. 
THIS MEDICINE MAY BE TAKEN WITH FOOD if it upsets your 
stomach, although doin.9 so may decrease its effectiveness. Consult 
your doctor or pflarmac1st about alternatives for decreasing nausea 
tsuch as antihistamines, or lying _down for 1-2 hours with minimal 
head movement). STORE THlS MEDICINE at room temperature in a 
tig_ht{y-closed container, away from heat, and light. IF YOU MISS A 
DOSE OF THIS MEDICINE and you are taking it regularly, take it 
as soon as possible. If it is almost time for your next dose, skiR 
the missed dose and go back to your regular dosing schedule. Do not 
take 2 doses at once. 


CAUTIONS: DO NOT TAKE THIS MEDICINE IF YOU HAVE HAD A 
SEVERE ALLERGIC REACTION to codeine, hydrocodone, 
dihydrocodeine, or oxycodone. A severe allergic reaction includes a 
severe rash, hives, breathing difficulties, or dizziness. If you have 
a question about whether you are allergic to this medicine or if a 
certain medicine contains codeine, hydi'ocodone.,_ dihydrocodeine, or 
oxycodone, contact your doctor or pharmacist. uO NOT EXCEED THE 
RECOMMENDED DOSE of this medicine. Do not use this medicine more 
often or for lon.9er than prescribed without checking with your 
doctor. Exceeding the recommended dose or taking this medicine for 
longer than prescribed may be habit-forming. If using this medicine 
for an extended period of time, DO NOT SUDDENLY-STOP taking this 
medicine without your doctor's approval. When using for an extended 
period, this medicine may not work as well and may require different 
dosing. Talk with your doctor if this medicine stqps working well. 
KEEP ALL DOCTOR AND LABORATORY APPOINTMENTS while you are 
taking this medicine. Laboratory and/or medical tests, including 
liver, Kidney, or lung function tests may be_performed to monitor 
your progress or to check for side effects. This medicine may alter 
certain lab test results. Make sure that all of yo_ur doctors and 
laboratory personnel know y_ou are taking this medicine. BEFORE YOU 
HAVE ANY MEDICAL OR DENTAL TREATMENTS, EMERGENCY CARE, 
OR SURGERY, tell the doctor or dentist that you are using this 
medicine. THIS MEDICINE MAY CAUSE drowsiness or dizziness. 
Using this medicine alone, with other medicines, or with alcohol may 
lessen your ability to drive or to perform other i:iotentially 
dangerous tasks. AVOID ALCOHOLIC BEVERAGES while taking this 
medicine. To minimize dizziness or lightheadedness, get up slowly 
when rising from a seated or lying position. This medicine may cause 
constipation. To prevent constipation, maintain a diet adequate in 
fiber drink plenty of water and exercise. THIS MEDICINE 
CONTAINS ACETAMINOPHEN. Do not take additional acetaminophen 
for pain or fever without checking with your doctor or pharmacist. 


YELLOW 
FRONT: WATSON 853 


Ask your pharmacist if you have questions about which medicines 
contain acetaminophen. If you consume 3 or more alcoholic drinks 
every day, ask your doctor whether you should take this medicine or 
other pain relievers/fever reducers. Acetaminophen may cause liver 
damage. Alcohol use combined with this medicine may increase your 
risk for liver damage. BEFORE YOU BEGIN TAKING ANY NEW 
MEDICINE, either prescription or over-the-counter( check with your 
doctor or pharmacist. This includes other pain re ievers 
cough-and-cold medicines, ,or allergy medicines. CAUTION IS 
ADVISED WHEN USING THIS MEDICINE IN THE ELDERLY because 
they may be more sensitive to the effects of the medicine. FOR 
WOMEN: IF YOU PLAN ON BECOMING PREGNANT, discuss with your 
doctor the benefits and risks of using this medicine during 
pregnancy. AN INGREDIENT IN THIS MEDICINE IS EXCRETED in 
breast milk. IF YOU ARE OR WILL BE BREAST-FEEDING while you 
are _using this medicine. check with your doctor to disc1Jss the risks 
to your baby. 


POSSIBLE SIDE EFFECTS: SIDE EFFECTS that may occur while 
taking this medicine include nausea, vomiting, constij?ation, 
lightlieadedness, dizzinessh drowsiness, flushmg, or vision changes. 
If they continue or are bot ersome, check with your doctor. CHECK 
WITH YOUR DOCTOR AS SOON AS POSSIBLE if _you experience 
anxiety, fear, or other mental or mood changes. CONTACT YOUR 
DOCTOR IMMEDIATELY if you experience srow or irregular 
breathing· slow or irregular heartbeat; a change in the amount of 
urine proauced; change or loss in hearing (especially with high doses 
for long periodsli severe drowsiness or dizziness;. dark urine;_ pale 
stools; or yellowing of the eyes or skin. AN ALLt:RGIC REA\.... TION 
to this medicine is unlikely, but seek immediate medical attention if 
it occurs. Symptoms of an allergic reaction include rash, itching, 
swelling, severe dizziness, or trouble breathing. If you notice other 
effects not listed above, contact your doctor, nurse, or pharmacist. 
This is not a complete list of all side effects that may occur. If . 
you have questions about side effects, contact your healthcare , 
provider. Call your doctor for medical advice about side effects. You 
may report side effects to FDA at 1-800-FDA-1088. 


OVERDOSE: If overdose is suspected, contact your local poison 
control center or emergency room immediately. Symptoms of overdose 
may include extreme di'owsiness, weakness, or fatigue; loss of 
consciousness; slow, shallow, or abnormal breathing; persistent 
nausea, vomiting, or stomach pain; slow heartbeat; cold or clammy 
skin; unusual sweating; and yellowing of the eyes or skin. 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: If your symptoms do not improve or if 
they become worse, check with your doctor. DO NOT SHARE THIS 
MEDICINE with others for whom It was not prescribed. DO NOT USE 
THIS MEDICINE for other health conditions. KEEP THIS 
MEDICINE out of the reach of children and pets. 


KEEP OUT OF REACH OF CHILDREN: STORE IN SAFETY .CONTAINER OR SECURE AREA. 
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POP 000727


YOUR PERSONAL PRESCRIPTION INFORMATION 
Your Walgreens Pharmacy Location 


3925 W Elm St 
McHenry, IL 600504361 
(815)363-0722 


PATIENT PAUL DULBERG 
BIRTH DATE 03/19/70 
MEDICATION CEFADROXIL 500MG CAPSULES 
QUANTITY 10 
DIRECTIONS TAKE 1 CAPSULE BY MOUTH TWICE DAILY FOR 5 DAYS 


INGREDIENT NAME: CEFADROXIL (sef-a-DROX-ill) 
COMMON USES: This medicine is a cephalosporin antibiotic used to treat bacterial infections. This medicine will not treat infections cal.lsed by viruses. 


BEFORE USING THIS MEDICINE: Some medicines or medical conditions may interact with this medicine. INFORM YOUR DOCTOR OR PHARMACIST of all prescription and over-the-counter medicine that you are taking. ADDITIONAL MONITORING OF YOUR DOSE OR CONDITION may be needed if you are taking probenecid. DO NOT START OR STOP any medicine without·doctor or pharmacist approval. Inform your doctor of any other·medical conditions, allergies, pregnancy, or breast-feeding. Contact your doctor or pharmacist if you have any questions or concerns about taking this me~icine. 


HOW TO USE THIS MEDICINE: Follow the directions for using this medicine provided by your doctor. This medicine may be taken on an empty stomach or with food. STORE THIS MEDICINE at room temperature, away from heat and light. TO CLEAR UP YOUR INFECTION COMPLETELY, continue taking this medicine for the full course of treatment even if you feel better in a few days. Do not miss any doses. IF YOU MISS A DOSE OF THIS MEDICINE, take it as soon as possible. If it is almost time for your next dose, skip the missed dose and go back to your regular dosing schedule. Do not take 2 doses at once. 


CAUTIONS: IF YOU HA VE HAD A SEVERE ALLERGIC REACTION to a cephalosporin antibiotic (such as Ceclor, Keflex, Ceftin, Duricef) or a penicillin antibiotic (such as amoxicillin, ampicillin), contact your doctor or pharmacist BEFORE TAKING THIS MEDICINE. A severe reaction includes a severe rash, hives, breathing difficulties, or dizziness. If you have a question about whether you are allergic to this medicine or if a certain medicine is a cephalosporin, contact your doctor or pharmacist. If your symptoms do not improve within a few days or if they become worse, check with your doctor. IF MODERATE TO SEVERE DIARRHEA OCCURS during or after treatment with this medicine, check with your doctor or pharmacist. Do not treat it with non-prescription (over-the-counter) medicines. IF YOU EXPERIENCE difficulty breathing or tightness of chest, swelling of eyelids, face, or lips, or develop a rash or hives, tell your doctor immediately. Do not take any more of this medicine unless your doctor tells you to do so. Caution should be used in the elderly since they may be more sensitive to the effects of this medicine. 


POSSIBLE SIDE EFFECTS: SIDE EFFECTS that 


DOCTOR DR A. FORD 


PATIENT 
ALLERGIES 


PRUG DESCRIPTION 


0 
RED-ORANGE AND WHITE 


FRONT: 93 3196 


may occur while taking ihis medicine include dizziness, tiredness, headache, mild diarrhea, or stomach upset. If they continue or are bothersome, check with your doctor. CHECK WITH YOUR DOCTOR AS SOON AS POSSIBLE if you experience vaginal irritation or discharge, mood or mental changes, or joint pain. CONTACT YOUR DOCTOR IMMEDIATELY if you experience seizures; yellowing of the eyes or skin; red, blistered, swollen or peeling skin; unusual bruising or bleeding; decreased urination; severe stomach pain or cramps; confusion; or bloody or severe diarrhea. AN ALLERGIC REACTION to this medicine is unlikely, but seek immediate medical attention if it occurs. Symptoms of an allergic reaction include rash, itching, swelling, severe dizziness, or trouble breathing. If you notice other effects not listed above, contact your doctor, nurse, or pharmacist. This is not a complete list of all side effects that may occur. If you have questions about side effects, contact your healthcare provider. Call your doctor for medical advice about side effects. You may report side effects to FDA at 1-800-FDA-1088. 


OVERDOSE: If overdose is suspected, contact your local poison control center or emergency room immediately. Symptoms of overdose may include muscle spasms and seizures. 


ADDITIONAL INFORMATION: If your symptoms do not improve within a few days or if they become worse, check with your doctor. DO NOT SHARE THIS MEDICINE with others for whom it was not prescribed. DO NOT USE THIS MEDICINE for other health conditions. KEEP THIS MEDICINE out of tl,ie reach of children. 


KEEP OUT OF REACH OF CHILDREN: STORE IN SAFETY CONTAINER OR SECIIRF J!.RFJ!. 
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PAUL DULBERG . 
~~%tlir.i°N1
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8t, McHenry, IL 600517918 = RX# 2132245-05469 DATE: 06/28111 


= ...,,======~=====~-~ 
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QTY: 20 NO REFILLS - DR. AUTH REQUIRED 
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Dulberg 006351
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= = """ 


PAUL DULBERG 4606 Havden Ct, McHenry, IL 600517918 '847)497-4260 
RX # 2132246-05469 


" . 
DA TE: 06/28/11 


" II !!l!!i! OTY:10 NO REFILLS • DR. AUTH REQUIRED ... = New NDC:00093-3196·01 !ill! '-oR-A.-,~o-Ro _____________ 
_, = MFG:TEVA ;; SMCfTNT!TNTI /TNT 


;;;;;; 


3926 W ELM s'r M(:11eNRY, IL 600604361 PH:(815)363-0722 
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REPORT: RX0920 


PAT LAST NAME 


11/27/12 


FIRST 


IL1 WALGREENS PURGED DATA FOR STORE 05469 


PA:r ADDRE:SS 


PAGE: 348489 


PAT PHONE/r. BIR,TH DATE 


RX NUMBE:R 
DOC NAME 


DRUG NAME 
DOC ADDRESS 


DRUG MFR 


ORIG DATE QTY REFILLS bAYS SUl?PLY RX COMMENTS 
ENTER DATE CIND ENT/VER FILL QT. REFILL CUST AMT 


AUTH NBR AUTH BY 
TOT AMT 


DULBERG , PAUL 4606 HAYDEN CT MCHENRY, IL 60051-7918 


RX 2132245 HYDROCODONE /ACETAMINOPHEN 10-325 T WATSON 
FORD, A 4201 MEDICAL CENTER DRIVE MCHENRY, IL 60051··7918 


SIG: TK 1 T PO Q 6 H PRF PAIN 
06/28/2011 20 0 5 


06/28/2011 SMC/TNT 20 ORIG 
RX 2132246 CEFADROXIL 500MG CAPSULES TEVA 


FORD, A 4201 MEDICAL CENTER DRIVE MCHENRY, IL 60051-7918 
SIG: TK l CPO BID FOR 5 DAYS 
06/2-8/2011 10 0 5 


06/28/2011 SMC/TNT 10 ORIG 


20.69 0.00 


27.99 0.00 


CTL PLAN RX IMAGE ID 
DOC PHONE~ DEAf 


FILL SOLD DATE CLAIM jf PARTIAL CODE PLAN 


C3 


06/28/2011 


(847)497-4250 03/19/1970 


0546992130930000413 
(815)344-5000 BF1085415 


RX 0546992130930000413 
(815)344-5000 BF1085415 


06/28/2011 


• 












CallLog_312-608-1410_only


page date time number minutes


7 2023-12-26 2:57 PM 312-608-1410 8


7 2023-12-26 3:12 PM 312-608-1410 2


7 2023-12-27 3:12 PM 312-608-1410 8


8 2023-12-30 9:40 AM 312-608-1410 28


8 2024-01-01 10:38 AM 312-608-1410 25


8 2024-01-01 11:02 AM 312-608-1410 1


8 2024-01-01 12:39 PM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 8:26 AM 312-608-1410 24


9 2024-01-04 8:50 AM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 8:52 AM 312-608-1410 42


9 2024-01-04 10:04 AM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 10:26 AM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 10:32 AM 312-608-1410 1


9 2024-01-04 10:40 AM 312-608-1410 1


9 2024-01-04 11:49 AM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 2:24 PM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 2:51 PM 312-608-1410 6


9 2024-01-04 2:59 PM 312-608-1410 3


9 2024-01-04 3:37 PM 312-608-1410 3


9 2024-01-04 4:49 PM 312-608-1410 4


9 2024-01-05 8:06 AM 312-608-1410 1


9 2024-01-05 8:46 AM 312-608-1410 12


9 2024-01-05 10:09 AM 312-608-1410 3


9 2024-01-05 10:59 AM 312-608-1410 9


9 2024-01-05 12:00 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-05 12:10 PM 312-608-1410 3


10 2024-01-05 1:24 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-06 8:01 AM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-06 8:19 AM 312-608-1410 28


10 2024-01-06 9:56 AM 312-608-1410 2


10 2024-01-06 11:52 AM 312-608-1410 2


10 2024-01-06 12:00 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-06 12:04 PM 312-608-1410 9


10 2024-01-06 1:46 PM 312-608-1410 7


10 2024-01-06 2:32 PM 312-608-1410 7


10 2024-01-06 3:09 PM 312-608-1410 12


10 2024-01-06 4:39 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-07 9:31 AM 312-608-1410 20


10 2024-01-07 11:08 AM 312-608-1410 14


10 2024-01-07 1:00 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-07 1:03 PM 312-608-1410 3


10 2024-01-07 4:20 PM 312-608-1410 9


11 2024-01-08 9:25 AM 312-608-1410 36


11 2024-01-08 11:02 AM 312-608-1410 10


11 2024-01-08 11:42 AM 312-608-1410 3


11 2024-01-08 1:08 PM 312-608-1410 18


11 2024-01-08 2:02 PM 312-608-1410 7


11 2024-01-08 2:36 PM 312-608-1410 10


11 2024-01-08 4:07 PM 312-608-1410 1


11 2024-01-08 4:13 PM 312-608-1410 4


11 2024-01-08 4:17 PM 312-608-1410 1


1







11 2024-01-08 4:25 PM 312-608-1410 7


11 2024-01-08 4:45 PM 312-608-1410 2


11 2024-01-08 4:57 PM 312-608-1410 1


11 2024-01-08 4:58 PM 312-608-1410 1


11 2024-01-08 5:21 PM 312-608-1410 52


11 2024-01-08 6:18 PM 312-608-1410 2


11 2024-01-08 6:23 PM 312-608-1410 8


11 2024-01-08 6:47 PM 312-608-1410 19


12 2024-01-08 8:48 PM 312-608-1410 1


12 2024-01-08 9:15 PM 312-608-1410 1


12 2024-01-08 9:56 PM 312-608-1410 1


12 2024-01-09 1:22 PM 312-608-1410 14


12 2024-01-09 3:24 PM 312-608-1410 10


12 2024-01-09 4:46 PM 312-608-1410 19


12 2024-01-09 5:05 PM 312-608-1410 70


12 2024-01-10 9:14 AM 312-608-1410 9


12 2024-01-10 3:15 PM 312-608-1410 9


12 2024-01-10 4:03 PM 312-608-1410 4


12 2024-01-11 9:54 AM 312-608-1410 7


12 2024-01-11 4:05 PM 312-608-1410 1


2












CallLog_AllowedNumbers_Extracted_From_MyBi


page date time number minutes


7 2023-12-26 7:33 AM 847-439-2198 12


7 2023-12-26 10:01 AM 847-439-2198 9


7 2023-12-26 2:57 PM 312-608-1410 8


7 2023-12-26 3:04 PM 847-439-2198 7


7 2023-12-26 3:12 PM 312-608-1410 2


7 2023-12-27 8:33 AM 847-439-2198 21


7 2023-12-27 12:14 PM 847-439-2198 23


7 2023-12-27 1:38 PM 847-439-2198 8


7 2023-12-27 1:55 PM 847-439-2198 2


7 2023-12-27 1:58 PM 847-439-2198 3


7 2023-12-27 3:12 PM 312-608-1410 8


7 2023-12-27 3:19 PM 847-439-2198 14


7 2023-12-27 4:32 PM 847-439-2198 1


7 2023-12-28 7:37 AM 847-439-2198 44


7 2023-12-28 8:43 AM 847-439-2198 1


7 2023-12-28 9:13 AM 847-439-2198 2


7 2023-12-28 10:45 AM 847-439-2198 3


7 2023-12-28 11:34 AM 847-439-2198 3


7 2023-12-28 11:47 AM 847-439-2198 15


7 2023-12-28 12:45 PM 847-439-2198 1


7 2023-12-28 1:06 PM 847-439-2198 11


7 2023-12-28 1:32 PM 847-439-2198 6


7 2023-12-28 1:53 PM 847-439-2198 1


7 2023-12-28 1:58 PM 847-439-2198 8


7 2023-12-28 5:40 PM 847-439-2198 15


7 2023-12-28 8:52 PM 847-439-2198 1


7 2023-12-28 8:53 PM 847-439-2198 36


7 2023-12-30 8:02 AM 847-439-2198 8


7 2023-12-30 8:20 AM 847-439-2198 1


7 2023-12-30 8:40 AM 847-439-2198 3


8 2023-12-30 8:43 AM 847-439-2198 2


8 2023-12-30 9:24 AM 847-439-2198 15


8 2023-12-30 9:40 AM 312-608-1410 28


8 2023-12-30 10:07 AM 847-439-2198 2


8 2023-12-30 10:09 AM 847-439-2198 2


8 2023-12-30 11:37 AM 847-439-2198 37


8 2023-12-30 3:17 PM 847-439-2198 22


8 2023-12-30 4:42 PM 847-439-2198 10


8 2023-12-31 9:02 AM 847-439-2198 19


8 2024-01-01 8:27 AM 847-439-2198 43


8 2024-01-01 9:10 AM 847-439-2198 5


8 2024-01-01 10:14 AM 847-439-2198 6


8 2024-01-01 10:38 AM 312-608-1410 25


8 2024-01-01 11:02 AM 312-608-1410 1


8 2024-01-01 11:48 AM 847-439-2198 16


8 2024-01-01 12:06 PM 847-439-2198 2


8 2024-01-01 12:39 PM 312-608-1410 2


8 2024-01-02 7:26 AM 847-439-2198 2


8 2024-01-02 7:42 AM 847-439-2198 4


8 2024-01-02 8:19 AM 847-439-2198 2


8 2024-01-02 8:23 AM 847-439-2198 9
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8 2024-01-02 11:35 AM 847-439-2198 1


8 2024-01-02 11:36 AM 847-439-2198 1


8 2024-01-02 11:37 AM 847-439-2198 25


8 2024-01-02 12:24 PM 847-439-2198 4


8 2024-01-02 3:26 PM 847-439-2198 5


8 2024-01-02 4:19 PM 847-439-2198 9


8 2024-01-02 4:41 PM 847-439-2198 9


8 2024-01-03 8:25 AM 847-439-2198 12


8 2024-01-03 8:37 AM 847-439-2198 30


9 2024-01-03 9:24 AM 847-439-2198 1


9 2024-01-03 10:01 AM 847-439-2198 16


9 2024-01-04 8:07 AM 847-439-2198 1


9 2024-01-04 8:26 AM 312-608-1410 24


9 2024-01-04 8:49 AM 847-439-2198 2


9 2024-01-04 8:50 AM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 8:51 AM 847-439-2198 1


9 2024-01-04 8:52 AM 312-608-1410 42


9 2024-01-04 9:53 AM 847-439-2198 6


9 2024-01-04 10:04 AM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 10:26 AM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 10:32 AM 312-608-1410 1


9 2024-01-04 10:40 AM 312-608-1410 1


9 2024-01-04 11:39 AM 847-439-2198 9


9 2024-01-04 11:49 AM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 2:24 PM 312-608-1410 2


9 2024-01-04 2:51 PM 312-608-1410 6


9 2024-01-04 2:59 PM 312-608-1410 3


9 2024-01-04 3:37 PM 312-608-1410 3


9 2024-01-04 4:35 PM 847-439-2198 5


9 2024-01-04 4:49 PM 312-608-1410 4


9 2024-01-04 5:58 PM 847-439-2198 3


9 2024-01-04 6:31 PM 847-439-2198 5


9 2024-01-05 7:13 AM 847-439-2198 6


9 2024-01-05 7:30 AM 847-439-2198 1


9 2024-01-05 8:03 AM 847-439-2198 1


9 2024-01-05 8:04 AM 847-439-2198 2


9 2024-01-05 8:06 AM 312-608-1410 1


9 2024-01-05 8:46 AM 312-608-1410 12


9 2024-01-05 8:57 AM 847-439-2198 10


9 2024-01-05 10:09 AM 312-608-1410 3


9 2024-01-05 10:59 AM 312-608-1410 9


9 2024-01-05 12:00 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-05 12:10 PM 312-608-1410 3


10 2024-01-05 1:24 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-06 8:01 AM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-06 8:19 AM 312-608-1410 28


10 2024-01-06 8:47 AM 847-439-2198 11


10 2024-01-06 9:56 AM 312-608-1410 2


10 2024-01-06 10:57 AM 847-439-2198 2


10 2024-01-06 11:52 AM 312-608-1410 2


10 2024-01-06 12:00 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-06 12:04 PM 312-608-1410 9


10 2024-01-06 12:16 PM 847-439-2198 2
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10 2024-01-06 12:21 PM 847-439-2198 8


10 2024-01-06 1:46 PM 312-608-1410 7


10 2024-01-06 2:32 PM 312-608-1410 7


10 2024-01-06 3:09 PM 312-608-1410 12


10 2024-01-06 3:20 PM 847-439-2198 1


10 2024-01-06 3:25 PM 847-439-2198 3


10 2024-01-06 3:33 PM 847-439-2198 12


10 2024-01-06 4:39 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-06 4:42 PM 847-439-2198 1


10 2024-01-06 5:47 PM 847-439-2198 17


10 2024-01-06 8:20 PM 847-439-2198 2


10 2024-01-07 7:32 AM 847-439-2198 7


10 2024-01-07 8:44 AM 847-439-2198 6


10 2024-01-07 9:29 AM 847-439-2198 3


10 2024-01-07 9:31 AM 312-608-1410 20


10 2024-01-07 10:07 AM 847-439-2198 51


10 2024-01-07 11:08 AM 312-608-1410 14


10 2024-01-07 12:39 PM 847-439-2198 1


10 2024-01-07 12:40 PM 847-439-2198 3


10 2024-01-07 1:00 PM 312-608-1410 1


10 2024-01-07 1:03 PM 312-608-1410 3


10 2024-01-07 1:05 PM 847-439-2198 8


10 2024-01-07 1:35 PM 847-439-2198 4


10 2024-01-07 1:59 PM 847-439-2198 23


10 2024-01-07 4:12 PM 847-439-2198 7


10 2024-01-07 4:20 PM 312-608-1410 9


10 2024-01-07 4:29 PM 847-439-2198 2


10 2024-01-07 4:42 PM 847-439-2198 1


10 2024-01-07 5:32 PM 847-439-2198 1


10 2024-01-07 6:12 PM 847-439-2198 1


10 2024-01-07 6:13 PM 847-439-2198 13


11 2024-01-08 7:24 AM 847-439-2198 6


11 2024-01-08 9:25 AM 312-608-1410 36


11 2024-01-08 11:02 AM 312-608-1410 10


11 2024-01-08 11:36 AM 847-439-2198 6


11 2024-01-08 11:42 AM 312-608-1410 3


11 2024-01-08 11:45 AM 847-439-2198 48


11 2024-01-08 12:35 PM 847-439-2198 34


11 2024-01-08 1:08 PM 312-608-1410 18


11 2024-01-08 1:26 PM 847-439-2198 5


11 2024-01-08 1:34 PM 847-439-2198 28


11 2024-01-08 2:02 PM 312-608-1410 7


11 2024-01-08 2:08 PM 847-439-2198 2


11 2024-01-08 2:14 PM 847-439-2198 9


11 2024-01-08 2:36 PM 312-608-1410 10


11 2024-01-08 2:53 PM 847-439-2198 75


11 2024-01-08 4:07 PM 312-608-1410 1


11 2024-01-08 4:08 PM 847-439-2198 1


11 2024-01-08 4:09 PM 847-439-2198 5


11 2024-01-08 4:13 PM 312-608-1410 4


11 2024-01-08 4:17 PM 312-608-1410 1


11 2024-01-08 4:21 PM 847-439-2198 4


11 2024-01-08 4:25 PM 312-608-1410 7
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11 2024-01-08 4:32 PM 847-439-2198 4


11 2024-01-08 4:41 PM 847-439-2198 4


11 2024-01-08 4:45 PM 312-608-1410 2


11 2024-01-08 4:57 PM 312-608-1410 1


11 2024-01-08 4:58 PM 312-608-1410 1


11 2024-01-08 4:59 PM 847-439-2198 2


11 2024-01-08 5:21 PM 312-608-1410 52


11 2024-01-08 6:12 PM 847-439-2198 6


11 2024-01-08 6:18 PM 312-608-1410 2


11 2024-01-08 6:19 PM 847-439-2198 2


11 2024-01-08 6:23 PM 312-608-1410 8


11 2024-01-08 6:47 PM 312-608-1410 19


11 2024-01-08 7:06 PM 847-439-2198 1


11 2024-01-08 7:15 PM 847-439-2198 2


11 2024-01-08 7:20 PM 847-439-2198 1


11 2024-01-08 7:30 PM 847-439-2198 4


11 2024-01-08 7:45 PM 847-439-2198 1


11 2024-01-08 7:49 PM 847-439-2198 3


12 2024-01-08 8:01 PM 847-439-2198 2


12 2024-01-08 8:13 PM 847-439-2198 16


12 2024-01-08 8:38 PM 847-439-2198 11


12 2024-01-08 8:48 PM 312-608-1410 1


12 2024-01-08 8:49 PM 847-439-2198 27


12 2024-01-08 9:15 PM 312-608-1410 1


12 2024-01-08 9:16 PM 847-439-2198 41


12 2024-01-08 9:56 PM 312-608-1410 1


12 2024-01-08 9:57 PM 847-439-2198 2


12 2024-01-09 8:56 AM 847-439-2198 9


12 2024-01-09 1:22 PM 312-608-1410 14


12 2024-01-09 2:29 PM 847-439-2198 9


12 2024-01-09 3:10 PM 847-439-2198 4


12 2024-01-09 3:24 PM 312-608-1410 10


12 2024-01-09 3:34 PM 847-439-2198 7


12 2024-01-09 4:46 PM 312-608-1410 19


12 2024-01-09 5:05 PM 312-608-1410 70


12 2024-01-10 8:03 AM 847-439-2198 1


12 2024-01-10 8:04 AM 847-439-2198 1


12 2024-01-10 9:04 AM 847-439-2198 7


12 2024-01-10 9:14 AM 312-608-1410 9


12 2024-01-10 11:31 AM 847-439-2198 5


12 2024-01-10 11:45 AM 847-439-2198 1


12 2024-01-10 3:15 PM 312-608-1410 9


12 2024-01-10 4:03 PM 312-608-1410 4


12 2024-01-11 7:48 AM 847-439-2198 9


12 2024-01-11 9:25 AM 847-439-2198 7


12 2024-01-11 9:54 AM 312-608-1410 7


12 2024-01-11 10:01 AM 847-439-2198 9


12 2024-01-11 2:59 PM 847-439-2198 6


12 2024-01-11 3:31 PM 847-439-2198 5


12 2024-01-11 4:05 PM 312-608-1410 1


12 2024-01-11 5:42 PM 847-439-2198 1


12 2024-01-11 6:27 PM 847-439-2198 20


12 2024-01-12 10:43 AM 847-439-2198 11
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12 2024-01-12 11:00 AM 847-439-2198 2


12 2024-01-12 11:48 AM 847-439-2198 5


12 2024-01-12 2:33 PM 847-439-2198 14


13 2024-01-13 7:07 AM 847-439-2198 40


13 2024-01-13 7:52 AM 847-439-2198 9


13 2024-01-13 8:47 AM 847-439-2198 10


13 2024-01-13 9:24 AM 847-439-2198 8


13 2024-01-13 10:55 AM 847-439-2198 1


13 2024-01-14 7:26 AM 847-439-2198 5


13 2024-01-14 7:45 AM 847-439-2198 11


13 2024-01-14 9:39 AM 847-439-2198 1


13 2024-01-14 9:46 AM 847-439-2198 1


16 2024-01-14 9:47 AM 847-439-2198 1


13 2024-01-14 10:04 AM 847-439-2198 13


13 2024-01-14 3:06 PM 847-439-2198 10


13 2024-01-14 4:34 PM 847-439-2198 19


13 2024-01-15 7:59 AM 847-439-2198 16


13 2024-01-15 8:15 AM 847-439-2198 3


13 2024-01-15 11:36 AM 847-439-2198 8


13 2024-01-15 2:26 PM 847-439-2198 9


13 2024-01-16 7:38 AM 847-439-2198 1


13 2024-01-16 7:39 AM 847-439-2198 1


16 2024-01-16 7:40 AM 847-439-2198 1


13 2024-01-16 7:44 AM 847-439-2198 2


13 2024-01-16 9:03 AM 847-439-2198 5


13 2024-01-16 10:19 AM 847-439-2198 13


13 2024-01-16 10:51 AM 847-439-2198 5


13 2024-01-16 11:58 AM 847-439-2198 15


13 2024-01-16 12:17 PM 847-439-2198 2


13 2024-01-16 3:41 PM 847-439-2198 4


13 2024-01-16 3:51 PM 847-439-2198 18


13 2024-01-16 5:01 PM 847-439-2198 5


13 2024-01-17 7:29 AM 847-439-2198 4


13 2024-01-17 7:34 AM 847-439-2198 2


13 2024-01-17 7:43 AM 847-439-2198 9


13 2024-01-17 9:43 AM 847-439-2198 18


13 2024-01-18 7:49 AM 847-439-2198 9


13 2024-01-18 8:00 AM 847-439-2198 4


13 2024-01-18 8:15 AM 847-439-2198 13


13 2024-01-18 9:01 AM 847-439-2198 19


13 2024-01-18 10:30 AM 847-439-2198 7


13 2024-01-18 10:41 AM 847-439-2198 11


14 2024-01-18 2:01 PM 847-439-2198 5


14 2024-01-18 2:26 PM 847-439-2198 17


14 2024-01-18 4:03 PM 847-439-2198 7


14 2024-01-18 5:15 PM 847-439-2198 12


14 2024-01-19 8:59 AM 847-439-2198 19


14 2024-01-19 11:42 AM 847-439-2198 4


14 2024-01-19 12:43 PM 847-439-2198 2


14 2024-01-19 2:20 PM 847-439-2198 5


14 2024-01-19 2:38 PM 847-439-2198 23


14 2024-01-19 3:07 PM 847-439-2198 1


14 2024-01-19 4:58 PM 847-439-2198 16
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14 2024-01-20 9:56 AM 847-439-2198 6


14 2024-01-20 10:05 AM 847-439-2198 3


14 2024-01-20 10:17 AM 847-439-2198 17


14 2024-01-20 11:59 AM 847-439-2198 1


14 2024-01-20 12:40 PM 847-439-2198 8


14 2024-01-20 5:50 PM 847-439-2198 1


14 2024-01-20 5:58 PM 847-439-2198 2


14 2024-01-20 6:33 PM 847-439-2198 10


14 2024-01-21 8:27 AM 847-439-2198 3


14 2024-01-21 9:52 AM 847-439-2198 8


14 2024-01-21 10:24 AM 847-439-2198 8


14 2024-01-21 10:32 AM 847-439-2198 1


14 2024-01-21 2:42 PM 847-439-2198 3


14 2024-01-22 7:44 AM 847-439-2198 10


14 2024-01-22 8:34 AM 847-439-2198 4


14 2024-01-22 9:04 AM 847-439-2198 1


14 2024-01-22 10:36 AM 847-439-2198 1


14 2024-01-22 11:14 AM 847-439-2198 1


14 2024-01-22 11:14 AM 847-439-2198 12


14 2024-01-22 11:56 AM 847-439-2198 2


14 2024-01-22 12:47 PM 847-439-2198 29


14 2024-01-22 1:38 PM 847-439-2198 4


14 2024-01-22 1:46 PM 847-439-2198 2


14 2024-01-22 4:38 PM 847-439-2198 6


14 2024-01-23 8:34 AM 847-439-2198 15


15 2024-01-23 11:14 AM 847-439-2198 2


15 2024-01-24 8:48 AM 847-439-2198 11


15 2024-01-24 9:31 AM 847-439-2198 6


15 2024-01-24 12:33 PM 847-439-2198 30


15 2024-01-24 1:45 PM 847-439-2198 7


15 2024-01-24 5:38 PM 847-439-2198 1


15 2024-01-25 6:58 AM 847-439-2198 40


15 2024-01-25 7:55 AM 847-439-2198 10


15 2024-01-25 9:42 AM 847-439-2198 3


15 2024-01-25 10:08 AM 847-439-2198 6


15 2024-01-25 10:51 AM 847-439-2198 8


15 2024-01-25 12:01 PM 847-439-2198 13
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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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Date : 1/6/2024 11:52:35 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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Date : 1/8/2024 10:51:44 AM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" , "Paul Dulberg" , "T Kost" 
Subject : Illinois Supreme Court Rule 315(c)(3) continued
 
2. Article XI Illinois Code of Judicial Conduct was violated:
Rule 1.2   Promoting Confidence in the Judiciary;
Rule 2.2   Impartiality and fairness;
Rule 2.3   Bias, Prejudice and Harassment;
Rule 2.11 Disqualification.
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Date : 1/8/2024 4:40:44 PM
From : "Paul Dulberg" 
To : "Alphonse Talarico" , "Tom Kost" 
BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 
Subject : Draft B5
Attachment : Draft B5 of Petition for leave to appeal - Supreme Court.indd; ATT00002.txt; 
Draft B5 of Petition for leave to appeal - Supreme Court.pdf; ATT00004.txt; 
 
Mr Talarico, See attached PDF of B5 for latest version. Pay no attention to the indd file.


Tom, see attached INDD file. you have master for hyperlinks to appendix. Mr Talarico said we have till midnight 
for electronic filing and he is finding the 7-25-2023 proposed order for us.
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Date : 1/9/2024 1:37:16 PM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" , "Paul Dulberg" , "T. Kost" 
Subject : Fw: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for 
filing Petitions - PLA Filed


----- Forwarded Message -----
From: no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud <no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud>
To: "alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com" <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 09:38:37 AM CST
Subject: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for filing Petitions - PLA Filed


Filing Returned
Envelope Number: 25884372


Case Number: 25884372
Case Style: 


The filing below has been reviewed and has been returned for the reasons outlined below. Please, contact the 
appropriate court help center for further information.


Return Reason(s) from Clerk's Office
Court File & Serve
Returned Reason Transaction rejected


Returned Comments


Your document cannot be filed in its current format. Please 
correct the following deficiencies and resubmit: 
(1) Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 341(c), a certificate of 
compliance must state that your petition is ___ number of 
pages OR words (Limited to 20 pages or 6,000 words);
(2) You must include the Appellate Court order with your petition 
for leave to appeal.
(3) Your appendix should not be listed within your petition for 
leave to appeal. Further, it does not appear that any of your 
documents listed in your appendix were attached to your 
petition for leave to appeal.
(4) Since you are representing Mr. Paul R. Dulberg, your 
signature must be on all documents. Mr. Dulberg’s signature is 
not required.
(5) Further, since your petition was due on January 8, 2024, 
you must now submit for filing a "motion for leave to file petition 
for leave to appeal instanter". The compliant petition must be 
provided as an "Exhibit" to the motion, and the motion with 
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petition must be uploaded as ONE pdf document. Thank you.


Document Details
Case Number 25884372
Case Style
Date/Time Submitted 1/8/2024 10:38 PM CST
Filing Type EFileAndServe
Filing Description Petition for Leave to Appeal
Activity Requested Petitions - PLA Filed
Filed By Alphonse Talarico
Filing Attorney Alphonse Talarico
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Date : 1/9/2024 1:37:18 PM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" , "Paul Dulberg" , "T. Kost" 
Subject : Fw: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for 
filing Petitions - PLA Filed


----- Forwarded Message -----
From: no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud <no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud>
To: "alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com" <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 09:38:37 AM CST
Subject: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for filing Petitions - PLA Filed


Filing Returned
Envelope Number: 25884372


Case Number: 25884372
Case Style: 


The filing below has been reviewed and has been returned for the reasons outlined below. Please, contact the 
appropriate court help center for further information.


Return Reason(s) from Clerk's Office
Court File & Serve
Returned Reason Transaction rejected


Returned Comments


Your document cannot be filed in its current format. Please 
correct the following deficiencies and resubmit: 
(1) Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 341(c), a certificate of 
compliance must state that your petition is ___ number of 
pages OR words (Limited to 20 pages or 6,000 words);
(2) You must include the Appellate Court order with your petition 
for leave to appeal.
(3) Your appendix should not be listed within your petition for 
leave to appeal. Further, it does not appear that any of your 
documents listed in your appendix were attached to your 
petition for leave to appeal.
(4) Since you are representing Mr. Paul R. Dulberg, your 
signature must be on all documents. Mr. Dulberg’s signature is 
not required.
(5) Further, since your petition was due on January 8, 2024, 
you must now submit for filing a "motion for leave to file petition 
for leave to appeal instanter". The compliant petition must be 
provided as an "Exhibit" to the motion, and the motion with 
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petition must be uploaded as ONE pdf document. Thank you.


Document Details
Case Number 25884372
Case Style
Date/Time Submitted 1/8/2024 10:38 PM CST
Filing Type EFileAndServe
Filing Description Petition for Leave to Appeal
Activity Requested Petitions - PLA Filed
Filed By Alphonse Talarico
Filing Attorney Alphonse Talarico
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Date : 1/9/2024 3:23:34 PM
From : "Paul Dulberg" 
To : "Alphonse Talarico" 
Cc : "Tom Kost" 
BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 
Subject : Re: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for filing 
Petitions - PLA Filed
Attachment : Fix-1_2023-01-08_Petition for leave to appeal - Supreme Court.pdf; 
ATT00002.bin; 
I am sending what I have changed in the petition per your instructions.


I moved the appendix list to the back and I am not sure if each appendix number should be a 
stand alone document or all combined into a single PDF with Bookmarks for A1, A2, A3 etc....


Currently there is a total of 4,615 pages but I have 1 more (A5) that we previously hyperlinked to 
that is a problem.


appendix A5 goes to Barbara G Smith’s thumb drive containing zip files and the Mast deposition 
recording.


Not sure how to do a .wav file (mast recording) in an appendix made up of PDF’s.


Call me and lets discuss...


Paul
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Filing Description Petition for Leave to Appeal


Activity Requested Petitions - PLA Filed


Filed By Alphonse Talarico


Filing Attorney Alphonse Talarico


Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> Tue, Jan 9, 2024 at 3:23 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>
Cc: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


I am sending what I have changed in the petition per your instructions.


I moved the appendix list to the back and I am not sure if each appendix number should be a stand alone document or
all combined into a single PDF with Bookmarks for A1, A2, A3 etc....


Currently there is a total of 4,615 pages but I have 1 more (A5) that we previously hyperlinked to that is a problem.


appendix A5 goes to Barbara G Smith’s thumb drive containing zip files and the Mast deposition recording.


Not sure how to do a .wav file (mast recording) in an appendix made up of PDF’s.


Call me and lets discuss...


Paul


On Jan 9, 2024, at 1:37 PM, Alphonse Talarico <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com> wrote:


----- Forwarded Message -----
From: no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud <no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud>
To: "alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com" <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 09:38:37 AM CST
Subject: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for filing Petitions - PLA
Filed


Filing Returned
Envelope Number: 25884372


Case Number: 25884372
Case Style:


The filing below has been reviewed and has been returned for the reasons outlined below. Please,
contact the appropriate court help center for further information.


Return Reason(s) from Clerk's Office


Court File & Serve


Returned Reason Transaction rejected


Returned Comments


Your document cannot be filed in its current format. Please correct the
following deficiencies and resubmit:
(1) Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 341(c), a certificate of compliance
must state that your petition is ___ number of pages OR words (Limited


Gmail - Fw: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case:... https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...


2 of 3 1/11/2024, 9:29 PM
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Date : 1/10/2024 5:00:51 AM
From : "Paul Dulberg" 
To : "Alphonse Talarico" 
Cc : "Tom Kost" 
BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 
Subject : Test for Barbara G Smith's recording in PDF


Attachment available until Feb 9, 2024


Mr Talarico and Tom,


I constructed a single page multimedia rich PDF (attached) to test if I can get the Mast.wav file 
into a PDF.


Please open the attached zip file, extract the PDF, open and let me know if you get it to play the 
recorded deposition of Mast.


Thanks,
Paul


Click to Download
Mast depostion recording in PDF tests.pdf.zip


56.8 MB
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Date : 1/10/2024 8:25:19 AM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" 
Cc : "Tom Kost" 
Subject : Re: Test for Barbara G Smith's recording in PDF
 
I can play it.
From: Paul Dulberg <pdulberg@icloud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 10, 2024 5:00 AM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Test for Barbara G Smith's recording in PDF 
 


Attachment available until Feb 9, 2024


Mr Talarico and Tom,
I constructed a single page multimedia rich PDF (attached) to test if I can get the Mast.wav file 
into a PDF.
Please open the attached zip file, extract the PDF, open and let me know if you get it to play the 
recorded deposition of Mast.
Thanks,
Paul


Click to Download
Mast depostion recording in PDF tests.pdf.zip


56.8 MB
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Date : 1/11/2024 3:16:50 PM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" 
Subject : Re: Fix 3
 
Dear Sir,
I don't understand what I have to say so that you will do as the Illinois Supreme Court clerk will 
accept the PFLTA.
No hyperlinks, no bookmarks that act as hyperlinks.
The actual documents must be in the Appendix.
if you do not believe me, please call the Clerk of the Supreme Court and ask them yourself.
I will file whatever you direct but i have given you the warning that i received.
Your ARDC complaint number are enough, as you have said, for the Supreme Court could see 
what they desire.
You are boxing me into a situation with a 95% rejection ration to blame me for any rejection 
based upon your often used "I told you so.
Tell me what you want filed.
I told you what the clerk said.
You are free to call yourself and discuss with the clerk.
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 2:15 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: Fwd: Fix 3 
 
Answer to question from ADR email about revision done
Latest version of the Supreme Court petition 
We need to go over it together and figure out what needs to be scaled back to meet the clerks 
requirements in the message you sent me yesterday.
Call when your ready
Paul 


Begin forwarded message:


From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> 
Subject: Fix 3 
Date: January 11, 2024 at 7:49:52 AM CST 
To: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> 
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Date : 1/11/2024 3:29:02 PM
From : "Paul Dulberg" 
To : "Law Office Of Alphonse Talarico" 
Cc : "Tom Kost" 
BCc : "Paul Dulberg" 
Subject : Re: Fix 3
Alphonse,


I pay you a lot of money to author these documents in compliance with the courts rules.


You agreed you would author the petition. That got put one me, the client. I am trying to do your 
Job!


I only agreed to format what you authored.


I told you on the phone this morning that we need to go over this together line by line to fix it 
and provided you with my latest attempt to fix it before hearing the recording from the clerk.


You need to make the time to work with me on authoring this!


Paul


On Jan 11, 2024, at 3:16 PM, Alphonse Talarico 
<contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:


Dear Sir,
I don't understand what I have to say so that you will do as the Illinois Supreme 
Court clerk will accept the PFLTA.
No hyperlinks, no bookmarks that act as hyperlinks.
The actual documents must be in the Appendix.
if you do not believe me, please call the Clerk of the Supreme Court and ask them 
yourself.
I will file whatever you direct but i have given you the warning that i received.
Your ARDC complaint number are enough, as you have said, for the Supreme Court 
could see what they desire.
You are boxing me into a situation with a 95% rejection ration to blame me for any 
rejection based upon your often used "I told you so.
Tell me what you want filed.
I told you what the clerk said.
You are free to call yourself and discuss with the clerk.
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 2:15 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: Fwd: Fix 3 
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T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Fix 3
2 messages


Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 7:49 AM
To: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Fix-3_2023-01-08_Petition for leave to appeal - Supreme Court.pdf
302K


Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> Thu, Jan 11, 2024 at 3:29 PM
To: Law Office Of Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Alphonse,


I pay you a lot of money to author these documents in compliance with the courts rules.


You agreed you would author the petition. That got put one me, the client. I am trying to do your Job!


I only agreed to format what you authored.


I told you on the phone this morning that we need to go over this together line by line to fix it and provided you with my
latest attempt to fix it before hearing the recording from the clerk.


You need to make the time to work with me on authoring this!


Paul


On Jan 11, 2024, at 3:16 PM, Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> wrote:


Dear Sir,


I don't understand what I have to say so that you will do as the Illinois Supreme Court clerk
will accept the PFLTA.


No hyperlinks, no bookmarks that act as hyperlinks.


The actual documents must be in the Appendix.


if you do not believe me, please call the Clerk of the Supreme Court and ask them yourself.


I will file whatever you direct but i have given you the warning that i received.


Your ARDC complaint number are enough, as you have said, for the Supreme Court could
see what they desire.


You are boxing me into a situa�on with a 95% rejec�on ra�on to blame me for any rejec�on


Gmail - Fix 3 https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...


1 of 2 1/11/2024, 9:41 PM
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Date : 1/12/2024 8:12:30 AM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" 
Subject : Re: Fix 4
 
Gentlemen,
As a professional, I will continue to work until I am fired or withdraw.
To set the record straight, and include what you always forget, that being the facts that don't fit 
in your version of life, I asked you to create the pro forma and have your brother Thomas Kost 
draft the "history section" Only"! because, as I stated, he could strip off the history from the 
web site and/ or the ARDC complaints already in existence. 
You then took off and I acquiesced with your desire to author the PFLTA to give you another 
shot at telling the world about who damaged you. 
You have conveniently forgotten that I discovered the fact that Judge Meyer had recused 
himself as a friend of Popovich (without my research skills you would never have known about 
all that was done) that I have been available 24/7 for your calls , that I have put your family's 
legal issues before my own health, and that by signing PFLTA and motion I will put a target on 
my back with the legal community in multiple counties.
You do not listen!
How dare you be offended by the truth!
I  am done fighting with you.
I will accept verbal communication from Thomas Kost on any relevant legal matter, but you sir, 
can communicate only in writing.
The verbal abuse and snide comments are not acceptable, and surely not professional.
The instructions were clear, but you chose to disregard them.
You were informed that, through at least three conversations with April, an assistant Supreme 
Court Clerk,  I investigated the use of hyperlinks and bookmarks and I told you CLEARLY what 
she said "no hyperlinks" "no bookmarks" "the appendix  must contain the actual document" " 
the requirement for 13 paper copies of the PFLTA filed in Springfield Illinois and the Appendix 
makes your desired thousands of pages not acceptable"
What in those clear instructions don't you understand?
You don't have to be a lawyer to understand those words.
You always fall back with "I am not a lawyer" and "I am not an author" but you don't have to be 
a lawyer to understand plain English and I asked to have Thomas Kost, not you, author the 
history section.
Finally, since I kept telling you that you cannot include hyperlinks and bookmarks in the PFLTA I 
suggested you, as Client with your appearance on file, call April and ask her yourself?
Did you do that?
You just launched into another tirade about how much money you pay me.
As is typical, you are killing the messenger, instead of remembering all the lawyers, court 
personnel and judge who took advantage of you and the lawyers who were hired by you to 
clean up the mess, like the Baudins who got paid over $100,000.00 for a few hours work and 
compare to all the hours I have worked, with detailed time sheets which we have referred to in 
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You were informed that, through at least three conversations with April, an 
assistant Supreme Court Clerk,  I investigated the use of hyperlinks and bookmarks 
and I told you CLEARLY what she said "no hyperlinks" "no bookmarks" "the 
appendix  must contain the actual document" " the requirement for 13 paper 
copies of the PFLTA filed in Springfield Illinois and the Appendix makes your desired 
thousands of pages not acceptable"


What in those clear instructions don't you understand?


You don't have to be a lawyer to understand those words.


You always fall back with "I am not a lawyer" and "I am not an author" but you 
don't have to be a lawyer to understand plain English and I asked to have Thomas 
Kost, not you, author the history section.


Finally, since I kept telling you that you cannot include hyperlinks and bookmarks in 
the PFLTA I suggested you, as Client with your appearance on file, call April and ask 
her yourself?


Did you do that?


You just launched into another tirade about how much money you pay me.


As is typical, you are killing the messenger, instead of remembering all the lawyers, 
court personnel and judge who took advantage of you and the lawyers who were 
hired by you to clean up the mess, like the Baudins who got paid over $100,000.00 
for a few hours work and compare to all the hours I have worked, with detailed 
time sheets which we have referred to in the past to find out when an action was 
taken, and because you are having an extended anxiety attack, blame me for all the 
evils that have befallen you.


P.S. I have blocked Mr. Dulberg's telephone calls to my cell phone as he has 
recently done to me.  PUT IT IN WRITING!


Alphonse A. Talarico, Esquire
3128081410


From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 3:55 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Fix 4
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You were informed that, through at least three conversations with April, an 
assistant Supreme Court Clerk,  I investigated the use of hyperlinks and bookmarks 
and I told you CLEARLY what she said "no hyperlinks" "no bookmarks" "the 
appendix  must contain the actual document" " the requirement for 13 paper 
copies of the PFLTA filed in Springfield Illinois and the Appendix makes your desired 
thousands of pages not acceptable"


What in those clear instructions don't you understand?


You don't have to be a lawyer to understand those words.


You always fall back with "I am not a lawyer" and "I am not an author" but you 
don't have to be a lawyer to understand plain English and I asked to have Thomas 
Kost, not you, author the history section.


Finally, since I kept telling you that you cannot include hyperlinks and bookmarks in 
the PFLTA I suggested you, as Client with your appearance on file, call April and ask 
her yourself?


Did you do that?


You just launched into another tirade about how much money you pay me.


As is typical, you are killing the messenger, instead of remembering all the lawyers, 
court personnel and judge who took advantage of you and the lawyers who were 
hired by you to clean up the mess, like the Baudins who got paid over $100,000.00 
for a few hours work and compare to all the hours I have worked, with detailed 
time sheets which we have referred to in the past to find out when an action was 
taken, and because you are having an extended anxiety attack, blame me for all the 
evils that have befallen you.


P.S. I have blocked Mr. Dulberg's telephone calls to my cell phone as he has 
recently done to me.  PUT IT IN WRITING!


Alphonse A. Talarico, Esquire
3128081410


From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 3:55 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
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Date : 1/12/2024 8:47:26 AM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" 
Subject : Re: Fix 4
 
Genttlemen,
My damned job is not to be your slave 24/7, listen to your irrational version of the truth  or 
remind you that when we agree to the current attorney fee schedule, you first agreed to hire 
another attorney to help me in all your cases and then when you could not find an attorney to 
represent you, you promised that you and your brother Thomas Kost, will help in certain areas 
of your cases as my assistant.
Do your damned job, or is your word useless?
Remove all the hyperlinks and bookmarks, add all the Appendix documents, and don't try to 
sabotage this filing so you can add me to the lists of attorney you sue.
You have been working on this PFLTA for 4 or 5 days before it was initially filed on January 8, 
2024 and rejected and every day since BUT YOU THINK YOU ARE THE LONE RANGER WHO WAS 
GIVEN INSTRUCTION ONLY YESTERDAY.
I have been working on this and answering your questions and researching with my Westlaw 
paid research assistants for days, which you knew about, and at the same time working on the 
Kost Appeal.
 
Alphonse A. Talarico, Esquire
3128081410
 
From: Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net>
Sent: Thursday, January 11, 2024 4:20 PM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Cc: Tom Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Subject: Re: Fix 4 
 
Or better yet, another option, DO YOUR DAMN JOB AND AUTHOR A NEW DOCUMENT 
THE WAY YOU WERE SUPPOSED TO, THE WAY YOU WANT IT and provide it to me for 
review before doing anything with it.
Its up to you, your choice, fix what I have or do your own.


On Jan 11, 2024, at 3:55 PM, Paul Dulberg <Paul_Dulberg@comcast.net> wrote:


You say I didn’t listen!
How dare you sir.
You were supposed to have authored the whole thing and STUCK IT ALL ON ME ONE DAY BEFORE 
IT WAS DUE.
Now you give vague instruction and blame me for not doing what you command.
If I am not following your lead it is clearly because I am not a lawyer and I don’t understand.
So I ask for you to go over it with me line by line and your response is “if you had listened but 
you ask advice and then ignore it"
I am and have been asking for your help but you don’t seem to hear it!
I am done fighting with you.
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2024-01-13_Dulberg report.txt[8/31/25, 10:49:19 AM]


A REPORT (ROUGH OUTLINE) FROM PAUL DULBERG (FROM MEMORY) OF EVENTS THAT TOOK PLACE 
WHEN PREPARING THE SUPREME OURT PETITION. (Report was prepared on 2023-01-13 at around 
9:00AM. More will be added in updated versions.)


PAUL DULBERG WROTE:


Below is a quick outline of what transpired - from memory since we already have a detailed outline 
- It will take considerable time for me to go over the timeline and match up my memory with the 
exact dates and times.


A day or two before the petition was due I found out by phone that Mr Talarico hadn’t done any 
work authoring the petition.
Said all the time in the past 35 days was spent on the Tiff and the other cases.
I said we need to get this done.
We agreed he would author the document and I should do the formatting.
I told him I would need something to look at to build a template for the petition.
He did not have anything for me to see.
I went online and downloaded a petition that I found and asked if that would work as a template.
He said it should.
Over the next couple hours I created an INDD file using the form I found as a template, even threw 
in section headers and some wording as placeholders till he provided the copy.
I sent him it as a PDF and called him back and said I am ready to drop in the text that he was 
authoring. He said he had to do some research with Thompson Reuters west law.
He did provide a few things that I dropped in the template and said he was working another 
section and asked if I would have Tom do the history section.
I said I would call Tom and see. Tom agreed to help. I told Talarico that tom would help but 
needed an idea of what all it encompassed.


Mr Talarico provided what he called a preface and I dropped in the template.


------Etc… ( I would need more time to go over the emails to build exactly how we came to the 
next partI


When I inquired about how to do the appendix with so many documents referenced I was told by 
Talarico that we could use hyperlinks to the documents. Tom, you spent a whole day and stayed 
up all night in a marathon creating those hyperlinks.


Talarico filed the petition as is because time was up.


When I noticed the petition filed had the hyperlinks removed or disabled I contacted Talarico.


Talarico said he would contact the clerk.


The petition was rejected.


Talarico said that hyperlinks were not allowed and that all the documents had to be attached in the 
appendix.


A discussion was had over what the appendix had to look like and how the documents were to be 
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2024-01-13_Dulberg report.txt[8/31/25, 10:49:19 AM]


differentiated. Ex, like exhibit tags at the start of each document? Talarico said he didn’t know


I attempted to amend the petition turning all the hyperlinked documents in an appendix without 
any clear idea of what it was to look like. I built in bookmarks in the PDF that acted as the identifier 
and as the separator - the sheer amount of pages took days


Talarico said he loved the bookmarks and said I should have an identifier on the first page of each 
document like an exhibit tag identifies each document.


I added A1, A2, etc in Large red font to the first page of each document.


Talarico said he was in communication with the clerk and they won’t accept all those documents in 
the appendix and that they were not needed.


At this point I had been trying my best to follow Talarico's instruction and everything to date was 
done wrong and he blamed me for not following his instructions and things just got weird from 
this point forward.
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I need some kind of detailed record of what the clerk said to you and what you said to the clerk. Do you have
notes or anything in writing that I can see?  I cannot find any clear set of directions that you provided to Paul Dulberg
which he could follow in any of the communication linked above.


If you do not keep any notes of your many telephone exchanges with the clerk that you can provide us, this means we
are completely dependent on your memory of what the clerk told you.  Obviously we need those memories written
down and sent to us so we can comply with the instructions of the clerk. Could you please write down everything that
you remember from your telephone exchanges with the clerk so we can have this information, too?


Thanks


Please provide as soon as possible so I can see the clerk's instructions written out in detail.


On Sat, Jan 13, 2024 at 7:52 AM T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com> wrote:


---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Date: Sat, Jan 13, 2024 at 7:10 AM
Subject: Petition for Leave to Appeal to the Illinois Supreme Court.
To: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


Sir,


Please see the a�ached Illinois Supreme Court Rule.


Thank you,
Alphonse A. Talarico, Esq. 


Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com> Sat, Jan 13, 2024 at 9:33 AM
To: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>


As I told Mr. Dulberg many �mes, the clerk told me the following: no hyperlinks,  no bookmarks, the
actual documents must be in the appendix, thousans of pages will not work in the Appendix, 13
complete paper copies of the Pe��on and Appendix
 have to be served on the court in Springfield within 5 days of acceptance.


Mr. Dulberg, is a very street smart and learned individual who plays confused when it suits him.
I told him many �mes that since he is not only the pe��oner, but he has an appearance on file in this
ma�er, he should call the clerk himself and ask any ques�ons he desires, and now any ques�ons you
desire.
Sincerely,


Alphonse A. Talarico, Esq.


From: T Kost <tkost999@gmail.com>
Sent: Saturday, January 13, 2024 9:17 AM
To: Alphonse Talarico <contact@lawofficeofalphonsetalarico.com>
Subject: Re: Pe��on for Leave to Appeal to the Illinois Supreme Court.


Mr Talerico, I have asked Paul to write about the work the two of you have been doing together since January 8th
(when the filing was due). He wrote me an outline of events that he remembers and interactions he had with you while
preparing the Supreme Court Petition.


Gmail - Petition for Leave to Appeal to the Illinois Supreme Court. https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=2922385df5&view=pt&search=a...


8 of 26 1/14/2024, 12:17 AM
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Date : 1/9/2024 1:37:16 PM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" , "Paul Dulberg" , "T. Kost" 
Subject : Fw: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for 
filing Petitions - PLA Filed


----- Forwarded Message -----
From: no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud <no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud>
To: "alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com" <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 09:38:37 AM CST
Subject: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for filing Petitions - PLA Filed


Filing Returned
Envelope Number: 25884372


Case Number: 25884372
Case Style: 


The filing below has been reviewed and has been returned for the reasons outlined below. Please, contact the 
appropriate court help center for further information.


Return Reason(s) from Clerk's Office
Court File & Serve
Returned Reason Transaction rejected


Returned Comments


Your document cannot be filed in its current format. Please 
correct the following deficiencies and resubmit: 
(1) Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 341(c), a certificate of
compliance must state that your petition is ___ number of
pages OR words (Limited to 20 pages or 6,000 words);
(2) You must include the Appellate Court order with your petition
for leave to appeal.
(3) Your appendix should not be listed within your petition for
leave to appeal. Further, it does not appear that any of your 
documents listed in your appendix were attached to your 
petition for leave to appeal.
(4) Since you are representing Mr. Paul R. Dulberg, your
signature must be on all documents. Mr. Dulberg’s signature is
not required.
(5) Further, since your petition was due on January 8, 2024,
you must now submit for filing a "motion for leave to file petition
for leave to appeal instanter". The compliant petition must be
provided as an "Exhibit" to the motion, and the motion with
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petition must be uploaded as ONE pdf document. Thank you.


Document Details
Case Number 25884372
Case Style
Date/Time Submitted 1/8/2024 10:38 PM CST
Filing Type EFileAndServe
Filing Description Petition for Leave to Appeal
Activity Requested Petitions - PLA Filed
Filed By Alphonse Talarico
Filing Attorney Alphonse Talarico
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Date : 1/9/2024 1:37:18 PM
From : "Alphonse Talarico" 
To : "Paul Dulberg" , "Paul Dulberg" , "T. Kost" 
Subject : Fw: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for 
filing Petitions - PLA Filed


----- Forwarded Message -----
From: no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud <no-reply@efilingmail.tylertech.cloud>
To: "alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com" <alphonsetalarico@yahoo.com>
Sent: Tuesday, January 9, 2024 at 09:38:37 AM CST
Subject: Filing Returned for Envelope Number: 25884372 in Case: 25884372, for filing Petitions - PLA Filed


Filing Returned
Envelope Number: 25884372


Case Number: 25884372
Case Style: 


The filing below has been reviewed and has been returned for the reasons outlined below. Please, contact the 
appropriate court help center for further information.


Return Reason(s) from Clerk's Office
Court File & Serve
Returned Reason Transaction rejected


Returned Comments


Your document cannot be filed in its current format. Please 
correct the following deficiencies and resubmit: 
(1) Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 341(c), a certificate of
compliance must state that your petition is ___ number of
pages OR words (Limited to 20 pages or 6,000 words);
(2) You must include the Appellate Court order with your petition
for leave to appeal.
(3) Your appendix should not be listed within your petition for
leave to appeal. Further, it does not appear that any of your 
documents listed in your appendix were attached to your 
petition for leave to appeal.
(4) Since you are representing Mr. Paul R. Dulberg, your
signature must be on all documents. Mr. Dulberg’s signature is
not required.
(5) Further, since your petition was due on January 8, 2024,
you must now submit for filing a "motion for leave to file petition
for leave to appeal instanter". The compliant petition must be
provided as an "Exhibit" to the motion, and the motion with
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petition must be uploaded as ONE pdf document. Thank you.


Document Details
Case Number 25884372
Case Style
Date/Time Submitted 1/8/2024 10:38 PM CST
Filing Type EFileAndServe
Filing Description Petition for Leave to Appeal
Activity Requested Petitions - PLA Filed
Filed By Alphonse Talarico
Filing Attorney Alphonse Talarico
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Timeline: Appeal / Supreme Court PLA Work (2-23-0072) + Call-Volume
Corroboration


Source: redacted Verizon call-log excerpts (Talarico 312-608-1410; Kost 847-439-2198) + key email/PDF exhibits.


Date Key event (high-level) Calls with Talarico
(312-608-1410)


Calls with Kost
(847-439-2198)


2023-12-04 IL App (2d) 2-23-0072: appeal dismissed for failure to file opening brief; order states final/mandate (Exh DR-6 / Notice of
Order).


2023-12-07 Email thread forwarding 12/4/23 order and urging emergency action (Talarico as counsel of record).


2024-01-06 Talarico email 'Preamble' re Supreme Court PLA drafting (Exh BJ). 10 calls / 70 min 10 calls / 59 min


2024-01-07 315(c) rule/briefing emails; prep continues. 5 calls / 47 min 15 calls / 131 min


2024-01-08 PLA due date: Petition for Leave to Appeal sent (Exh DL). 20 calls / 185 min 29 calls / 352 min


2024-01-09 Filing returned / transaction rejected; clerk comments instruct motion for leave instanter & single PDF (Group Ex 50 Pt 13
pp.146-149).


4 calls / 113 min 4 calls / 29 min


2024-01-11 Talarico email: 'No hyperlinks, no bookmarks that act as hyperlinks' (Group Ex 50 Pt 13 p.177). 2 calls / 8 min 7 calls / 57 min


2024-01-14 Talarico resignation/withdrawal email thread (Exh AY). 8 calls / 61 min


2025-12-04 25LA360 complaint filed (file-stamped cover page).


Note: Call logs corroborate timing and intensity of communications but do not capture call content. Email exhibits and clerk/e-filing notices supply the content record (e.g.,
filing-return reasons and hyperlink instructions).









