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33013
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF CooK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CHANCERY DIVISION

U.S. Bank, N.A,, as trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan )
Trust 2006-16AX, | )
Plaintiff/Counter-Dcfendam, )
)
V8, ) No.:o7 CH 29738
}
RICHARD DAN IGGELIS, )
Defendam/Counten-claimunt and )
Cross-claimany, J

NOTICE OF FILING
TO:  See altached Service List

You are hereby given notice that on June 17, 2014, we electronically filed with the Clerk of the
Circuit Court of Cook County our Response to Plaintigrs Motion to Dismiss, g copy of which is
attached and is hereby served upon you. A ”""‘“\

%,

§
e

™, ]
ANDJELKO GALIC

Attorne¥ for Richard Daniggelis .
134 N. LaSalle Street, Suite 1040
Chicago, IL 60602

(312) 986- 1510

Attorney No. 33013

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
I, Andjelko Galic, an attorney, certify that I caused this Notice of Filing (o be served by placing a

copy of it in an envelope addressed the aboye party at the above address and depositing the same
in the U.S. maiibox in Chicaga, on June 17, 2014 with Proper postage prepaid.

o

Andjyi% Galig~—"
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Pearce and Associates, P.C.
I N. Dearborn Street, Suite 1300
Chicago, Iifinois 60602

Peter King, Esq.

King Holloway LL¢

101 N Wacker Drive, Suite 2010
Chicago, IL 60606
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U.S. Bunk, N.A., as trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan
Trust 2006-) 6AX,
PiaintifffCounterni)efendant,

RICHARD DANIGGELIS‘
Defendant,!Countcr~cIaimant and
Cross—claimant,

)
)
)
)
VS, } No.: 07 CH 29738
)
)
)
)
NOTICE oF FILING
TO:  See attached Service List
You are hereby given notice that on June 17, 2014, we efec_tronicaﬂy filed with the Clerk of the
Circ

uit Court of Copk County oyr Response 1o Plaintiff's Motion to Dismiss, a copy of which js
attached and js hereby served upon your,

i€y for Richard Daniggelis
134 N. LaSalle Street, Suite 1040
Chicago, IL 60602

(312) 986- 1510

Alttorney No. 33013
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IN THE APPELLATE COURT OQF ILLINOIS
FIRST DISTRICT

Present Hon. _Stuart Palmer

Present Hon. _Margaret McBride

— _ Presiding Justice,
S —— Justice,
Present Hon. _Robert..Cordon - . - _ Justice.
—— 3teven M, Ravid _ Clerk. _Tom Dart i _ Sheriff.
GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC_
~
o =2 o
_Appallee, 2 & _3
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No.__ 14-2751 s
o an ' o ' APPEAL FROM CIRCUIT COURT OF
RICHARD DANIGGELIS, COOK COUNTY
Appellant CIRCUIT COURT NO. 07CH29738




No. 1-14-2751

IN THE APPELLATE COURT
OF ILLINOIS
FIRST JUDICIAL DISTRICT

GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC,

} Appeal from the
) Circuit Court
Appellee, ) of Cook County
)
v, } No. 07 CH 29738
)
) Honorable
RICHARD DANIGGELIS, )__Michael Otto,
) Judge Presiding.
Appellant. ) -

ORDER

This cause coming on to be heard on Appellee's Motion for Setting of Appeal Bond, IT IS
HEREBY ORDERED:

Appeliee's Motion is denied.

As no stay has been issued in this matter, no bond is required, and the appellee is free to pursue

the removal of the appellant from the property in the appropriate manner in the circuit court.

irep.  ORDER ENTERED M

MAY 9°9 2015 JUSTICE N

APPELLATE COURT, FRST DISTRIGF mw/

JUSTICE
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L Steven M. Rayid , Clerk of the Appellate Court, in and for the First District

of the State of Illinois, and keeper of the records, files and seal thereof, Do HEREBY CERTIFY, That the foregoing is

a true copy of a certain order entered.

NRTITIIIT I

Sl

prd gripitiice:
C§). T ; :3;;._.?!:6

said Appellate Court in the above entitled

)
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"
s
I"
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B

:'“ S, TESTIMORY WHEREOF, T have sct my hand and affixed the s¢al of the
“ ,.Li" ;| k) ‘.'.n-q-@aid Appellate Court, at Chicaga, this _29th, dayof May

et L} ‘i

: -:j- ¥ :glj] the year of our Lord Two Thousand _Fifteen

1
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B SEAL L.t o
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Clerk of the Appellate Court of the First District, [llinois
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Request for Preparation of Record on Appeal (Rev, 12/05/11) CCA 0025

0 5Z§ APPEAL TO THE APPELLATE COURT OF ILLINOIS Filing Fee $110
Sz LS%Q@ FROM THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINQIS
SRS =mAm COUNTY peparimenT, CHANCERY  pivisIoNmISTRICT
HRaaniEay | |

. ¢ " "
6:@%@>‘GQE LLC _ - Reviewing CourtNe,
E%E_ﬁggégg PlaintifliAppell _____ | -
gﬁééé@g%g Y Cirewit Court no, 07 CH 20738 ‘
f_‘\" : . f\ N
ORICHARE, %c;eus . Honorabte  Michael F. Otto
u_} 8()5 DC&BGRHVAPD@“_WW ‘Frial Judge

DateNotice ofAppeal Filed  MAY 6 2018

e —— REQUEST FOR PREFARATION OF RECORD ON APPEAL

Atteruey (or Party if no attorney);

Nume: _ Andjelko Galic 7 _ ween CoBK County Attoraey Code Nu, 33013 or Pro Se 99500
Address: 134 N LaSalle Street, Suite 1040 City: Chicago State; L 2ip: 80802
Tolephone Nomber: 312 986 1510 _ - E-muil Address (optional) 8gforeclosuredefense@gmall.com
Attoruey for: _Ricahrd Daniggells o ' o ' o
Name of Party
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN to the Clerk of the Cireuit Court of Cook County that
Andjelko Galic e, requests the preparation of the Record on Appes! in fhe above case.

: . Name
BESIGNATION OF RECORD

The Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County shali preparc the Reeord on Appeal in sccordance with [Hlinsis Supreme Court Rule 321, The record
an Appeal shall ipclude the comnion law record, which consists of trial documents filed and Judgments and erders entered by the triat court and:

B} Al documentary exbibits enfered af trial, sxcept for those other exhibits that crnnot ordinarily be included for review snd are
subject {v motion. ' '

KX Reports of Proceedings prepared in accordonce with Hliaois Supreme Cowrt Rule 323,

&3 Certificate in Lieu of Record on Appeat pursuagt fo [ilincis Supreme Court Rule 325,

I3 Docoments fiied under seal on the following dates and ensealed; .
A copy of the trial court Grder suthorizing these documents to be unsealed for the purpose of inclusion in the Record on Appeal is attsched hereto
or will be provided by the Appelisat to the Civil Appeals Division at least 30 days in advance of the date on whick the Record on Appeal is
schedaled fo be transmitted to the Appellate Court. Upon return of the Record ou Appesl fé the Clreuit Court, it is the responsibility of the
parties to ohtain an Qrder resealing these recards, if the records are to be resealed.

E]l Documents filed under ses! on tise following dates, which are to rematn sealed: — _
Please note that, pursusnt ¢ Rule 17 of Appeliate Court of fitinois, “No record, exhibii, or brief may be filed under sesi in the Appeilate
Court, unless Appeltate Court bas first given leave for filing under seal, notwithstanding that the materiaf was filed uader seal in the Circait
Court.”

FEES
Payment may be made by Cash, Check or Money Order. Cash payments sccepled for in-persor payments only,

- Checks or moncy order should be made {0 Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County. Pursusat to 705 ILCS 105/27,2a(k) and 27,2(k), the Clerk of the

Circuit Court of Cook County must charge lees for Records on Appeal in sdvance ss follows:

100 pages ar kess, 3110
100 - 208 pages, 3185
Each page in exeess of 204, 3.36/page
Reduced fec for Local Governments zrd Schyol Districts, $50

All prescribed fees are dug in advance of traasmission of the Rerord on Appeal, it is understood snd agreed (kst once a request for preparation of 2
Record on Appeal is made by submbssion of this form, (ke Appeilant is respposible for the costs of preparing the Record on Appeal, regardless of
whether the Appeal is successful, dismissed, ibe time is extended, or g party elecis to not fransmit the Record on Appeal to the Appellate Cours. The
Clerk of the Civcuit Court of Cook Couaty reserves the right to pursue a claim to recover the costs and expenses, including reasenable attorneys’ fees,
related to preparation of the Record on Appeal. 1t is also vaderstood nad agreed that Appeltant is responsible for filing the Record on Appeal at the

A:::;:;j@mc ' - ﬁfﬂf f!)% (%;;Qf <.M~

{Type or print name) ' '(Signatére of Appellant er Appellani’s Attarney)

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS



ELECTRONICALLY FILED
11/23/2015 11:07 PM
2007-CH-29738
C ALENDAR 61

PAGE | of §
CIRCUTT COURT OF
COOK COUNT %91 LINOIS
CHANCERY SION

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILL 1}\01<;;CLERK DOROTHY BROWN
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CHANCERY DIVISION-
GMAC,
Plaintift,

V8, No.: 07 CH 29738

JOSEPH YOUNIS, et al,
Defendants,

STATUS REGARDING PENDING CLAIMS

Counter-Plaintiff, RICHARD DANIGGELIS, through his attorney, Andjelko Galic, pursuant to
this court’s last order submits the following as his report regarding the status of claims cwrrently
pending before this court.

Pleadings

l. GMAC filed its foreclosure complaint on October 17, 2007, This foreclosure complaint
was primarily directed against Joseph Younes because Younes recorded a mortgage against this
property. Richard Daniggelis was also named as defendant in this foreclosure case based on,
among other things, him having possession of the property at the time the foreclosure action was
filed.

2 Richard Dyanigeelis was represented by several attorneys including CVLS. With i
Answer to Plamtiff’s complaint CVLS also filed Affinmative Defenses and Counterclaims on
behalf of Richard Daniggelis. The file on this case covering the time period between October of
2007 and October of 2009 is incomplete and in spite of my effort to recreate a complete copy of
the file, in the past, the file was not recreated, For reasons that are not apparent on the record,

Fastice Delort, while he was handling this file in the Chancery Division, has kept this court file in
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11/23/2015 11:07 PM
2007-CH-29738

PAGE 2 of 5

his chambers and in order to review this file special arrangement had to be made with his clerk
and one could not have reviewed this file through regular procedure in the Clerk’s office. The
Clerk ot the Circuit Court did not start scanning court files until smr@imcg in September or
October of 2009 and thus this time period between October of 2007 and October of 2009 cannot
be recovered through the data maintained on the computer system m the Clerk’s office. This is
relevant for purposes of d.étermining what exact affirmative defenses and counterclaims may
have been filed during that time period. On July 30, 2008 Richard Daniggelis filed Answer to

Plaintiffs Complaint, Affirmative Defenses, Counterclaims and Cross-Claims and this filing is

. not in the court file, On April 13, 2009 Richard Daniggelis also filed Second Amended Answer,

i Affirmative Defenses ad Counterclaims and this document was aiso missing in the court file

during my recent review ol the portion of the file that was made avaifable by the Appellate
Division in the Clerk’s office where they are cutrenily preparing this record for appeal.
3. On August 07, 2014 Judge Otlo entered an order dismissing the foreclosure case and

ransferred all other pending claims to the Law Division. The August 7, 2014 order did not

specifically indicate what counts were to be transferred to the Law Division. Judge Otto was

working with the latest version of' the Plaintiff’s Complaint and with the latest version of Richard
Daniggelis” counterclaims.

4, [ 2007, LaSalle Bank, the original plaintiff, filed the foreclosure action. Plaintiff"s Third

CAmended Complaint was filed on October 7, 2011 and it was in three Counts. Count 1 of the

Complaint was a mortgage foreclosure sction, asserting that mortgagor Younes has defaulted on
the July 20006 loan. Count 11 of the Bank’s Complaint was seeking equitable subrogation fo the

Deutsche Bank loan which was paid off at the July 2006 closing, Count HI of the Complaint
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PAGE 3 of 5

“sought to recover principal and interest on the July 2006 loan based on the theory of unjust

enrichment.

5. Daniggelis answered the Complamt and brought an 11- count Counterclaim. The several
counts of the Counterclaim seek relief against many counter -defendants, iné.!uding the Plaintiff,
Joesph Younes, Erica Rhones, Paul Shelton, Stewart Tile, MERS, Trust One Muortgage, Invest

One LLC, D&B Group, and others. Multiple fegal theories were raised in these counterclaims.

6. Count I of Richard’s Counterclaim was a Quiet Title action based on invalidity of the
deed utilized to transfer Daniggelis’ property to Joseph Younes. [n this Count Daniggelis sought
io quiet title in himself because the defendants knew or should have known that the deed had
been altered on its face and no longer valid when the closing occurred. This Count I was directed
against: LaSalle Bank, Joseph Younes, MERS, and against Unknown Owrers and Non-Record
Claimants.

7. Count 11 of Richard's Counterclaim was a Quiet Title action based on Invalid Power of

© Attorney. Here Daniggelis is to quiet title in himself, because defendants knew or should have

- known that Daniggelis did not consent to the closing because the power of attorney specitied that

it was only 10 be used to pay the arrearages on his house and not for any other purpose, Count 11
was directed against the Plaintff, LaSalle Bank, against MERS, Joseph Younes and against
Enknown Owners and Non-Record Claimants.

8, In Count III Daniggelis sought to rescind the ransaction against LaSalle Bank, Paul
Shelton, Trica Rhone, John LaRugue, MERS, Trust One Mortgage, Invest One LLC, D&B

Group and also against Unknown Owners and Non-Record Claimants,
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9, Count IV of Richard Daniggelis® Counterclaim was based on Common Law Fraud and it
was directed against Paul Shelton and Erica Rhone.

. Count V of Richard Daniggelis’ cot‘a.ntérc-iaim was a Quiet Title action directed against
LaSalle Bank, Joseph Younes, MERS and Unkaown Owners and Non-Record Claimants. This
count was based on Erika Rhone and Paal Shelton’s fraud.

11, Count VI of Richard’s Counterclaim was an action based on Breach of Fiduciary Duty
and it was dirccted against Erica Rhone and against Paul Shelton,

12, Count V11 of Richard’s Counterclaim was based on Civil Conspiracy theory and it was

~ directed against Paul Shelton, Erica Rhone and Joseph Younes.

11/23/2015 11:07 PM
2007-CH-29738
PAGE 4 of 5

3. Count VIII of Richard’s Counterclaim was based on theory of conversion and it was
directed against Paul Shelton, Erica Rhone, Jolin LaRogue, Trust One Mortgage, Invest One,
LLC, and against D&B Group.

14, Count [X of Richard Daniggelis® Counterclaim was based on Consumer Fraud and
Deceptive Practice Act and it was directed agamnst Paul Shelton, Erica Rohne, Trust One
Mortgage and against [nvest One, LLC,

(5. Count X of this Counterclaim was a Consumer Fraud claim directed only against Stewart
Title.

16.  Count XI'was based on Negligence and it was also directed only against Stewart Title,

Bisposition
17, Judge Otio granted Plaintitt™s Motion for Summary Judgment on Counts 117, TIT and V
of the Counterclaim. Counts L, T, IH and V have not been resolved insofar as they relate to other

defendants,



18, Count IV of Richard’s Counterclaim remains uniresolved in its entirety,

19, Count Viremains unresolved in its entirety.

200 Count VIEwas resolved imsofar as it relates to Joseph Younes and it remains ﬁnmsoévcd
as it relates to Paul Shelton and Erica Rhone.

21. Count Vi1 was resoltved as against Defendant John LaRogue. This count remains
unresolved ag it relates to all other defendants,

22, Count IX remains unresolved in its entirety.

23. Count X was resolved in its entirety by settlement with Stewart Titke,
24, Count XIwas resolved in its entirety by settlement with Stewart Title.

E“ Respectflly submitted

500 o

=838 s/Andjello Galic
gga W Attorney for Richard Daniggelis
IS

a8g

a8

Law Firm of Andjelko Galie, Ine.
34 N. LaSalle Street

Suite 1040

. * Chicago, [llinois 60602

Tel. 312986 1510

Attorney No.: 33013

ELECTRONICALLY FILED



Gerald S. Jones

From: Gwwl1210@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, December 08, 2015 3:25 PM

To: Gerald S. Jones

Subject: Re: small Public Records Request for 7 iterns in

In a message dated 12/3/2015 5:30:58 P.M. Eastern Standard Time, Gww1210@

I have a Public Records Request of
hitps.//w3.courtlink lexisnexis.com/cookcou y/Finddock. asp?DocketKey=CAAHO

2007-CH- 29738, GMAC v Daniggelis, CHANCERY for these sev,

MEMORANDUM OF JUDGEMENT ENTERED

Court Room: 2804 Judge: OTTQ, MICHAEL F.

pant; GMAC MORTGAGE LG
| NON- SUIT OR DISMISSED BY AGREEMENT

Judge: KYRIAKOPOULOS, ANTHONY C.

7 ponichpant DANIGOELIS RICHARD
'SWER TO MOTION FILED
Attorney: GALIC ANDJELKO
REVIEWING COURT ORDER RECEIVED
Court Room: 2403 Judge: APPELLATE COURT

GELIS RICHARD

REQUEST FOR PREPARATION OF RECORD

Court Fee: 110.00 Attorney: GALIC ANDJELKO

Activity Date: 73172018
& CASE SCANNED

Attorney: PIERCE & ASSOCIATES

Pamclpant GMAC MORTGAGE LLC
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT , CHANCERY DIVISION

US Bw/ VA o |
Ky vo_D7CHRT7 39
2 (‘mﬁﬂ mawféf—c/( ol

]
T FER ORDER

£

The above-entitled and numbered cause having been previously assigned to

Judge 0779 .k s Chancery Calendar # 6)/ | ,

|

Aas been trausferred to the Presiding Judge of the Chancery Division for thg

(o the
L{ ﬂ/ Law Division

| Law Division, (Tax Section) )
. O County Division : .
N [
[ Probate Division {

[J Domestic Relations Division
1 Municipal Department, [ Diserict 1 [ Distrig
L] District4 [ Distrig

The reason for said transfer: %(9@5( LB E CouvnsS D7 347/ SSEH

ichael F, Otte
_AU6 07 700

Judge Clmurt Court - 2065 Judge’s No.

IT ISHEREBY ORDERED that the said cause be and the same is kereby transferred to

| DOROTHY BROW‘N
| 2 GLFRKO fHECCIRK-Ulr. SaY

‘ D"P‘T\'L Fm‘,?_-.:..-_ R
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STATE OF ILLINOIS ATTY NO. 91220

COUNTY OF COOK

PR -]
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTquéﬁigF?I%H 0: 99
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - CHANCERY DIvTGTon!' [ il 7
“h Gl PO
GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC ) 'cPl K
o) ’ h
PLAINTIFF  )NO.. . .  -—CliRK
) T w
Ve ) JUDGE
. ) -
JOSEPH YOUNES; MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC ) §§ﬁ§Q?ig-w;4;?a“fa
REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC., AS NOMINEE ) GERAIE A A R
FOR HLB MORTGAGE; RICHARD DANIGGELIS; }
UNKNOWN HEIRS AND LEGATEES OF JOSEPH )
YCUNES, IF ANY; UNKNOWN OWNERS AND NON )
RECORD CLAIMANTS ; )
}
DEFENDANTS )
COMPLAINT TO FORECLOSE MORTGACE
For its Complaint Plaintiff says:
1. Plaintiff files this Complaint to Foreclose the mortgage, trust

deed or other conveyance in the nature of a mortgage (hereinafter
called "Mortgage") hereinafter described, pursuant to 735 ILCS
5/15-1101 et. seg. of the Illincis Code of Civil Procedure, and
joins persons named in the caption as "Defendants", as parties
hereto.

2. Attached as "EXHIBIT A" is a true copy of the Mortgage. Attached
as "EXHIBIT B" is a true copy of the Note secured thereby.

3. Information concerning said Mortgage:
(a) Nature of the instrument: Mortgage.
(b) Date of the Mortgage: July 28” 2006
(¢) Name of the mortgagors or grantors:
JOSEPH YOUNES;
(d) Name of the mortgagee, trustee or grantee in the Mortgage:
M.E.R.S., INC. AS NOMINEE FOR HLB MORTGAGE

(e) Date of Recording or Registering: August 16, 2006

(f) Place of Recording or Registering:
Office of the Recorder of Deeds of Cook County, Illinois
- 1}

(g) Identification of Recording: Document No. 0622826138



(k)

Interest Subject to the mortgage: Fee Simple.

Amount of Original Indebtedness: $583,100.00

Capacity in which Plaintiff brings this suit: Plaintiff is
the legal holder, agent or nominee of the legal holder, of
the indebtedness. Plaintiff is the owner, agent or nominee
of the owner, of the Mortgage given as security.

Legal description of mortgaged premises:

THE EAST 66 FEET OF LOT 8 IN C.J. HULLS SURDIVISION OF BLOCK
51 IN CANAL TRUSTEE'S SUBDIVISION OF SECTION 33, TOWNSHID 40
NORTH, RANGE 14, EAST OF THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN
COOK COUNTY, ILLINQIS.

COMMONLY KNOWN AS:

{1)

{(n)

1720 NORTH SEDGWICK STREET
CHICAGO, IL 60614

TAX ID# 14-33-324-044-0000

Statement as to amount now due: After all payments received
have been applied, mortgagors are now in default for the
monthly payments for June 2007 through the present; the
balance due on the Note and the Mortgage is the total of the
principal balance of $579,991.10, plus interest, costs and
fees, and advances if any, made by the plaintiff. The
current per diem interest rate is $139.04 .

Name of present owners of said premises:
JOSEPH YOUNES;

Names of persons in addition to said owners, but excluding
any non-record claimants as defined in the Illinois Mortgage.
and Foreclosure Act who are joined as Defendants and whose
interest in, or lien on, the mortgaged real estate is sought
to be terminated:

M.E.R.S5., INC. AS NOMINEE FOR HLB MORTGAGE, by virtue
of a mortgage executed by JOSEPH YOUNES . dated
07/28/2006 recorded/registered 08/16/2006 in the
Office of the Recorder/Registr ar of Deeds COOK
County, Illinois, as document no. 0622826139, to
gecure a note in the principal sum of S 166,600.00;
said lien is inferior to that of the Plaintiff herein.

RICHARD DANIGGELIS AS DISCLOSED BY NOTICE OF FORGERY
DATED 04/20/2007, AND RECORDED 04/20/2007 IN THE
OFFICE OF THE RECORDER OF DEEDS, COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
AS DOCUMENT NUMBER 0711039132. THE INTEREST OF THIS
PARTY IS INFERIOR TO THE PLAINTIFF.

UNKNOWN HETIRS AND LEGATEES OF JOSEPH YOUNES, IF ANY ;
by virtue cof the fact that, upon information and



‘belief, may have some interest in the subject real
estate. The interest, if any, of this defendant is
subordinate and inferior to the lien and interest of
the plaintiff herein.

(0} Names of persons claimed to be personally liable for
deficiency unless personal liability is discharged in a
, Bankruptcy proceeding, or otherwise released:

JOSEPH YOUNES;

(p) Plaintiff seeks to include in the Judgment the Plaintiffrg
attorneys' fees, costs and expenses.

Plaintiff alleges that in additicen to persons designated by name
herein and the Unknown Defendants referred to above, there are
other persons, and/or non-record claimants who are interested in
this action and who have or claim some right, title, interest or
lien in, to or upon the real estate, or some part thereof, in
this Complaint described, including but not limited to the
following:

UNKNOWN OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLATIMANTS, IF ANY.

That the name of each of such persons is unknown to the Plaintiff and
on diligent inguiry cannot be ascertained, and all such persons are
therefore made party defendants to this action by the name and
description of UNKNOWN OWNERS and NON-RECORD CLAIMANTS.

5.

That should a deficiency result from the foreclosure sale of the
subject property, Plaintiff may seek an In Personam or an In Rem
deficiency judgment, unless the defendant (s) which are liable on
the subject mortgage note have had personal liability on said
nete discharged in a Bankruptcy proceeding or if said liability
has been otherwige discharged or released.

That should the subject property be vacant, the Plaintiff may
seek to have the Court find that the property is abandoned
pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/15-1603, Illinois Code of Civil Procedure.

That the Plaintiff may seek appointment of Mortgagee in
Possession or appointment of receiver.

WHEREFORE, PLAINTIFF REQUESTS:

1. A Judgment of Foreclosure and Sale.
2, A Judgment for attorneys' fees, costs and expenses .
3. An Order Approving the Foreclosure Sale and an Order

granting posgession,

4, An In Personam or an In Rem Deficiency Judgment, if
- sought, unless defendant (s) have had personal liability
on the subject mortgage note discharged in a Bankruptoy
proceeding, or otherwise released.

5. An order granting a shortened redemption period, if



‘sought.

6 . Appointment of Mortgagee in Possession or Receiver, if
., sought.
7. Such other and further relief as the Court deems just,

GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC

MERCF & ASSOC IATES
its Attorneys

PIERCE & ASSOCIATES, Attorneys Ffor Plaintiff, Suite 1300,
1 North Dearborm, Chlcago Illinois 60502
TEL. (312) 346- 9088 FAX (312) 346-1557, PAQ715886
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his form replaces CCM 0009) (6/5/03) CCG N0§9
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IN THE CI UIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
Nort 4092 ceclogsire
Ve DEPARTMENT/ ___DISTRICT

T
N OF CH 29F3Y
e MAC W\or%%qa et.al ° _Zﬁﬁﬂf e
Plaintiff Claimed $:
v V Apgr. =~ - - %
Return Date; } AT af{?]{} .‘t

Court Date:

&Rsaplr\ Nownes

Defendant

Room No.:

Address of Court District for Filing

APPEARANCE AND JURY DEMAND*

‘%eneral Appearance L2 0500 - Fee Paid &/ 0909 - No Fee
Q1 0904 - Fee Waived Q) 0908 - Trial Lawyers Appearance - No Fee

ﬁ.}ury Demand~ L} 1900 - Appearance and Jury Demand/Fee Paid
(1 1909 - Appearance and Jury Demand/No Fee Paid

The undersigned enters the appearance of: & Plaintiff @/Defendant

Richard Daniggelis

(Insert Litigam’s’Name)
Slgnatfxrf
Q) Initial Counsel of Record Tﬂ’ Pro Se (Self-represented)
U Additional Appearance Q1 Substitute Appearance
U ATTORNEY NO.: BX7R0 sE: 99500
(Please complete the fullowmg coutact information,)
Name:_R)c1ap ) PANIGGELLS '
A ' ' | Important
Atty. for:
- ' . Once this Appearance form is filed, Pphotocopies of
Address: _] ™) 7 () IU S E2 AT ST this form must be sent to all other parties named

City/State/Zip: H e #} & /:) 7/ é&é / 9/ in this case (or to their attorneys) using either regular

) : / mail, facsimile transmission (fax) or personal
Telephone: f 34 7:) éL’L Z- 05) ‘ delivery, (See lllinois Supreme Court Rules 11 and

13 for more information. )}

*Strike demand for trial by jury if not applicable.

I certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all parties who have appeared and have not heretofore
been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead.

Attorney for

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

ORIGINAL - COURT FILE



IN THE CIRC. JRT OF COUK COUNTY, BLLINOIS

| }\'Q‘i\ g ;"t// BEPARTMENT/ ( BISTRICT
é(«g/é K‘S@_J,/C PRETORE M. &7 C 7 29 43%

T4

amar ey nI’Iainﬁff-: Claimed $:
V. “ u' PR -
ol Return Date:
ficko.8 1) > e
M (L it \ S i Q_ Court Date: Qﬁ’-— ﬁ__

- Defendant

Room No.: g%@3

Address of Court District for Filing
APPEARANCE AND JURY DEMAND*

Ed General Appearance L1 0200 - Fee Paid 3 0909 - No Fee
X 0904 - Fee Waived (3 0908 - Trial Lawyers Appearance - No Fee

y_lury Bemand* 1900 - Appearance and Jury Bemand/Fee Paid
- & 1909 - Appearance and Jury Demand/No Fee Paid

The undersigned enters the appearance of: D Plaintiff  CE¥ Defendant

@\ C \..U\/“Lf’j Q(W\.; ‘v‘{c’ / S

(Iusert Litigant’s Name)

//&;/M -

// * Signature

Q) Initial Counscl of Record [ Pro Se (Self»-repnesénted)
L1 Additional Appearance bl _Substifute Appearance

CI ATTORNEY NO.._ 73/ L PrO SE: 99500
(Please complete thie following contact information.)
Pame: '@(Ld?() C..QO/)L’/'— I o :
N4 - , Important 1
Atiy. for: “Om'c 5’ N
. £ Once this Appearance form is filed, photocopies of
Address: _SC) 2 r)“ AL fw&‘)'“f Q 9— this form must be sent to all other parties named
Cl.ty/State/le 4 /z\ Lo ol Gooi ™S in this case (or to their attorneys) using either regular
. I mail, facsimile transmission (fax} or persopal
Telephone: 5 {./)" 3 ?&’ Ce33 delivery. (See Illinois Supreme Court Rules 11 and

_13 for more information.)

!
*Strike demand for trial by jury if not applicable.

I certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all parties who have appeared and have not heretofore

beea feund by the Couxt to be in default for failure to plead. Q(/_Q

| m%\
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

ORIGINAL - COURT FILE gy




IN THE CIRCULT COURT OF COOK. COUNTY, HLLINOIS
' DEPARTMENT/ - BISTRICT

b -~ 070429758

&QJUK 0F /'721_74_6' Z/t/jf

Plaintiff Claimed $;
Y.
‘ . : Return I?ate:
/&ICZhG /'f(:’{ [)hz'/t//éaé)é—/./s Court Date;;
Defendant
g Room No.: j °L&
Address of Court District for F:lmg
APPEARANCE AND JURY DEMAND* C
£} Genarat Appearance &' 0900.- Kee Paid: - O 0909 - No Fee - -

O 0904 - Fee Waiyed {1 0908 - Trial Lawyers Appearance - No Fee

. D Jury Bemand* - LI 1990 - Appeavance and Jury Demand/FeePaid
- &Y 1909 - Appearance and Jury Demand/No Fee Pad.

The undersigaed: enters tha appearauce of3 D Plaintiff %Bﬁfendaat

£ 10 hGECl O ICGELTS
e nsert Litigant's Name)

‘ ] fff{’/ il il /f_[a/p[tﬁ(f/mﬁ/f‘_\, [@

D Inifiak Counsel rofRecord L Bm&e(ﬂelf-mpnwenteda
0 3 AdiilﬂonalAp AFHUCE ) ey hstitate Appeasance

{Please complote t.he o Towing contant information.)y

I

J.ﬂame' A o/?‘//ce 0" 9D ﬂoapg,é, [EEEESSES : ; = "
Atty. for: e fﬂ‘c‘:"fuﬂ/-?/u/ mp ﬂkd, » )
. -~ | Once this Appearance form is ; photocapies o)
Addms‘ SUAA Noelh t ’ég/bm/u/ S this form must be sent te all other parties name:
CltnyfatefZIp Q4 Cl() L (20Cc 17 in this case (or to their atforneys) using either regula
matl, facsimile transmission (fax) ot persona.
Telephone: 3 el “5,75 "33 delw:ery. (See IHinois Supreme Court Rules 11 an:
- 7 13 atio
*Strike demand for trial by jury if not applicalle, for more.information,) : _—

I certify that a eopy of the within instrument was served on all parﬁes who have appeared and have not heretoﬁ
been-found by the Court to be in-default for failupe to plead. . ‘

o Attorney for

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

* OQRIGINAL - COURT FILE



IN THE CIRCUI’P COURT OF COOK COUNTY ILLINOIS
COLINTY DEPARTMENT CHANCERY DIVISION

» i‘! ”;3 {!!J gg !:!‘-4

LASALLE BANK N.A. et al.,

Plaintiffs,
VS,

Case No. 07-CH 29738

RICHARD DANIGGELIS, et al, Judge Delort

Defendants,

APPEARANCE

The undersigned enters 2 General Appearance on behalf of:

the COUNTER-DEFENDANTS,

PAUL L. SHELTON
TRUST ONE MORTGAGE CORPORATION
INVEST ONE, LI.C
SHELTON LAW GROUP, LLC
By; Vel et Clelte. gtoa’
Attorneys for Defendants
Atty No 15323
Richard Gellersted
SHELTON LAW GROUP, LLC

1415 W 22rd Street — Tower east
Oak Brook, IL 60523
630~575-0575

630-575-0316 fax

I certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all parties who have appeared and have
not heretofore been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead.

A Lo Cdlon Ty

Attorney for Defendants




"IN THE CIR-'GU{I‘F)(.}\_QE_JRI OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINQIS
CO}{M’]}X DEPARTMENT, CHANCERY DIVISION

Nig BN
LASAILLE BANK N.A. et a{.’,”“ Lz

Plaintiffs,
V8. Case No. 07-CH 29738

RICHARD DANIGGELIS, et al. Judge Delort

M S Mt Ml M et N N

Defendants,

 APPEARANCE

The undersigned enters a General Appearance on behalf of:
the COUNTER-DEFENDANTS,

PAUL L. SHELTON
TRUST ONE MORTGAGE CORPORATION

INVEST ONE, LLC

SHELTON LAW GROUP, LLC

By: el Coll s

Attorneys for Defendants

Atty No 15323

Richard Gellersted

SHELTON LAW GROUP, LLC
1415 W 220d Street — Tower east
Oak Brook, IL 60523
630-575-0575

630-575-0316 fax

T certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all parties who have appeared and have
not heretofore been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead,

A Lol Colllo sy

Attorney for Defendants




IN'THE CIRCUTF COURT OFf €O COUNFY, ILLINOIS
' . DEPARTMENT/__ . DISTRICT

Mo __(TCHAGTIS

Clsimed $: .

_BARK of Aimeeicd

Plainfiff

vl .
Beturn Qam:

/&/C/?chf@/ O/';/U/&DCQEZ._/IS ! . Court Date;

Defendant

Roc_:m Nol.: J

. : “hddress of Court District Tor Filing ,
S APPEARANCEANDJURY S w
£ @ensral Appravsuce £ 0800 Meo Paid: , l:l 09_09 -NeFeo: ° -
: ' - L 0964! - Fee Wai'yed; . £1 0908 Trigt Lawyers Appearance - No Fee

‘ ﬂ Jury Demsnd* - LX 1990 - Ajpeavauice and Jury Demend/FeoPaid ’
' . - & 1909 - Appesrauge 2nd Jury Demand/No Pee Pud

The undersigood en.tans ﬁm appearanr,e oft L Phaintifr ﬁnefendnnt
£ 10 har ol Do I1cGEL TS

£] ane's nme)

ﬁf/(/ a (al A[ca, umd A (&

D" Imﬁatﬁfwnsel‘ofmmrd U Pm&(mmpmmdi .
&l Adiditional ApgeniiTte
“ B rmoiaeri
. (Please completo-the fellorng tontact mfumntiom)'
F}gm LA 0FcE o b LRVID (00/26&

Aty fore __ DEAE/ IO AT

Address: ?05?5’ A BRI FEEriprT Jf
CityIStatefZi.p 14 /fdd Tl (o0 t?
Teleghone; B2+ 3’75 533,

‘*Strilte demand for tm,nl by § }urg if not applicable.

I eerhfy that Y copy of the within instrument was served on a{l parties who have appeared and have uot hemtofa
been-found-by-the Comto be in default for failare topkiad. . .

hY

Once this Appearance form is filed; photocopies of
this form must be sent ta ail other partles namec
in this case (or to their attorneys) using either regula
mail, facsimile transmission {fax) ot persona.
delivery. (See Qlinols Supreme Comvf Rules I an
I3 for more. information.} .

! Afttoracy for

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
ORIGINAL - COURT FILE



Rev. 412/01) CCL

ST AR T RO R I T o T R T e ——

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CHANCERY DIVISION

LaSalle B N.A. : -
el Plaintif ovcw 29738
V. No. 04979
Richard Daniggeli, et al.
' Defendant
APPEARANCE

@ GENERAL APPEARANCE 05400 - APPEARANCE - FEE PAID; 1909 - APPEABANCE - NO FEE; .
0904 - APPEARANCE FILED - FEE WAIVED .
L] SPECIAL AND LIMITED APPEARANCE 0905 - SPECIAL APPEARANCE - FEE PAID

9506 - SPECIAL APPEARANCE - NG FEE

(d JURY DEMAND 1000- APPEARANCE & JURY DEMAND FEE PAID; 1989 APPEARANCE & JURY DEMAND NO FEE
"The nndersigned enters the appearance of: Phaintiff M Defendant
John EaRocque, Third Party Defendant

(INSERT LITIGANT'S NAME)

INITIAL COUNSEL OF RECORD L} PROSE
& ADDITIONAL APPEARANCE L]l SUBSTITUTE APPEARANCE

A copy of this appearance shall be given to all parties whe have appeared and have ot heen fourd by the Court
to be in default.

ATTORNEY

NAME: Stone, McGuire & Siegel, P.C.
ATTORNEY FOR: John gocque
ADDRESS: 801 Skokie Blvd,
CiTY/STATE/ZIF: Northbrook, IL 6(H62
TELEPHONE: (847) 239-7555

ATTORNEY NUMBER; 42247
DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, 1LLINOIS




(Rev. 4/12/01) CCL 0530

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, Sl DIVISION

CHANCERY
LaSalle Bank, N.A |
Plaintiff
v. . No. 07 CH 29738
Calendar: 61
Richard Daniggelis, et al.,
Defendant
APPEARANCE

ﬁ GENERAL APPEARANCE 0900 - APPEARANCE - FEE PAID; (909 - APPEARANCE - NC FEE;
0904 - APPEARANCE FILED - FEE WALVED )
O SPECIAL AND LIMITED APPEARANCE 0905 - SPECIAL APPEARANCE - FEE PAID ; - )
0906 - SPECIAL APPEARANCE - NO FEE o

O Jury DEMAND 1900 - APPEARANCE & JURY DEMAND FEE PAID; 1909 AFPEARANCE & JURY DEMANDC% FEE
The undersigned enters the appearance of: CJ Plaintifr E/Defendant

Stewart Title of Illinois
(INSERT LITIGANT'S NAME)

a .
Ly L R e L L

s 2R

SIGNATURE

Ef INITIAL COUNSEL OFRECORD [ PRrROSE
[} ADDITIONAL APPEARANCE ] SUBSTITUTE APPEARANCE

A copy of this appearance shall be given to all parties who have appeared and have not been found by the Court
to be in default.

ATTORNEY RO SF,
NAME: Carrie A, Dolan/Cohon Raizes & Regal LLP ~ NAME:

ATTORNEY FOR: Defendant Stewart Title of Illinois ADDRESS:

ADDRESS: 208 S, LaSalle Street, Suite 1860 CITY/STATE/ZIP:
CITY/STATE/ZYP: Chicago, Illinois 60604 TELEPHONE:
TELEPHONE: (312) 726-2252 INSURANCE COMPANY:
INSURANCE COMPANY: ATTORNEY NUMBER 99500

ATTORNEY NUMBER; 90192

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

COUNTY DEPARTMENT — CHANCERY DIVISION
LASALLE BANK NATIONAL )
ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE FOR )
MORGAN STANLEY MORTGAGE )]
LOAN TRUST 2006-16AX )
Plaintiff, )
Vs, )
RICHARD DANIGGELIS )
Defendant, Counter-Plamtiff, )
Cross Plainnff, )
)
)
)
)

JOSEPH YOUNES; MORTGAGE
ELEGCTRONIC REGISTRATION
SYSTEMS, INC. AS NOMINEE I'OR LB
MORTGAGE UNKNOWN HERIS AND )
LEGATEES OF JOESPH YOUNES, IF )
ANY; UNKNOWN OWNERS AND NON )
RECORD CLAIMANTS, )
Defendants, Cross- )
)
) .
)
)

07CH29738 -

Defendants
PAUL SHELTON; ERIKA RHONE;
STEWART TITLE OF ILLINOIS,
Respondents in Discovery
Defendants. )
AMENDED APPEARANCE

The undersigned, as attorney, enters the appearance on behalf of Plaintiff

LASALLE BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS TRUSTEE FOR MORGAN
STANLEY MORTGAGE LOAN TRUST 2006-16AX,

- .

and the law firm of Kropik, Papuga & Shaw as attome}gg..fof'ééid Plaintiff.
& ) ,_V,_.——»Z/_ﬁ"f
AttonfeysforPlaintiff -~ -

Kropik, Papuga & Shaw
120 8. LaSalle St.
Chicago, lllinois 60603
(312) 236-6405
Attormey No, 91024 o
I certify that a copy of this appearance was served on all paffiés who have ..
appeared and have rot been found by the Court to l:ad’e?ault. ,

ﬁ-/(

it gy

ATtotieys-foz Plamtiff




1900 - Appearance & Jury Demand
0900 - Appearance Qnly '
Appearsnce (3-81) CCG-9

IN'THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - CHANCERY DIVISION

LASALLE BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION
as Trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan Trust
2006-16AX,

plaintiff,
Vs,

JOSEPH YOUNES, MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC

. REGISTRATION SYSTEMS INC., as nominee
for HLB MORTGAGE, RICHARD DANIGGELIS,
etal,

No. 07 CH 29738

defendants,

uuvvvvvvvvvvvvv

ADDITIONAL
APPEARANCE ANB-FURY-DEMAND

The undersigned, as attorney, enters the additional appearance of the plaintiff

LASALLE BANK NATIONAL ASSOCIATION,
as Trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan Trust 2006- 16AX

-

Ff\\“ll/\’\
Name John K. Kallman ‘
Attorney for Plaintiff !
Address 221 North LaSalle Street,\Smte 1200
City Chicago, IL 60601
Telephone (312) 578-1515 N
Facsimile (312) 332-3920
Atty No. 25182

I certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all parties who have appeared and have not
heretofore been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead.

H
"!m-.

| —S

i

4

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF TI{EECIRCUIT C T OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

PO



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
CHANCERY DEPARTMENT, FIRST DISTRICT

LaSalle Bank National Association

as trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan Trust
2006-16AX

Case No. 07 CH 29738

V.
Joseph Younes, Mortgage Electronic
Registration Systems, Inc., as nominee for

)

)

) .
Plaintiff. ) . ' e

) .

)

)
HLB Mortgage, Richard Daniggelis, et.al. )

AMENDED ADDITIONAL APPEARANCE

The undersigned, as attorney, enters the additional appearance of the Plaintiff

LaSalle Bank National Association as trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan Trust 2006-16AX

{M‘Mﬁg\nﬂ/\/

\‘ 2]
Name Richard Indyke
Attorney for LaSalle Bank National Association, as Trustee
Address 221 N. LaSalle St., Suite 1200
City Chicago, Illinois 60601-1305
Telephone 312-332-2828
Atty No. 20584

1 certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all parties who have appeared and
have not heretofore been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead.

h)

)Attomey fox\Plaintiff

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - CHANCERY DIVISION
GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC,
Plaintiff,

)
)
)
V. 3
RICHARD DANIGGELIS )
Defendant, Counter-Plaintiff, )
Cross Plaintiff, )
)

)

)

)

JOSEPH YOUNES; MORTGAGE
ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION
SYSTEMS, INC. AS NOMINEE FOR HLB
MORTGAGE UNKNOWN HERIS AND )
LEGATEES OF JOESPH YOUNES, IF )
ANY; UNKNOWN OWNERS AND NON )
RECORD CLAIMANTS, )
Defendants, Cross- )
Defendants )
)
)
)
)

07 CH 29738

PAUL SHELTON; ERIKA RHONE;
STEWART TITLE OF ILLINOIS,
Respondents in Discovery
' Defendants,

Lo

PR o
'APPEARANCE A =
N 5

'n\.

!
et
-3
MORTGAGE ELECTRONIC REGISTRATION SYSTEMS, INC AS I{QMIN@E
FOR GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC, - =t

and the taw firm of Kropik, Papuga & Shaw as attorpé

Atfcﬁey
Kropik, Papuga & Shaw

120 S. LaSalle St.
Chicago, Illinois 60603
(312) 236-6405
Attorney No. 91024

I certify that a copy of this appearance was served on all parties who have
appeared and have not been found by the Court to be in default.

Attorneys for Defendant



—

(This f:n-m replaces CCM 0009) CCG N009-200M-6/5/03( )

2

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
CHANCERY DIVISION
COUNTY  DEPARTMENT/ RISRRIEY

07 CH 2973
GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC No. _ 8

Plaintiff Claimed $:
¥, '
Return Date:

R;CHARD DANIGQELIS, ETAL. Court Date:

Defendant

0 7@ ?7 Room No.; -

Address of Court District for ETng

1

.

LRy
APPEARANCE ANty T
I\J =
?'—-‘ P [ :"-1
m’ General Appearance @ 0900 - Fee Paid J 0909 - No Fee e
0 0904 - Fee Waived Q) 0908 - Trial Lawyers Appearance Np Fee 3
. SR B g
E]Jw {J 1900 - Appearance and Jury Demand/Fee Paid ; 52 .
& 1909 - Appearance and Jury Demand/No Fee Paid “w
The undersigned enters the appearance of: L) Plaintiff w Defendant
JOSEPH Y OUNES
{Insert Litigant’s Nalﬁ/‘ C( CM/
, Signature '
d Initial Counsel of Record [ Pro Se (Self-represented)
U Additional A peamn@ L} Substitute Appearance
W arTORNEY pO.; 55295 8 prO SE: 99500
e
(Please complete the followifig contact information.)
Name: Craig A, Cronquist  Maloney & Craven, P, C Important
: Joseph Younes
Atty. for: P Once this Appearance form is filed, photocopies of
Address: 2093 Rand Road this form must be sent to all other parties named
o .. Des Plaines, lllinois 60016 in this case (orto their attorneys) using either regular
City/State/Zip: mail, facsimile transmission (fax) or personal
Telephone: 847-635-1341 delivery. (See lllinois Supreme Court Rules 11 and
13 for more information.)

*Strike demand for trial by jury if not applicable,

I certify that a copy of the within instrument was served on all paftigs| who Mive appea d have not heretofore
been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead

Attorney for

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COU T OF COOK COUNTY/ILLINOIS



Hd

0900 - Appearance Only fon _
Appearance i 5:"‘5 [ (3-81) CCG-9
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK cg‘f)ﬁftvg{, NOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, cmﬁ@ggy-pﬁg__\g_s N 3,

£S Tf(",-\"if\"f’.'u,rr c
GMAC MORTGAGE, LLC, Nwmgu’? r
. Plaintiff, - Ty ERagLEnk
Y.
JOSEPH YOUNES, ET AL, 07 CH 29738
Defendants,
APPEARANCE

The undersigned, as attorney, enters the appearance of the defendant Richard Daniggelis.

Benji Philips

Name: Benj1 Philips

Firm: Chicago Volunteer Legal Services
Attorney for: Defendant Richard Daniggelis
Address: 100 N, LaSalle #900

City: Chicago, I1. 60602-2405

Telephone: 312-332-7521

Atty No. 91139

I certify that a copy'of the within instrument was served on all parties who have appeared and
have not heretofore been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead.

o

Attorney

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS



(This form replaces CCM 0009) (6/5/03) CCG NOO9

IN THE CIR‘%I‘I‘IT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
Noct ga eclogure
MQ%%S DEPARTMENT/ DISTRICT
1€

6 MAC I'V\or'l”qame.Lej‘ ol vo. OF C 2% _

Plaintifl Claimed $: _ CH.
v, '
Return Date: I AUG 1y i
H

! B0ROT ,
q [ oseph Nounes Court Date: oLEnlt OF Tb BEROWN
! o Defendant

Room No.: Q?DB CS:T DE ‘Of‘"i"\

Address of Court District for Filing

APPEARANCE AND JURY DEMAND*

M}eneral Appearance Q) 0900 - Fee Paid ﬂ/ 0909 - No Fee

3 0904 - Fee Waived & 0908 - Trial Lawyers Appearance - No Fee
gJury Demand* td 1900 - Appearance and Jury Demand/Fee Paid

0O 1909 - Appearance and Jury Demand/No Fee Paid
The undersigned enters the appearance of;  (l Plaintiff WDefend'ant

thlrwu’op Dq n1ggée f{S
{Insert Litigait’s’Name) .
LY
Signatlire

@ Initial Counsel of Record V Pro Se (Self-represented)
0 Additionat Appearance {1 Substitute Appearance

0 ATTORNEY NO.; KPR SE: 99500
(Please complete the following contact information.)

Name: K)CME.@ Da N//';GE(/ /S

Atty. for:

Once this Appearance form is filed, photocopies of
Address: —D—lLAL_WjI this forin must be sent to all other parties named
City/State/Zip: . H/CH G 0 7=/ 66 ] ﬂ/ in this case (or to their atiorneys) using either regnlar

! / mail, fucsimile transmission (fax) or personal
Telephone: f? / ?D 642~ 45 delivery. (See Illinois Supreme Court Rules 11 and

. .. . 13 for more information.)
*Strike demand for trial by jury if not applicable. -

I

|

Important

I certify that a copy of the within instrument was served an all parties whe have appeared and have not heretofore
been found by the Court to be in default for failure to plead.

Attorney for

DOROTHY BROWN, CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

ORIGINAL - COURT FILE



CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
LAW DIV., RM 2003 DALEY CTR.
CHICAGO, IL. 60602

ID: LDZDO7CH25738 20150807400003
SHELTON AND YOUNES
120 E QGDEN AV #1918

HINSDALE IL 60521
*F rxk NOT I.C E *+ % % % %
CABE 07-CH-29738
GHMAC HORTGAGE LLC v, YOUNES JOSEPH

THIS CAUSE IS5 SCHEDULED TO APPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FOR STATUS ON
VEDNESDAY, THE 26TH DAY QF AUGUST 2015, IN ROOM Z0D0S5 AT 10:30 A.HM
AT THE R.J. DALEY CENTER, 5C ¥ WASHINGTON, CHICAGO,IL

FLEASE BE PREPARED TO REPCORT REGARDING THE NATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DAMAGES, AND ANY OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY,

THE ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE FLATNTIFF, OR THE PRC 3E PLAINTIFF
MUST PROVIDE A COPY OF THE TWO NOST RECENT CASE MANAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE ASSIGMMENT JUDGE TO REVIEW.

BY JUDGE JAMES P. FLANNERY JR.

AR%% ALL ATTORMNEYS OF RRECORD MNUST APPEAR *#%7
ATTENTION: EFFECTIVE JAWUARY 2, 2014, PARTIES RECEIVING
POSTCARD NOTICE WILL BE CHARGED i STATUTORY FEE OF $15.00 +

POSTAGE. TO AVOID THIS FEE REGISTER FOR ELECTRONIC COURT
NOTICE AT WWW.COOKCOUNTYCLEREOFCQURT,.ORG,



CIRCUIT CCOURT OF COOR COUNTY
LAY DIV., RM 2003 DALEY CTR,
CHICAGO, IL. 60602

ID: LDZ007TCHZ29738 20150807400004
AT: INDYKE RICHARD
TO: RINDYKEWSECGLOBAL.NET

AT NOTICE * % % & #
CASE 07-CH-~29738
GHAC MNORTGAGE LLC V. YOUNES JOSEPH
THIS CAUSE I3 SCHEDULED TO AFPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FOR STATUS ON
WEDNESDAY, THE 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2015, IN ROOM 2005 AT 10:30 A.H
AT THE R,J. DALEY CENTER, 50 W WASHINGTON, CHICAGO,IL
PLEASE BE FREFARED TOQ REPORT REGARDING THE NATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DAMAGES, AND ANY OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY.
THE ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE PLALINTIFF, OR THE PRO 3E PLAINTIFF
HUST PROVIDE A COPY OF THE TUQ MOST RECENT CASE MANAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE ASSIGNNENT JUDGE TO REVIEW,
BY JUDGE JAMES P, FLANNERY JR.

**%% ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD MUST APPEAR ##%7



CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY
LAW DIV., RH ZD03 DALEY CTR.
CHICAGO, IL. 80602

ID: LDZOD7CH29738 20150807400005
KALLMAN JOHN K
221 N LASALLE #1200

CHICAGO IL 50601
* % * % F NOTICE * %% 7 %
CASE 07-CH-29738

GMAC MORTGAGE LLC v. YOUNES JOSEPH

THIS CAUSE IS SCHEDULED TO APPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FOR STATUS ON
-WEPNESDAY, THE 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2ZDi5, IN ROOM 2005 AT 10:30 A.M
AT THE R.J. DALEY CENTER, 50 U VASHINGTON, CHICAGO,IL

PLEASE BE PREPARED TO REPORT. REGARDING THE NATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DAMAGES, AND ANY OUTSTANDING DISCCVERY,

THE ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE PRO SE PLAINTIFF
HUST PROVIDE 4L COFY OF THE TYO HOST RECENT CASE MANAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE ASSIGNHENT JUDGE TO REVIEY,

BY JUDGE JAMES P, FLANNERY JR.

#%%% ALL ATTORWNEYS OF RECORD MUST APPEAR wwnrw
ATTENTION: EFFECTIVE JANUARY 2z, 2014, PARTIES RECEIVING
POSTCARD NOTICE WILL BE CHARGED A STATUTORY FEE OF $15.00 +

FOSTAGE, TO AVQID THIS FEE REGISTER FOR ELECTRONIC COURT
NOTICE AT UWW,.COOKCOUNTYCLERKOFCOURT.ORG.



CIRCUIT COQURT OF COCE COUNTY
LAW DIV,, RH 2003 DALEY CTR.
CHICAGO, TL. 60602

ID: LDZOO7CHZ9738 20150807400006
GALIC ANDJELKO
134N LASALLE 1510

CHICAGO IL 60602
**x 7% NOTICTE #% 7 % & &
CASE 07-CH-29738
GHAC MCRTGAGE LLC V. YOUNES JOSEPH

.THIS CAUSE IS SCHEDULED TOQ AFPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FOR STATUS ON
WEPNESDAY, THE 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2015, IN ROOK z005 2T 10:30 A.M
AT THE R,J. DALEY CENTER, 50 ¥ WASHINGTON, CHICAGD, IL

PLEASE BE PREPARED TC REFORT REGARDING THE WATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DANAGES, AND ANY OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY,

THE ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE PRC SE PLAINTIFF
MUST PROVIDE A COPY OF THE TWC MOST RECENT CASE MANAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE AZ3IGNMENT JUDGE TC REVIEW.

BY JUYDGE JAMES P. FLANNERY JR,

#f%+ ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD MUST APPEAR t®##w
ATTENTION: EFFECTIVE JAWMUARY 2, 2014, PARTIES RECEIVING
POSTCARD NOTICE WILL BE CHARGED A 3ITATUTORY FEE OF $15.00 +

POSTAGE, TO AVOID THIS FEE REGISTER FOR ELECTRONIC COURT
NOTICE AT WWW.COOKCOUNTYCLEREQFCOURT.CRG.



CIRCUIT CQURT OF COOK COUNTY
LAW DIV., RM 2003 DALEY CTR.
CEICAGO, IL. 60602

ID: LDZ2007CHZ9738 20150807400007
STONE MCGUIRE SIRGEL
801 SKOKIE BLVD#z00

NORTHEROOK IL 60062
# % % %x % NOTICE * %t % %
CASE Q7-CH-29738
GHAC MORTGAGE LLC V. YOUNES JOSEPH

THIS CAUSE I3 SCHEDULED TC APPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FOR STATUS ON
WEDNEZDAY, THE Z6TH DAY QF AUGUST 2015, IN ROOHM 2005 AT 10:30 A.H
AT THE R.J. DALEY CENTER, 50 W WASHINGTON, CHICAGO, IL

FPLEASE BE PREPARED TC REPORT REGARDING THE NATURE OF THE CASE,
TEE DAMAGES, AND ANY OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY.

THE ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE FRO SE PLAINTIFF
HUST PROVIDE A COPY OF THE TWC MOST RECENT CASE MAWNAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE ASSIGNMENT JUDGE TO REVIEW.

BY JUDGE JAMES P. FLANNERY JR.

*%%% ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD MUST APPEAR ##7%
ATTENTION: EFFECTIVE JANURRY Z, 2014, PARTIEZ RECEIVING
POSTCARD NOTICE WILL BE CHARGED & STATUTORY FEE OF $15.00 +

POSTAGE. TO AVOID THIS FEE REGISTER FOR ELECTRONIC COURT
NOTICE AT WWW.COOKCCOUNTYCLERKOFCOURT,ORG,



CIRCUIT COURT OF COOE COUNTY
LAW DIV., RN 2003 PALEY CTR.
CHICAGO, IL. €0602

ID: LD2QQ7CHZ9T38 20150807400008
AT: DAVID COOPER LAW OFFICE
TQ: DCOGPERGCOOPERLAWCHICAGO,COM

5 % % ¥ NOTICE % % % % %

CABE 0O7-CH-29738

GMAC MORTGAGE LLC V. YOUNES JOSEPH

THIS CAUSE IS SCHEDULED TO APPEAR CN THE TRIAL CALL FOR STATUS ON
WEDNESLAY, THE 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2015, IN ROGM 2005 AT 10:30 A XM
AT THE R.J. DALEY CENTER, 50 ¥ PASHINGTON, CHICAGO, IL

PLEASE BE PREFARED TC REPQRT REGARDING THE NATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DANAGEZ, AND ANY OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY.

THE ATTORNEY REFRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE PRO SE PLAINTIFF
HUST PROVIDE A& COPY OF THE TUO MOST RECENT CASE MANAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE ASSIGNMENT JUDGE TO REVIEU.

BY JUDGE JAWES P. FLANNERY JR.

**EX ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD KUST APPEAR #**%



CIRCUIT COURT OF CQOK COQUNTY
LiW DTV,, RM 2003 DALEY CTR,
CHICAGO, IL. 60602

ID: LDzDO7TCH29738 20150807400008
AT: MALGWEY EUGENE WILLIAM
TO: MOTICESAMALOMEYCRAVEN,COH

**rx x* NOTICE % % % % #
CASE O07-CH-29735

GHAC MORTGAGE LLC V. YOUNES JOSEPH

THIS CAUSE IS SCHEDULED TO APPEAR CN THE TRIAL CALL FOR 3TATUS ON
WEDNESDAY, THE 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2015, IN RCOHM 2003 AT 10:30 A M
AT THE R.J. DALEY CENTER, S50 W WASHINGTON, CHIGAGO, IL

PLEASE DBE PREPARED TQ REPORT REGARDING THE NATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DANAGES, AND ANY OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY.

THE ATTORMEY REPRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE PRO SE PLAINTIFF
HUST PROVIDE A4 COPY OF THE TWO MOST RECENT CASE MANAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE ASSIGNMENT JUDGE TO REVIEW.

BY JUDGE JAMES P, FLANNERY JR.

#F5% ARL ATTORWEYS OF RECORD HMUST APPEAR *#%%



CIRCUIT COURT OF COOR CCUNTY
LAW DIV.,, RMY 2003 DALEY CTR.
CRICAGO, IL. 60602

ID: LDZ20Q7CHZO738 2018080740001D
AT: COHON RAIZES&REGAL LLP
TO: DOCKETINGECOHONRAIZES,CON

*x x % NOTICE & % % % «
CASE D7-CH-Z9738
GHAC HNORTGAGE LLC V. YOUNES JOSEPH

THIS CAUSE IS SCHEDULED TO APPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FOR 3TATUS ON
WEDNESDAY, THE 26TH DAY OF AUGUST 2015, IN ROOM 2005 AT i0:30 AWK
AT THE R,J. DALEY CENTER, 50 U WASHINGTON, CHICAGO,IL

PLEASE BE PREPARED TO REPORT REGARDING THE WATURE OF THE CRSE,
THE DAMAGES, AND ANY QUTSTANDING DISCOVERY.

THE ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE PRC SE PLAINTIFF
MUST FPROVIDE A COPY OF THE TWQ MOST RECENT CLSE HANAGEMENT QRDER.
FOR THE ASSIGNHENT JUDGE TO REVIEW. .

BY JUDGE JAMES P. FLANNERY JR.

®®%% ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECQRD NUST APPEAR t+%%



CIRCUIT COURT OF COCK COUNTY
LAW DIV., RN 2003 DALEY CTR.
CHICAGO, IL. 60602

ID: LD200QFCH29738 20150807400011
AT: KROPIK PAPUGA AND 3HAU
TO: KROPIKGKROPIK.NET

8 F v 8 NOTICE * % % % *

CASE 0(7-CH-29738

GHAC HORTGARGE LLC V. YOUNES JOSEPH

THIS CAUSE IS5 SCHEDULED TO APPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FOR 3TATUS ON
VEDNE3DLY, THE 26TH LAY OF AUGUST 2015, IN ROOM 2005 LT 10:30 A.X
AT THE R.J. DALEY CENTER, 50 W WASHINGTON, CHICAGO,IL

PLEASE BE PREPARED TO REFORT REGARDING THE NATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DAMAGES, AND ANY OQUTSTANDING DISCOVERY.

THE ATTCORNEY REPRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE FRO SE PLAINTIFF
NUST FPROVIDE A COPY OF THE TUC MCST RECENT CASE MWANAGEMENT OQRDERS
FOR THE ASSIGNMENT JUIGE TC REVIEW,

BY JUDGE JAMES P. FLANNERY JR.

#xa% ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD MUST AFPFEAR ##7%%



CIRCUIT COURT OF CQOOK COUNTY
LAW DIV., RM 2003 DALEY CTR.
CHICAGQ, IL. 60602

ID: LD2007CH29738 20150807400012
CHICAGO VOLUNTEER LEGAL SERV
33 N DEARBORN 400

CHICLGO I, 60602
# % % % % MOTICE * * % & #%
CASE 07-CH-25738
GHAC HORTGAGE LLC . YOUNES JOSEPH

THIS CAUSE IS SCHEDULED TO APPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FGR STATUS ON
WEDNESDAY, THE 26TH DAY OF AUGUIT 2015, IN ROOM 2005 AT 10:30 A.HM
AT THE R.J. DALEY CENTER, S50 T WASHINGTCN, CHICAGO, IL

PLEASE BE PREFARED TO REPORT REGARDING THE MATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DAMAGES, AND ANY OUTSTANDING DISCOVERY.

THE ATTORNEY REPRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE PRO SE PLAINTIFF
HUST PRCVIDE A COPY OF THE TWC MOST RECENT CASE MAMAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE ASSIGNEENT JUDGE TO REVIEY.

BY JUDGE JAMES P. FLANNERY JR.

#®%% ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD MUST APPEAR ##w®w
ATTENTION: EFFECTIVE JANUARY 2, 2014, PARTIES RECEIVING
POSTCARD NOTICE WILL BE CHARGED A STATUTORY FEE OF §15.00 +

POSTAGE., TO AVOID THIS FEE REGISTER FQR ELECTRONIC COURT
NOTICE AT UWW.COORCOUNTYCLERKOFCQURT, ORG.



CIRCUIT COURT OF COQOK COUNTY
LAV DIV.,, RM 2003 DALEY CTR.
CHICAGO, IL. 60602

ID: LD2007CH29738 20150807400013
AT: PIERCE & ASSOCIATES
TC: CMCNOTICESRPIERCESERVICES.COX

'ﬁﬂ'ﬂ'ﬁ'tNOTICE * ¥ X % %
CASE 07-CH-28738

GMAC HORTGAGE LLC V. YOUNES JOSEPH
THIS CAUSE IS SCHEDULED TO APPEAR ON THE TRIAL CALL FOR STATUS ON
VEDNESDAY, THE 26TH DAY OF ATGUST 2015, IN ROOM 2005 AT 10:30 AR
AT THE R.J. DALEY CENTER, 50 U VASHINGTON, CHICAGO,IL
PLEASE BE PREPARED T¢ REPCRT REGARDING THE MATURE OF THE CASE,
THE DAMAGES, AND ANY QUTSTANDING DISCOVERY.
TEE ATTORNEY REFRESENTING THE PLAINTIFF, OR THE PRO SE PLAINTIFF
¥UST PROVIDE A COPY GF THE TWO MOST RECENT CASE MANAGEMENT ORDERS
FOR THE ASSIGNHMENT JUDGE TO REVIEW, :
BY JUDGE JAMES P, FLANNERY JR.

FEFF ALL ATTORNEYS OF RECORD MUST APPEAR *7%%
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

-maC_ )i

v \ Ne 0TCHITTSY
)
)
)

v OANLS

. o
SN
[

. //ﬂ
ORDER

This casc coming to be heard for status, and the Court determining that this case is

appropriate for assignment to an (Please Circle):

dual Commercnal) {Motiori) (Individual Tax and Misc. Remedies). calendar

— T
(Indivi

3 -sd B70

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this case is assigned, pursuant to a random/prior

computer assignment, to Judge /I/G\_f [QF\

Calendar ___ UL.-) , for case management. %{ﬁ
This case is set for case management on %Q)O#Qﬂ”é—&) BN ZO/é

at 9. 3(-) i am/pm in Courtroom / ?/7-

Name: ENTER:

Atty. No: O Judge James P, Flannery, Jr. .
Atty. For:

Address: [/ AUG 26 2015 W ﬁ")
City: ' JUDG . A 7

Telel.)honc: ' Circuit Court~ 1505 ﬂ’ /’;%ﬂﬁ/

CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUINTYV



IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

)
(GMIC | o
o e 07 eh 36736

) ' _
foss

ORDER

Neither party having appeared, or

is continued to __ 6 ”/‘["/t—

at

| the Court’s own motion, this case

Failure to appear may result in the case

prosecution.

A

Atty No.
Atfty Name:
Attorney for:
Address:
City:

Phone:

Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circu

& 41, for status.

being dismissed for want of

ENTERED
JUDGE SANJAY TAVLOR-1870,

SEP ¢ 2 2055 cCl
GLER?(%%?;EEIE?[%’%WC. BN\! ;

DEPUTY CLERK -

! P
Enter: Q_—\

it Court of Cook County, Illinois




IN THE CIRCUIT COQURT OF COOK CQUNTY, ILLINOIS

(Gmne.

\/@ (,L_V\JLS

ORDER

vuuuu’vvvv

No. @‘—? C‘/L| 3973?

Neither party having appeared, o the Court’s own motion, this case

is continued to ____ [Z "/(["/K_-

':1t_

Failure to appear may result in the case

prosecution. .

Atty No.
Atty Name:
Aitorney for:
Address:
City:

Phane;

Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Cirey

“ ‘?‘0@4,% for status. -

being dismissed for want of

o
ENTERED
JUDGE SANJAY TNLOR- 1870Q |
SEP £ 2:2015
DORDTHY BROW
GLERK OF THE GIRCUIT O}
CE LGN G G

’ G AL
DEPUTY GLERK 7

P
Enter: 9’\

it Court of Cook County, Hlinois




IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

Gq Mk C %
» e 07 (H 29738
VOu ey )
| )
CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER
This case is befote the court for L nitial subsequent status, or motion, counsel for ____ plaintiff,

vV defendant, —third pacs.defermtummpresent, it is hereby ordered:
Lilhod Daitygeton

4266 1. Non-opinion written discovery to be completed by o
4218 2. Non-opinion oral discovery to be completed by A~
4296 3. shall complete outstanding written discovery by o
4218 4. shall be presented for deposition by -
4253 5. Plaintiff shall serve Rule 213 f(2) and (3) disclosures by a
4253 6. . Defendant shall serve Rule 213 f(2) and (3) disclosures by
4218 7. Plaintiff’s 213 £(2) and (3) witnesses to be deposed by
4218 8. Defendant’s 213 f(2) and (3) witnesses to be deposed by
4295 9. All discovery to be completed by
4231 10 All dispositive motions shall be filed and noticed no later than
4619 11 This matter is continued to . at for;.
(check one or more) .
Service Status Pleadings Status Written Discovery Stalus
Compliance Status Settlement Status Oral Discovery Status
_____ Default/Prove Up Final Pretrial Expert Discovery Status
Pretrial (parties must be present unless excused by order of Court)
Other
4482 12 Jury/Bench trial is set to begin on at 10:30 a.m.

Itisfurtherédered:, m ) WW‘?A&/‘ "( C—ML{C:J«.?/ /év\,jrr q
TS &by 5o [0~ 7= 2@/5‘0!«?"7?0%

ROTHY BROWN :

Atty No. 3? 3 CLERR DF YOPRNerg)] COURT

Atty Name: f”’lbnf'l— CC’ 57174 e, DEPUT?’%&OREK CounTY, IL

Attorney for ﬁ-\ 7? ’

Addrcss % ﬂ #/’OL/D Judge Sanjay T. Tailor No. 1870
Phone: (3 ,L L]fré-— Cfo

City: 1?460 /(
Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County, lllinois
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

GMAC Mortgage, LLC n/k/a: Bank of America, N.A,

zka: “LaSalle Bank National Association.” aka *“US Banlk,

NA,”as trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan Trust 2006-16AX,
Plaintiff

Case No.: 2007 CH 29738

Before:

Hon. Sanjay T. Tailor,
Presiding Judge assigned —
or whichever other judge
may so preside in Law Div,

vS.

Richard B. Daniggelis,
Defendant

AFFIDAVIT OF GORDON YNE WATT

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF POLK

DORy
Before me, the undersigned Notary, on this E;H\ day of k’"‘l} o1 RIS

appeared Gordon Wayne Watts, known to me (0 be a credible person and of - lawful age who first
being duly sworn, upon his oath, deposes and says:

AFFIANT STATEMENT;

I, Gordon Wayne Watts; declare {certify, verify, and state) under penaity of perjury under
the laws of the United States of America and the States of Florida and Illinois that the
following statement is true and cotrect to the best of my knowledge:

I personally know Richard B. Daniggelis, who is the defendant in the above-captioned case, and
who was named as a defendant in at least four (4} cases related to the same subject matter:
Deutsch Bank v Daniggelis, et al. (2004-CH-10851 — in CHANCERY), GMAC Morigage, ef al.
v. Daniggelis, et al. (2007-CH-29738 ~ in CHANCERY), and Younes v _Daniggelis (2014-MI-
701473 — in CIVIL) - and this case, GMAC Mortgage, e!f al. v._Daniggelis, et al. (2007-CH-
29738 — in the LAW DIVISION). Mr. Daniggelis made me aware of mortgage fraud, but while [
believed him, 1 had no proof of it. However, when [ later obtained proof of fraud (via a Public
Records request to This Court), [ then discovered that This Court had not been made aware of
much of the proof that | found through my own private research, So, 1 felt a moral obligation to
bring to the attention of This Court said proof, and am doing so via this communication:
Statements of Facts, Documentation 1o Verify, and Arguments at law —~whereof,

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH:

(1) I metMr Daniggelis when Robert. J. More, who was his tenant from about Jan 2011 until
about Oct 2013, called ime from Daniggelis' home phone (312-642-0044), exposing the number
via caller-ID. I have known Mr. Daniggelis for several years, but only via phone conversation; 1

have not met him in person.
{2)  Two of these cases have been appealed to the First District Appellate Court, where Mr.

Page | of 9 of Affidavit of Gordon Wayne Watts



Daniggelis is being represented pro bono by Attorney Andjelko Galic, another good friend of
mine. At last check, the record on appeal was not timely submitted by Atty. Galic, in either
appeals case (probably due to his heavy workicad), and both of Daniggelis' appeals are (I'm
guessing) in jeopardy of being dismissed for want of prosecution, [[Update: Since my earlier
affidavit in the sister cases, 1 was informed by the First Appellate Court that one of the appeals,
I-15-00062, Younes v_Daniggelis, was indeed dismissed for want of prosecution, as T had feared.
That case is still in grave jeopardy as T speak —and pending on motion for reinstatement by
Daniggelis' attorney of record, Mr, Galic. My request to intervene as both an Amicus Curiae and
also an interested party (non-record claimant prospective / heir-legatee), was time-stamped
earlier than the dismissal, and my motions are also being reviewed; however my motions, being
nunc pro tunc, due to the time-stamp, as guaranteed by Illinois Supreme Court Rule 373 (Date of
Filing Papers in Reviewing Court; Certificate or Affidavit of Mailing) are timely, and not late as
with Mr. Galic's filings.]]

(3) | rarely litigate (since I'm not a lawyer), but T feel that This Honourable Court should
probably know about one case in which 1 participated, because it is relevant to my credibility to
make legal arguments in Daniggelis’ case:

* [n Re. GORDON WAYNE WATTS (as next friend of THERESA MARIE 'TERRI'
SCHIAVO), No. 5C03-2420 (Fla. Feb.23, 2005), denied 4-3 on rehearing. (Watts
got 42.7% of his panel)

(p://www floridasupremecourt.org/clerk/dispositions/2005/2/03-24 20reh . pdf

* In Re: JEB BUSH, GOVERNOR OF FLORIDA, ET AL v MICHAEL
SCHIAVQ, GUARDIAN: THERESA SCHIAVO, No. SC(04-925 (Fla. Oct.21,
2004), denied 7-0 on rehearing. (Bush got 0.0% of his panel before the same
court) http://www.floridasupremecourt.org/clerk/dispositions/2004/10/04-
925reh.pdf

* Schiavo ex rel_Schindler v. Schiavo ex rel. Schigvo, 403 F.3d 1223, 2005 WL
648897 (11th Cir. Mar.23, 2005), denied 2-1 on appeal. (Terri Schiavo's own
blood family only got 33.3% of their panel on the Federal Appeals level)
http://media.cal | uscourts. gov/opinions/pub/files/200511556.pdf

) As shown above, 1 almost won 'the' *Terri Schiavo” case — all by myself - and on the
merits (it got past the clerk, who rules on technical issues, and was presented to the full court on
the merits). [ almost won, doing better than all others on our side combined. I am not mentioning
this to brag[**]. but rather merely to assure This Court that, while | am not a lawyer, | do know
something of law, and thus “may be of considerable help to the Court,” as R.37.1 of the U.S.
Supreme Court states regarding Amicus Curige briefs. [**]This was a double miracle: not only
my skill but even maore-so my faith or courage (o proceed against impaossible odds and strong
opposition in a highly controversial public case.

(3) My Interests: Not only is Daniggelis a personal friend of mine, but moreover, even were
he a total stranger, | would be outraged at the injustices here, once | realised what happened. 1 am
only one person (and thereby limited in all respects), but 1 feel that one person can make a

difference.
Pupe 2 of 9 of Affidavit of Gordon Wayne Watls



(6) I am the sole author of this affidavit, the accompanying proposed Amicus Curiae
brief, and the related motion for leave to file and notice thereof.

(7)  The following chronology of the facts is true and correct to the best of my
knowledge, based on both lengthy conversations I've had with Daniggelis, and also based

my own research (Public Records requests from your court, ete.) to verify his assertions of
fact:

The property which is the subject of all this litigation, 1720 N. Sedgwick St., Chicago 1L
60614, is a house and land which was in Daniggelis’ family for many years, and, at some point,

passed down to him, with him as the sole owner. [[Correction and/or; clarification: [n an carlier

version of this affidavit, which 1 had ﬁfcd in the Chancery case, bearing the same case-file
number, | used the phrase “passed down to him, with him as the sole owner,” as you see above.
While this over-broad “passed down to him” [anguage seemed technically correct to me, given
that I did not know the details of how it was “passed down” (inheritance, gift, purchase, buyout,
etc.?), when speaking with Mr. Daniggelis by phone recently, he said this was imprecise and an
inaccurate description: He claims that he bought out the shares of other relatives, thus gaining
ownership of his house. I shall leave the original language in for purposes of consistency with
my prior filing —and transgafency, admitting my grammatical snafu here; however: Let this
notice serve as a correction to all prior versions filed in poth the 2007-CH-29738 Chancery
“sister case” gnd the other related case, 2014-M1-701473; Younes v Daniggelis, — My apologies
for any distractions that may dilute from my affidavit regarding these very grave injustices.])

Af some later point, Daniggelis became overwhelmed with the combined financial burden
of the upkeep and, particularly, the payments, since it is an expensive house, and he was the sole
owner, Subsequently, he put an ad in the paper to seek help, either for refinancing, investors,

tenets, and/or repairs in exchange for reduced rent. (The details and timing of his requests are of

Page 3 of 9 of Affidavit of Gordon Wayne Watts



no import: The only thing that matters is who responded and what transpired.) On 7/8/2004, the
bank filed a.complaint (qutsch.Bank v. Daniggelis, et al. 2004-CH-10851) against him for
mortgage foreclosure. After proceeding pro se for a while, he retained Attorney JosephYounes to
represent him [see note of possible scrivener's ervor, below] against the bank. On 8/9/2006, the
bank moved This Court to dismiss, claiming, inter alia, that Daniggelis paid.off the subject loan,

and Judge Robert Quinn granted and dismissed. That case is not being appealed.

[[INOTE: I referred to Joseph Younes as having represented Daniggelis as his lawyer in
prior versions of this affidavit, whose language T am keeping, above. This claim was based on the

“NOTICE OF MOTION,” docketed on June 23, 2006 in Deutch Bunk Nat'l v. Daniggelis, NO.

04-CH-10831, wherein Younes cntered an appearance for Daniggelis. However, when 1 recently
spoke by phone with Daniggelis, he complained that my statement on that head was an
“inaccuracy,” and was very angry with me insofar as he claimed that Younes was never his
lawyer. For the purposes of verification, 1, Gordon Wayne Watts, now state, assert, and certify
under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109 (Sec. 1-109.
Verification by certification.), that Richard Daniggelis, the defendant in this case, did indeed tell
me this. THEREFORE, I may, possibly, have made a 'Scrivener's Error' in my claims that Younes
was Daniggelis’ lawyer. 1 do not know what actually transpired; b only know what [ see in
Younes' Notice and what Daniggelis told me, and [ suspect that there was either an honest

misunderstanding on the part of both men —or, in the alternative, perhaps Younes entered an

appearance without Daniggelis’ authorisation and permission, But, I presume both men to be

" innocent until proven guilty, and infer an honest understanding here. Nonetheless, 1 feel this

should be “looked into” further, and therefore am mentioning it now.]]
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On 10/17/2007, GMAC Mortgage filed a complaint (GMAC Mortgage, ef al. v._
Daniggelis, et al. 2007-CH-29738) against Daniggelis to foreclose, apparently a result of
subsequent financial distress, and apparently, US BANK NATIONAL ASSN subsequently
'purchased the loan and sought to continue to pursue foreclosure under subrogation. Robert J.
More, an acquaintance of mine, was staying with Daniggelis from about Jan 2011 until about Oct
-2013, for little or no rent, and he did light chores and research to help Daniggelis. (Mr. More
introduced Mr. Daniggelis to both myself and Attorney Andjelko Galic, who currently represents
Daniggelis. It is my understanding that, although More stayed with him, nonetheless, Mr.
Daniggelis was unable to attract any “regular” paying tenants, due to the dark cloud that hung
over the title, and the foreclosure proceedings —and the subsequent mortgage fraud, described
elsewhere, which instability probably scared off prospective paying tenants.) When Plaintiffs
named defendants, they included Mr. More, apparently in response to More's filing numerous
pleadings in this case, starting Qith the 6/21/2013 “INCOMING CORRESPONDENCE FILED,”
which he fited pro ae More's name is misspelled on the docket as ‘Moore,' but the correct
spelling is 'More." Robert J. More is also trespassed from this Court House, and must have an
escort to conduct business. Moreover, he is a restricted filer in this and ofher courts, based on
allegations of being a vexatious litigant. However, More has told me that he has a legal right to
intervene in this case, as he has an interest that is not being represented by any of the parties,
since, according to More, Mr. Daniggelis may owe him some consideration for his research
assistance and for. putting him in touch with Atty, Galic. Because of this, and his prior presence
on the service list in this case (2007-CH-29738), | am including him on the service list today.

Lastly, while More probably does warrant censure of vexatious litigant restrictions (due to the
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incoheren;:e in his filings), 1 will go on record as stating that More is a legat gcni.us_.. a virtual
walking case-law Encyclopadia, a savant on the order of “Rain man,” the famous 1988 movie
starring American actor, Dustin Hoffman, Thus, | feel that Mr. More may have something to
affer This Court in the way of legal analyses.

On 7/16/2008, Chicago Volunteer Legal Service entered an appearance for Daniggelis,
but did not represent Daniggelis' claims after 1/20/2010. Plaintiffs filed multiple motions for
This Cpurt to dismiss, and said motions were eventually granted. On April 20, 2007,
Daniggelis executed a Fraudulent Document Notice to both the Cook County Recorder's office
(doc number: 0711039132, on 4/20/2007) and to This Court (exhibit 'F' of the July 30, 2008
filing by Auty. Benji Philips) that the July 09, 2006 Warranty Deed (doc no: 0622826137 at the
Recorder's Office, on 8/16/2006) was a forgery. Daniggelis made this declaration (thereby .
placing a ¢loud on the title), but did not offer substantive proof (duplicate signatures, etc.)
as | am doing now. On 4/8/2011, Aity. Galic entered an appearance for Daniggelis, apparently to
replace Chicagp Volunteer Legal Service. On 02/15/2013, Judge Michael F. Otto, in this case
(GMAC_ef al., vs, Daniggelis, et al., 2007-CH-29738), in the CHANCERY DIVISION (not this
LAW DIVISION case), entered an order in favour of Younes upon his Motion for Summary
Judgment and held, as a ﬁndi'ng of law, that Younes was sole owner of the property in question
and that Daniggelis had no legal interest in said property, thereby clearing the cloud that was on
the title. For reasons that are not clear to me, on 8/12/2014, Judge Moshe Jacobius entered an
order transf'crfing this case to the Law Division {this case, that is), Galic made a late appeal to the
First Appellate Court, of the CHANCERY DIVISION case with this same case number -which

appeal was denied, but appealed to the [llinois Supreme Court, which, on 03/25/2015, entered the
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following order: “In the exercise of this Couﬁ's supervisory guthority, the Appellate Court, First
District, is directed to vacate its order in GMAC Mortgage, L;LC v. Danjggelis, case No. 1-14-
2751 (09/24/14), denying Richard Daniggelis leave to file a Jate notice of appeal. The appellate
court 15 instructed to allow Richard Daniggelis to file a late notice of appeal and hear the case.”
(27 N.E.3d 610 (2015)) That case is pending before the appeals court in case #:1-14-2751,
(This case, in the LAW DIVISION, so far as I see, however, has not been appealed.)

On 01/22/2014, Attorney Joseph Younes, who had previously represented Daniggelis in
the 2004 foreclosure case, supra, filed a F.E.D. (FORCIBLE ENTRY AND DETAINER) case
against Daniggelis in the Civil Division (Younes vs, Daniggelis, 2014-M1-701473). This was
well before the 08/12/2014 order of Judge Moshe Jacobius, transferring this case to the Law
Division.

On 01/27/2015, and after much litigation that did not inciude key findings of fact which [

found (detailed in the attached Amicus Curige brigf], Judge George Scully entered an ORDER

FOR POSSESSION in Younes vs. Daniggelis, 2014-M1-701473 — apparently in response to
Judge Otto's 02/15/2013 finding in GMAC, et al., vy. Daniggelis, et al., 2007-CH-29738 that -
Younes was sole owner, On 2/26/2015, Galic filed a notice of appeal to the First Appellate Court
in Younes v Daniggelis, case No. |-15-0662, and the appeal is pending filing of the record. On
71212015, Judge Diane Rosario entered an order extending the time for enforcement of Judge
Scully's order, The Sheriff's Department served an eviction notice to enforce Scully's order, and,
at last check, when completing the prior versions of this affidavit, Daniggelis was in t-he process
of removing i_mis belongings with the help of some employees of Younes.

Subsequent to the prior affidavit [ filed in the related cases, Daniggelis was evicted, and,
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at |ast check, Daniggelis, an elderly seventy-six (76) year-old ﬁaan_, was homeless and living on
the streets, except on some occasions where he was able to afford a rental van, into the which he
slept, according to conversatior_ls [ have had with him, tho 1 do not know specific details.

Since 1 filed the earlier versions of this affidavit of fact, besides the homelessness
jeopardy mentioned above, three (3) other key developments have transpired: First, This Court
fost or otherwise misplaced my request to supplement the record on appeal, even tho FedEx
shows it was received and signed for by the same person who. received the earlier items on
docket in the sister cases. Secondly, after | heard reports from Daniggelis of a possible attempt
by Younes to destroy the house (and thus “moot” the appeal), | made contact with a professional
photographer in Chicago, and he took photos documenting a Stop Work order by City Code,
which | am sure would not be necessary had no illegal demolition or construction been going on.
(I am not accusing Younes of anything inlentional or malicious, but it is what it is, and 1
document my strong claims.) Thirdly, and lastly, after all was said and done, [ was made aware

of the presencé of case number: GMAC v_Daniggelis, 2007-CH-29738 in this LAW DIVISION

as being a separate and distinct case —different from the case in CHANCERY by the same case
number and style.

Since [ fear for the life and health of my homeless, elderly friend, Mr. Daniggelis, and am
certain that forgery fraud was commitied (after seeing two jdentical signatures, “damning proof”
of a photocopy of signature forgery), then | felt a moral (and legal) obligation to update my
affidavit and submit it —along with arguments at law, and documents to verify —to This
Honourable Court, and hope that my plebeian status {{as a “non-lawyer” who is not rich, and
who is out-of-state —and thus unable to attend any court hearing, 'in-person,’ to present any
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motions}} would not be used as an 'excuse’ to abrogate or deny justice, Equal Protection, Due
Process, or an otherwise fair review of my concerns that laws were egregiously, "and

intentionally, broken.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NAUGHT.

Gordon Wayne@atts Aff' ant

STATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF POLK

The foreg ing instrument was acknowledged, subscribed, and sworn before me this 8& day of

¢, 2015, hy GORDON WAYNE WATTS, Aftiant, who @/ is_pot ) pna!ly
kndwn to me, who / did not ) produce identification as shown below, and who (did / did
not ) take an oath,

IDENTIFICATION TYPE:{ ‘p(- Dt‘u/{]'s étC-er\Se,

IDENTIFICATION NUMBER: (*)7( 26-0O

(*) In compliance with Rule 138, ILLINOIS SUPREME COURT RULES, “Personal Identity
Information” (b)(2), “driver’s license numbers,” | am not including my full Driver's License
Number. However, in accordance with Rule 138 (¢)(2), “A redacted filing of personal identity
information for the public record is permissible and shall onty include: the last four digits of the
driver’s license number.” Theref{)re [ am asking This Notary to use on]y the last 4 digits.

Notary Public: @ Daie: Q/S-/[ )
(Notary Stamp) My Commission Expires: Q/a??}[ [}

s * JASON CRAWFORD

A%, | Notary Puc, Sate of Porida

o Commigsion# FF 135342
My comm. expires June 23, 2018) -
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

GMAC Mortgage, LLC n/k/a: Bank of America, N.A,

aka: “LaSalle Bank National Association,” aka “US Bank,

NA,"as trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan Trust 2006-16AX,
Plaintiff

vs.

-Richard B. Daniggelis,
Defendant

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

—————
Notice of Motion

To: This Honourable Court and all parties being served (see attached ser

Case No.: 2007 CH 29738

Before:

Hon. Sanjay T. Tailor,
Presiding Judge assigned —
or whichever other judge

Law Dlv,

SEP 142015

DOROTHY BROWN
CLERK OF T
C OF IHE CIRCUIT GOURT

From: Mr. Gordon Wayne Watts, LAKELAND, Fla. (full contact data, below)

Notice Proper: On Monday, 09/14/2015, at 09:20am CST (10:20am EST), when you have your
Case Management Conference, I shall{[**]], via Teleconference, as the Supreme Court Rules
- allow, appear “telephonically” before any judge sitting assigned to this case and present the
attached “Motion for leave to file Amicus Curiae brief,” with supporting Exhibits and an Index
of said Exhibits. Barring that, on such day and time: from today, Wed. 09 Sept 2015, until Mon.

01 Jan. 2017, as This Court deems appropriate, 1 shall so appear.

My appearance, if it is required (it may not bef[***]]} may not be in person, due to the
fact that I reside in Lakeland, FL, which is too distant for me to reasonably travel from Lakeland

(between Tampa & Orlando) to Cook County, IL.

[[**]] I shall, to the best of my ability, make myself available to This Court by telephone,
email, and standard postal mail, and will do so, barring an Act of God or other unpreventable
disaster. See Art. 1, Rule 185 (Telephone Conferences), R.Civ. Proceedings in the Trial Court,

Rule 206(h)(Remote Electronic Means Depositions), etc.

[[***]] While I would like to appear “in person,” as is usually done in cases like this, I
can not; however, many motions are considered by printed form only, so I trust that my travel

handicap should not impair the wheels of justice or frustrate Due Process.

Prayer for Relief: Please review and rule on the motions even in my absence (both that

described in this notice and those which I filed earlier in this case).

CERTIFICATE AND AFFIDAVIT OF DELIVERY (aka: Certificate of Service)

The undersigned, hereby certifies under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to 735
ILCS 5/1-109, that the above notice and all attached pleadings were delivered to the following

parties as indicated:

Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circuit Court, Richard J. Daley Center, Room 1001, 50 West
Washington Street, Chicago, Illinois 60602, PH: 312-603-5031 (5133: Chancery / 5116: Civil /

6930, 5426: Law), Hours: 8:30am—+4:30pm (CST)

”
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Andjelko Galic, Esq. (atty for Defendant, Daniggelis) (Atty No.: 33013)

134 N. LaSalle St., STE 1040 — Email: AndjelkoGalic@Hotmail.com
CHICAGO IL, 60602 — (Cell: 312-217-5433, FAX: 312-986-1810, PH: 312-986-1510)

William D. and Linda D. Gerould
(Owners of record of subject property, according to http://CookRecorder.com)
49 Lorelei Lane, Menlo Park, CA 94025-1715

Mr. Robert J. More (Anselm45@Gmail.com) (Former tenant of Daniggelis)
P.O. Box 6926, Chicago, IL, 60680-6926 — PH: (608) 445-5181

'PIERCE & ASSOCIATES (Atty. for GMAC) (PA0715886) PH: (312) 346-9088
URL: http://www.Atty-Pierce.com/index.php?

option=com content&view=article&id=223&ltemid=112
Attn; Joseph J. Knopic, 1I, Esq., I North. Dearborn St., STE #1300 CHICAGO IL, 60602

Richard Indyke, Esq. (312-332-2828 Atty for LaSalle Bank Natl Assn),
John K. Kallman, Esq. (312-578-1515, atty for STG: atty no: 25182)
221 N. LaSalle St. STE 1200, Chicago, IL 60601-1305

STONE MCGUIRE SIEGEL, P.C. (Atty for JOHN LAROCQUE) PH: (847) 239-7555
Atin: Carlo E. Poli, Esq., 801 SKOKIE BLVD, STE #200, NORTHBROOK IL, 60062

KROPIK PAPUGA AND SHAW (Atty for 'MERS' aka Mortgage Electronic Registration

Systems, Inc.) Atin: Charanne M. Papuga, bttp://Kropik.net/contact html / Kropik@Kropik.net
120 South LaSalle Street #1500, CHICAGO IL, 60603, PH: (312) 236-6405

COHON RAIZES®AL LLP (90192) (Atty for STEWART TITLE ILLINOIS)
Attn: Carrie A. Dolan, 208 S LASALLE#1860, CHICAGO IL, 60604, PH: (312) 726-2252

Stewart Title, Attn: Leigh Curry

http://www.Stewart.com/en/stc/chicago/contact-us/contact-us.html
2055 W. Army Trail Rd., STE 110, Addison, IL 60101, PH: (630) 889-4050

KING HOLLOWAY LLC (Atty, for Joseph Younes) http://www.KingHolloway.com/contact.htm

Attn: Peter M. King, Esq. PKing@kh!-law.com
One North LaSalle Street, Suite 3040, Chicago, IL 60602

(312) 780-7302 / (312) 724-8218 / Direct: (312) 724-8221

Peter King (Atty. for Joseph Younes) (Atty. No.: 48761)
¢/o: King Holloway LLC, 101 N. Wacker Dr., STE 2010, Chicago, IL 60606
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Perry Perelman (Atty no: 57398) (PPerelman@PerelmanDorf.com) (Atty. for Joseph Younes)
PERELMAN | DORF, LLC http://PerelmanDorf.com/contact/ Email: Info@PerelmanDorf.com
2059 W, Chicago Ave,, Chicago, IL 60622, PH: (312) 888-9608 / FAX: +1-312-674-7644

Joseph Younes Law Offices / htitp://ChicagoAccidentAttorney.net
120 W Madison St Ste 1405, Chicago, I1. 60602-4128

Phone: (312) 372-1122 ; Fax: (312) 372-1408

Email is thought to be: RoJoe69@yahoo.com per http://www.ZoomInfo.com/p/Joseph-
Youpes/599467626)

Craig A. Cronquist, Esq., ¢/o: Maloney & Craven, P.C. (Attys. for Joseph Younes)
2093 Rand Road, DesPlaines, IL 60016

Paul L. Shelton, Pro Se
3 Grant Square, SUITE-#363 , R
Hinsdale, IL 60521-3351

address per: http://www.iardc. org/ansl3nr0039 pdf

and: http://www.avvo.com/attorneys/60521 -il-paul-shelton-1115009.htm]
and; http:/www.martindale.cony/Paul-Leslie-Shelton/941051-lawyer.htm
and: http://www.lawyer.com/paul-leslie-shelton.htmi

and: http://www.lawyer.com/paul-shelton-il.htm]

and: http://www.lawyer.com/firm/shelton-law-group. html

Paul L. Shelton

10 North Adams Street
Hinsdale, IL 60521
PH: 630-986-5555

. —address per: https://www.idfpr.com/banks/resfin/discipline/L.02009/2009-1.0-26.pdf
and: https://www.idfpr.com/News/newsrls/05072009SheltonOrder.pdf

and: https:/www.idfpr.com/banks/resfin/discipline/2009/MBR-128-band.O-26-b.pdf
and per: htip://chicago.blockshopper.com/property/09-02-422-012/10_n_. adams

and; http://www.whitepages.com/search/FindNearby?
utf8=v &street=10+N+Adams+St&where=Hinsdale,+1L

and: h tip://www.whitepages.com/name/Mike- Shelt_o_n/ﬂmsdale IL/6y89eee

David J. Cooper
3622 N. Fremont St.
Chicago, IL 60613
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MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc.)
https://www,mersinc.org/about-us/about-us

a nominee for HLB Mortgage, Janis Smith — (703) 738-0230 — Email: JanisS@mersinc.org

Vice President, Corporate Communications, Sandra Troutman —~ (703) 761-1274 — Email:
SandraT(@mersinc.org — Director, Corporate Communications

1595 Springhill Rd., STE 310, Vienna VA 22182, PH: (703) 761-0694 / (800)-646-6377

I, Gordon Wayne Watts, the undersigned, hereby certify under penalties of perjury as provided by

law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109, that the above notice and all attached pleadings (Affidavit of

Gordon Wayne Watts, Notice of Motion, Motion for leave to file Amicus Curiae brief, Amicus

Curige of Gordon Wayne Watts in the above-captioned case, and related exhibits — with an

Appendix of Exhibits) were served upon all parties listed above, this 9th__ day of
September___, 2015 by the following methods:

» FedEx 3rd-party commercial Carrier; Every party was served by FedEx [[with

delivery confirmation and tracking, should it be necessary to verify service}] excepting
the cases of a PO Box, which are not serviced by FedEx.

* See e.g., http://GordonWatts.com/MortgageFraud-Court-Filings/ or
http://GordonWayne Watts. com/MortgageFraud-Court-Filings/ for FedEx and USPS
receipts of past, present, and future filings in this cause. ‘

» United State Postal Service: The party with a PO Box, Mr. More, was served by USPS.

¢ Internet: ] shall, when practically possible, post a TRUE COPY of this filing - and
related filings — online at my official websites, infra.

Signamw "\_) Datet ). A= 9-2¢(S

Gordon™Wayne Watts, Amicus Curiae——"" i
821 Alicia Road

Lakeland, FL 33801-2113

PH: (863) 688-9880

Web: www.GordonWatts.com / www.GordonWayne Watts.com

Email: Gww]210@aol.com / Gww1210@gmajl.com

Date: Wednesday, 09 September 2015
* Watts, acting counsel of record, is not a lawyer. Per Local Rule 2.1, “Notice
of Hearing of Motions,” Watts, appearing pro se, is giving notice of his motion
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILL

COUNTY DEPARTMENT — LAW DIVISION | o c2QROTHY BROWN
QF COOK COUNTY, H. |

»

GMAC Mortgage, LLC n/k/a: Bank of America, N.A. )
aka: “LaSalle Bank National Association,” aka “US Bank, ) Case No.: 2007 CH 29738
NA, as trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan Trust 2006-16AX, )
) Before:
Plaintiff } Hon. Sanjay T. Tailor,
Vs, ) Presiding Judge assigned -
) or whichever other judge
Richard B. Daniggelis, ) may so preside in Law Div,
Defendant )
o

Motion for leave to file Amicus Curige brief

I'm not a lawyer, either by trade or by education, thus don't often file pleadings, much less
pleadings in cases “foreign” to myself (such as this case). Moreover, I understand that, in Cook
County, IL, for whatever reasons, friend of the court briefs are rarely filed, much less addressed
in the Local Rules of This Court. However, I heard of certain fraud in a case involving a persoral
friend of mine, and upon summoning Public Records, which This Court graciously provided me,
I confirmed the rumouwrs of a signature being photocopied (and thus forged). Since This
Honourable Court doesn't have a local rule addressing 4mici, I will “dip into” the Rules of the
United States Supreme Court for an analogous rule: Rule 37.1 of the U.S. Supreme Couurt states;
“1. An amicus curiaé brief that brings to the attention of the Court relevant matter not already
brought to its attention by the parties may be of considerable help to the Court.” (Emphasis
added in bold-faced underline for clarity; not in original) After reviewing the records further, I
realised that a good number of other fraudulent actions occurred, but weren't (so far as { could
see) brought to the attention of This Court by any of the parties. Thus, Rule 37.1's commeon sense
guidelines, which are good enough for the US Sup Ct, are surely good guidelines for This Court,
Therefore, I respectfully request This Court grant leave to file the attached Amicus brief,
infra. [Note: references to the record in 2007-CH-29738 refer to the CH case, not Law Division.]

AMICUS CURIAE BRIEF OF GORDON WAYNE WATTS
IN SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT / APPELLANT, RICHARD B. DANIGGELIS

L Introduction
Richard B. Daniggelis, who is the defendant in this case, was named as a defendant in at

least four (4) cases related to the same subject matter: Deutsch Bank v Daniggelis, et al. (2004-

CH-10851), GMAC Mortgage, et al. v, Daniggelis, et al, (2007-CH-29738: Both this case and

the one in CHANCERY), and Younes v. Daniggelis (2014-M1-701473: in the CIVIL Division).
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Two of these cases have been appealed to the First District Appellate Court, where Mr.
Daniggelis is being represented pro bono by Attorney Andjelko Galic, another good friend of Mr.
Watts. At last check, the record on appeal was not timely submitted by Atty. Galic in gither
appeals case (apparently due to his heavy workload), and both of Daniggelis‘ appeals are likely
in jeopardy of being dismissed for want of prosecution (as clarified in the attached affidavit). As
stated earlier, Watts rarely litigates (since he is not a lawyer), but This Honourable Court should
probably know about cne case in which he participated:

* In Re: GORDON WAYNE WATTS (as next friend of THERESA MARIE 'TERR]’
SCHIAVQ), No. SC03-2420 (Fla. Feb.23, 2005), denied 4-3 on rehearing. (Watts
got 42.7% of his panel)

http.//www.floridasupremecourt. org/clerk/dispositions/2005/2/03-2420reh.pdf

* In Re: JEB BUSH, GOVERNOR OF FLORIDA, ET AL v. MICHAEL
SCHIAVO. GUARDIAN: THERESA SCHIAVQ, No. SC04-925 (Fla. Oct.21,
2004), denied 7-0 on rehearing. (Bush got 0.0% of his panel before the same
court) hitp.//www.floridasupremecourt.org/clerk/dispositions/2004/10/04-
925reh.pdf

* Schiavo ex rel. Schindler v, Schiavo ex rel. Schiavo, 403 F.3d 1223, 2005 WL
648897 (11th Cir. Mar.23, 2005), denied 2-1 on appeal. (Terri Schiavo's own
blood family only got 33.3% of their panel on the Federal Appeals level)

htp://media.cal |l .uscourts.gov/opinions/pub/files/200511556.pdf

Mr, Watts almost won 'the' “Terri Schiavo” case — all by himself - and on the merits (it
got past the clerk, who rules on technical issues, and was presented to the full court on the '
merits). 'Hé almost won, doing better than all others on his side combined. This Amicus Curiae
brief does not mentioning this to brag[**], but rather merely to assﬁre This Court that, while
Watts 1s not a lawyer, he doés know something of law, and thus “may be of considerable help to
the Court,” as R.37.1 supra states.

[**] This was a double miracle: not only Watts' skill, but even more-so his 'faith’ or
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‘courage’ 1o proceed against impossible odds and strong opposition in a highly controversial
public case.
IL. Interests of the Amicus
| Not only is Daniggelis a personal friend of Watts, but moreover, even were he a total
stranger, Mr. Watts would be outraged at the injustices here, once he realised what happened. He
feels that while he is only one person (and thereby limited in all respects),.nonetheless, one
person can make a difference.
| 1II.  Summary of the Case File / Subsequent Statement of Facts
The statements and affirmations of fact contained in the Affidavit of Amicus, Gordon
Wayne Watts, filed in the above-captioned case, are incorporated by reference herein as if fully

set forth herein.

IV.  Argument

Both Atty. Benji Philips {Chicago Volunteer Legal Service) and Atty. Andjelko Galic{*-*]
did excellent jobs of defending Richard Daniggelis against mortgage fraud; however, with all
due respect to both attorneys, they failed to advance key arguments that showed clear fraud.
Moreover, while Daniggelis knew of these facts, and he repeatedly attempted to make This Court
aware of them, he was not allowed to speak (or so Watts vividly recalls him repeatedly telling
him), and, since Daniggelis is not a lawyer, he didn't know the proper protocol and procedure to
communicate with This Court (as Watts, who is more skilled in this area, is doing today). [*-*]
Galic is to be especially commended; he is representing Daniggelis pro bono, at high financial
and personal costs to himself, since Daniggelis,:unable to access any equity in his home, which
was taken in morigage fraud, can not afford a 'Big Law’ attorney, here.
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Since Daniggelis wasn't afforded a fair hearing due to failure to introduce key evidence,
Watts' Amicus Curiae brief must invoke an “ineffective counsel” defense {as much as it is
unpleasant to state against these two fine attormeys —one of whom is a personal friend of Watts).

NOTE: Since Illinois, like Florida, recognises attorneys as 'Officers of the Court' (and not

merely private citizens), then Galic's failure was legally equivalent to a failure of the Judicial
Branch, and thus Daniggelis' Due Process was denied, and no further legal argument is needed to

advance an 'Ineffective Counsel' defense! (But we will anyhow. See infia.)

ARTICLE VIILILLINOIS RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT OF e S

2010, Preamble: a Lawyer’s Responsibilities reads: “[1] A lawyer, as a member of
the legal profession, is a representative of clients, an officer of the legal system
and a public citizen having special responsibility for the quality of justice.”

Cite: http:/fwww lllinoiscourts. gov/supremecourt/rules/art viii/artviii_new him

This, of course, implicates Fundamental Due Process. Florida case law, which is persuasive
(even if not binding) is clear on this point:

“When facts are to be considered and determined in the administration of statutes,
there must be provisions prescribed for due notice to interested parties as to time
and place of hearings with appropriate opportunity to be heard in orderly
procedure sufficient to afford due process and equal protection of the laws...”
Declaration of Rights, §§ 1,12. McRae v. Robbins, 9 So.2d 284, 151 Fia. 109. -
(Fla, 1942)

waever, since Fla. case law is supported by Federal Law (and Art. VIII. 1llinois R.Prof.
Conduct—2010, supra) , then the Suprem.acy Clause (and Illinois State Law) controls, and is
binding upon all Illinois state courts too. While Substantive Due Process (SDP) is the standard
for courts to enforce limits on legislative and executive powers (for example, over-broad or
oppressive laws which have erroneous deprivations of liberty), Daniggelis’ debrivation was a
violation of Procedural Due Process (PDP), which guarantees a party the “right to be heard” and

the “opportunity to meet it” in such proceedings (which didn't happen for Daniggelis), with
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courts basing their decision solely on the law and evidence adduced:

“The essence of due process is the requirement that "a person in jeopardy of
serious loss [be given] notice of the case against him and opportunity to meet it."

Joint Anti-Fascist Comm._v. _McGrath, 341 US. at 341 U. S. 171-172
(Frankfurter, J., concurring).” Mathews v. Eldridge, 424 U.S. 319, at 348 (1976)

This may be a case of sub-prime or predatory lending, but that's moot in light of the
newly discovered fraud. Without any further ado, here isl the fraud which was not aiready
brought to This Court's attention by all the parties in these three (3} cases:

IV.  Argument — A, Photocepied (forged) signature

Flrswtv;)fo, if yoﬁ look closely at the May 09, 2006 Warranty Deed (See Exhiﬁif_%atts~A),
you will see that the signature on it is exactly identical to the signature on the July 09, 2006
Warranty Deed. (See Exhibit Watts-B) No mere mortal can sign his or her name exactly the same
twice in a row: the latter signature is obviously a forgery. Now, in all fairness to Daniggelis'
attorneys, the 07/30/2008 filing by Atty. Benji Philips, in No. 07-CH-29738, did (at point 45 on
page 6) mention that the word 'July' was hand written over an obvious “white out.” That should
have raised red flags because the date, “09,” was type-written, meaning the month should have
been too. (The month is more easily known in advance than the day, and if either was going to be
& blank, it would have been the date, where a white-out could correct a typo.)

In all fairness to This Noble Court, since neither Philips nor Galic mentioned the
duplicate (photocopied, forged) signature, then This Court might rightly have assumed that the
date was a mere typo —and in need of “whiting-out” & correction.

However, this new piece of evidence, all by itself, establishes proof of fraud, and this

alone is sufficient to bring criminal charges against some or all parties involved (and, of

course, put a halt to and/or reverse any and all transfer of the title out of Daniggelis' name).




Before moving on to the next point, it bears mention that, after thorough review of the
record, it would appear that there is no docket entry showing where Attorneys Paul Shelton or
Joseph Younes complied with the tawful requests for depositions, This implies that they knew of
the duplicate signatures, and were trying to avoid being forced to turn on one another. They are
all innocent until proven guilty, hut someone is guilty: the duplicate signature didn't just
sign itself. Therefore, this Amicus feels that al] parties (including Erika Rhone) should be called
to testify against one another and do some explaining,

PROOF: A copy of the “May 09” deed is found as 'Exhibit C' of the 07/30/2008 Exhibits
filed by Chicago Volunteer Legal Services. A copy of the “July 09” deed — with an exactly (and
impossibly) identical signature — is found as 'Exhibit E' of same. (One does not need to be a
“handwriting expert” to see the exactness. Look, in particular, to the way that the first cursive 'g'
of Daniggelis’ crosses the 'I$' of the printed name immediately below.)

IV.  Argument - B. “Whited-out” (forged) date

This was already known to The Court, but it is being included in this enumeration to be

complete.

IV.  Argument — C, Lack of co.nsideration (payment)
The 07/30/2008 filing by Philips, in No. 07-CH-29738, did (point 50, p.6) mention Daniggelis
never cashed a check for $5,000.00, which hinted Daniggelis never received any payment for
the property. It is weil-settled case-law that no contract is valid if it lacks consideration:
Sometimes consideration is “nominal,” meaning it was stated for férm only, such as “for and in
consideration of TEN and NO/100ths Dollars ($10.00) and other good and valuable

consideration in hand paid,” (as was done on these Warranty Deeds) —and sometimes used to
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hide the true amount being paid. But it is also not disputed that Consideration must be of value
(at least to the parties), and is exchanged for the performance or promise of performance by the
other party. This, alone, might void the Warranty Deed: Stilk v Myrick, 170 Eng. Rep. 1168,
1168 (1809) (L.R.C.P) (Ellenborough, L) (holding a renegotiated contract void due to lack of

consideration). However, the more relevant fact was never clearly declared to This

Honourable Court: While Daniggelis was, indeed, offered a small check, he never cashed jt.
(If you doubt this argument, check the record: No record exists of a Mr, Richard B. Daniggelis
ever having accepted any payment whatsoever for his house and land.) While Arguments 'A' and
'B' above show Mens Rea (criminal intent) on the part of whomever forged the signature,
Argument 'C’ here (by contrast) clearly shows that Daniggelis' “intent,” if you will, was not to
sell his house, but merely to seek refinancing. (Put another way, no person in his right mind
would simply “give away” an homestead that has been in the family for ages!) Even a blind man
- could see that A and B prove forgery (fraﬁd), and even a lowly plebeian can see that 'C' here,
shows Daniggelis' intent was never to merely “give away” his house (as the trial courts implied
by their respective rulings in both the 2007 Chancery and 2014 M1 Civil cases).
IV.  Argument — D. Missing Funds (fraud)

Since the house was, de facto, “given away,” that begs a deeper question: what happened
to the equity? In fact, the 07/30/2008 filing by Philips, in No. 07-CH-29738, did (at point 42 on
page 5) mention that the total of the mortgages was $714,009.29, but inquired about “{tJwo
additional payoffs totaling more_than $100,000 [] made to unspecified recipients.” While this is
not a “new” point (something an Amicus is supposed to bring), the fact of the matter is that the

“missing funds” issue, here, was never really addressed. The question was asked, but nobody
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bothered to follow-up on it and answer: “Where did all the equity go?” Missing funds here, not
accounted-for, constitute fraud. This, alone, is probably sufficient to stop all transfer of
title, and invoke a criminal investigation. (With the house partly paid-off, possessing great
gquity, a “give éway” is nothing short of theft.)
IV.  Argument — E. Predatory (sub-prime) lending

Richard Daniggelis clearly told Amicus, Gordon W. Watts, on several occasions that Joe
Younes wanted to “go after” the bank, back when he was representing Daniggelis. [[Note: Here,
Watts refers to Joseph Younes as having.represented Daniggelis as his lawyer. This claim was

based on the “NOTICE OF MOTION,” docketed on June 23, 2006 in Deutch Bank Nat'l v

Daniggelis, NO. 04-CH-10851, wherein Younes entered an appearance for Daniggelis. However,
when Watts recently spoke by phone with Daniggelis, he complained that Watts' statement, in
prior filings, on that head was an “inaccuracy,” and was very angry with Watts insofar as

Daniggelis claimed that Younes was.never his lawyer. For the purposes of verification, Gordon

Wayne Watts, as stated in the attached affidavit, certifies under penalties of perjury as provided
by law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109 (Sec. 1-109. Verification by certification.}, that Richard
Daniggelis, the defendant in this case, did indeed tell him this. THEREFORE, Watts may,
possibly, have made a 'Scrivener's Error' in his claims that Younes was Daniggelis' lawyer. He
does not know what actually transpired; Watts only knows what he saw in Younes' Notice and
what Daniggelis told him, and suspects that there was either an honest misunderstanding on the
part of both men —or, in the alternative, that perhaps Younes entered an appearance without

Daniggelis' authorisation and permission. But, we must presume both men to be innocent

until proven guilty, and infer an honest understanding here. Nonetheless, Watts feels this
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should be “looked into” further, perhaps with addz'tioﬁal deposition, and therefore is including
th.is in both his affidavit and these arguments, here. ]|

While neither Daniggelis nor Watts ever figured out what made Younes so sure that he
had a case, the only thing that seems a likely tort for which Younes might sue (back before all the

mortgage fraud and theft of house, of course) was a possibly excessive or illegal interest scheme,

The fact that Daniggelis often complained about the interest and/or fees, lent Amicus’ theory
credence. Watts was not sure if laws were broken in this regard, but as it seemed credible at the
time, this Amicus brief is now=mentioning this so that it can be investigated by those more expert
than Watts in the areas of Predatory and Sub-prime lending—strongly implying that a loan mod
(refinancing aka: modification) was (is) possible to avoid foreclose—meaning that a “loan mod”
should have been (should be) pursued—and not mortgage fraud, as has occurred, here.
IV.  Argument —F. The 'Unclean Hands' problem

This home, according to the Cook County Recorder's office (See Exhibits Watts-C, D,
and E), is still in William D. and Linda D. Gerould's name, Linda being the sister of Richard.
(This, of course, means that even Daniggelis might get into trouble for doing business on it —
unless he can show that it was transferred back to him but not recorded.) More importantly,
though, it means that Younes and Shelton, who, apparently, had NO RECORD of the home being
transferred out of Gerould's name, could not legally take possession of it: They have “unclean
hands,” as they did business with a person who is not the legal owner. (Look at the Cook County

Recorder's records if you do not believe me.) This fact alone is sufficient to halt all transfer to

a third-party until it is resolved. (Of course, as none of the parties informed This Noble Court,

it was never addressed, and thus never resolved.)
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IV.  Argument - G, Forged POA (Power of Attoroey) — PROOF:
Here's something else that Philips & Galic missed: If you look at Exhibit 'D' of the

07/30/2008 filing by Philips, the “Limited Power Of Attorney” signed by “Richard Daniggelis”

(See Exhibit Watts-F) you'll notice that the place for a notary public_ is left blank. This alone
invalidates this article. That was never really “fleshed out” in the trial courts, However, there's
something even rﬂore sinister. A copy of this document, which Watts obtained from Daniggelis
(apparently ak4/ 16/2015 exhibit filed in 2014-M1-701473) proves that Shelton did, subsequently,
notarise this:BOA. (See Exhibit Watts-G) Shelton should testify about this, but since<he.surely
testified previously that he & Daniggelis were present together when Daniggelis signed this doc,
perhaps the “notarised” version Watts obtained from Daniggelis isn't needed to prove that
Shelton claims he Witnessed the signature.) Bottom line: Shelton is, on one hand, saying[[**]}
he witnessed Daniggelis sign this doc, and relying upon said POA, but on the other hand,
the record clearly shows that he did not actually sign or witness it until “after the fact.” —

This is clear fraud, and this alone shows sufficient additional Mens rea (criminal intent) to

invoke a State Atty, or Atty. General criminal investigation. [[**]] Even though this Amicus
 admits that he can't ﬁm.ct’ where Shelton 'explicitly’ testified to this effect, Shelton's claims that he
witnessed Daniggelis sign it are implicit, since he is relying upon the authenticily of this. POA:
since Shelton probably never testified, and continued to evade deposition on this head, he (and
all others) should probably be compelled to testify about this fraud here, too.
IV.  Argument — H. Linda Green

Looking at the “Lost Assignment Affidavit” that was submitted as 'Exhibit B' of Galic’s

11/21/2011 “Motion for Ruling...” in 2007-CH-39738, we see a familiar name: “Linda Green,”
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the infamous robo-signer. However, what is really troubling is that Joseph Younes' name was
named in the document. In all fairness to This Court, Amicus must admit that Galic did address
this matter in points 9——1(5 (comparing it, in point 11, with 'Exhibit C,' another 'Assignment' doc,
showing clear fraud on the part of those invoking Linda Green's authorisation of reassignment!).
While Amicus must admit that Galic did, in fact, address this matter in points 9—12 of said
motion, this brief is including it (again) merely to be complete in the assessment (argument) of
ascertaining whether there was, in fact, a bunch of fraud. (Besides: Ms. Linda Green was too
w-ugeod to pass up without at least cursory mention.) e
IV.  Argument - I, Civil Damages

While Younes complains he could not collect rent while a cloud hung over the title,
likewise Daniggélis was also unable to collect rent “of any substance” —or attract any actual
'regular’ renter willing to pay any “substantial” amount: The spectre of eviction that hung over
the property “like a dark cloud” scared off any prospective renters (besides an occasional
frecloader or transient) who were looking for a stable place to live. This constitutes punitive
and/or civil damages for Daniggelis. Of course, civil damages are only payable to Daniggelis if
he is, in fact, found to be a victim of fraud, but, since a number of these issues (which all parties
failed to address to This Court) constitute criminal charges, all this together probably constitutes

RIC.O. - Racketeering Influenced Corrupt Organisation - if collusion among the parties to

commit forgery, etc., can be shown. “It's a racket” ~literally. And that off-centre and without
honour. (Multiple forgery was pro\.red supra, but collusion, e.g., RLC.O., so far, has not been
proved: That's why witnesses need to be deposed to testify against one another as to whose hand

was in the til —and who knew what, when.)
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IV.  Argument-J. RICO

Since Stewart Title also has more or less admitted some level of mortgage fraud (insofar
as this Amicus has it on information that they settled with Daniggelis for a huge settlement), this
is yet another reason that R.I1.C.O. would be worth pursuing and possibly useful in compelling
depositions and testimony to clarify the roles and relationship of the parties, as to who was guilty
of what,

IV.  Argument — K. Time-barred

The closing was outside the time frame of the May 09, 2006 Warranty Deed. (Remember:
The July 09, 2006 deed was shown to be a forgery, in Arguments [V-A and [V-B, supra, so we
may only consider the May 9 deed.) Looking at 'Exhibit C' that Philips filed, she, in fact,
addresses this matter in point 31 of page 4 in her 07/30/2008 Answer: The May 09 deed was only
to be used to close the contract “on or about” May 12" 2006. However, more importantly, if the
closing did not oceur before May 19, 2006, that contract is “null and void™ ab initio. This Amicus

Curiae brief freely admits and acknowledges that this contract also called for a $10,000.00

- payment of damages to Younes if the closing did not occur before May 19", 2006; and, in fact,

Daniggelis might be bound by this contract. However 2 legally-mitigating factors come into

play: The first factor is “coercion,” to Sign a contract, which also implies elder abuse, since
Daniggelis was relying upon a professional: Shelton was an attorney, and possibly apparently (at
that time) also a realtor, a professional, who used his credentials to mislead Daniggelis into
plainly giving away the family house:

Apparently, Shelton was a realtor at that time, as the State of Illinois indicates that a

“pAUL L SHELTON" had an active license, number: TA.16.1601271, from 05/29/2003 until
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06/16/2009, which then expired, but which is presently in “Application Inactive' status due to a

reason of “Withdrawn.”) Sources — Lookup: http.//www.obrelookupclear state.il. us/default.as

Result: http://www.obrelooknpelear.state.il.us/SearchDetail.asp?

Divisionldnt=3&Professionldnt=null&Ildnt=150319

As This Court knows, duress or coercion is intimidation of a victim to compel the
individual to do some act against his or her will by the use of psychological pressure, physical
force, or threats — as in “we need you to sign this Warranty Deed in order to renegotiate your
loan.” 3 v

The second factor is the “unclean hands” doctrine: Even if Shelton and Younes
otherwise might have a right to the enforcement of a contract, all parties inducing Daniggelis to

sign over his property “for free” had unclean hands:

unclean hands — n. a legal doctrine which is a defense to a complaint, which
states that a party who is asking for a judgment cannot have the help of the court
if he/she has done anything unethical in relation to the subject of the lawsuit.
Thus, if a defendant can show the plaintiff had "unclean hands,” the plaintiff's
complaint will be dismissed or the plaintiff will be denied judgment.

Source: http://legal-dictionary. thefreedictionary.com/uncleanthands

(Besides: Even assuming arguendo that Shelton could collect the 10 Grand, nonetheless,
the torts commiitted by those who forged numerous docs supra far outweigh the mere $10,000.00
tort that Shelton might hope to collect, and so in the balance of equities, Shelton and company

would come up in a huge net deficit ~ especially considering both various criminal frauds as

well as civil damages: “more than $100,000 [] made to unspecified recipients” in equity theft,

supra — and any rent earning which Daniggelis lost.)
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IV.  Argument - L. Conflict of Interest
The record is clear Attorney Joseph Younes was Daniggelis' attorney in 2004-CH-10851

(Deutsche Bank v Daniggelis), but then he gained privileged information as his atiorney. His

legal obligation was to safeguard his client's financial interests, not to use privileged information
to enrich himself. In all fairness, Galic did finally get around to mentioning, in point 18 of his
10/29/2014 Answer in case# 2014-M1-701473, that both of Daniggelis' attorneys took advantage
of an “elderly person,” but the fact that these two attorneys (Shelton and Younes) commitied

“triple” fraud in a case where multiple forgeries have just been discovered (in the instant

Amicus brief, here) —and given the gravity of the crimes committed — this point must be clarified
to distinguish the various frauds committed. First fraud: elder abuse. Second fraud: use of
privileged information for pecuniary gain: Conflict of interest. Third fraud: abuse of position of
power/authority by attorneys in order to effect duress or coercion,
IV.  Argument — M. Res Adjudicata

In his 10/29/2014 Answer, in file# 2014-M1-701473, Galic argues that Younes is barred
by Res Adjudicata on the possession claim, due to the fact that the foreclosure suit, heard in
Chancery in file#: 2007-CH-29738, considered this issue, and further argues that the date of
Younes' motion is.relevant. Galic's 06/18/2014 Response, in file# 2014-M1-701473, argues at
point 10 that Younes can not rely upon Otto's ruling, since said ruling was not f‘mal at that time,
as a timely motion to reconsider had been filed. However; as apparently Otto subsequéntly
denied Galic's motion, Daniggelis, himself, would be barred by Res Adjudicata. But it is well-
settled at common law that an affirmative defense against Res Adjudicata can be successfully

raised on either changed policy or changed factual circumstances (the latter is the case here,
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since this Amicus brings to The Court's attention previously unknown fact). Intentional fraud
(as discovered in the case at bar) may also be an affirmative defense. Also, since Federal Due
Process trumps state via the Supremacy Clause, Daniggelis' lack of Procedural Due Process,
supra, controls, and Res Adjudicata may then be overcome. (Galic also addresses claim-
splitting, but this pot'n.t is omitted as moot.)
IV.  Argument — N. Subrogatien

Galic addresses sﬁbrogation (substitution) of one prospective mortgage-holder in place of
another, arguing.{in.his July 27, 2011 “Reply to the Response...” case#: 2007-CH-29738;.points
6-24) that the new plaintiff can't substitute itself as mortgage holder by merely paying the debt
unless it has legal obligation to do so. When the plaintiff proceeded with foreclosure against
Daniggelis, Galic relied on the apparently(*) defective chain of .assignments of the mortgage in
arguing that the plaintiff lacked required standing. (*-“Apparently”: Amicus, Gordon Watts, is
not sure of the actual facts.) However, there's persuasive case law that missing or defective
Mortgage assignments can be cured. On July 30, 2013, Ohio's 10" Dist. Appellate Court applied
this doctrine in U.S. Bank Natl. Assn. V. Gray, 2013-Ohio-3340. The court held that where a
promissory note is secured by a mortgage, the note is evidence of the debt & the mortgage is a

mere incident of the debt. Therefore, proper transfer of a note operates as an equitable

assignment of the mortgage, even if the mortgage isn't assigned or delivered. In other words, the
mortgage follows the note, meaning that the new plaintiff probably has standing to pursue
foreclose against Daniggelis. (While this is not binding upon Illinois, it makes sense, since
otherwise the payment of the note would be in vain: In other words, someone could get a free
house, due to a simple paperwork misté\ke, which would be an absurd result!) The court, in Gray,
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supra, thus answered a question that the legal community has been pondering since the Fed..
Home Loan Mige. Corp. v, Schwartzwald, 2012-Ohio-5017 holding that had language which
~ stated “note or mortgage” (emphasis added), which implied that either the note or the mortgage
was sufficient to have standing to pursue foreclosure. Thus, the Gray decision clarified this
“gray area of case law” (pun intended) by essentially stating that 'or' means 'or,' and therefore, an
interest in the note alone is sufficient to establish standing to pursue foreclosure. Again, Ohio's
case law isn't binding upon Illinois, but these common sense guidelines might be helpful to
.Illincis Courts. Nonetheless, in the case at bar, all this 1s moot since fraud.uncovered in of
mammoth proportions overwhelms and makes moot any standard of law on standing.
V. Ante Conclusion

It is well-known that Paul Shelton has a history of serious corrption: “And Paul Shelton

of Trust One Mortgage has agreed to a consent order that bans him for life from any work
originating loans..."Lifetime bans are never issued without cause. There are always reasons for
lifetime bans," said [Brent] Adams, {Illinois Department of Financial and Professional
Regulation secretary].” Source: “Victory for South Side victim of mortgage fraud,” ABC Local,
WLS-TV/DT; Date: Friday, November 19, 2010, URL: http://abclocal.go.com/story?
section=news/local&id=7799653 See also: “While mom took care of others, she got taken,”

Chicago Tribune, May 10, 2009, By John Kass URL: http:/articles chicagotribune.com/2009-05-

10/news/0905090103 1 _trust-bungalow-house-payments

Here, we see something familiar: “"Mr. Shelton was essentially coordinating a
mortgage-rescue scheme, whereby he would be conceiving home owners to eventually sign over
their homes," said Brent Adams, Illinois Department of Financial and Professional Regulation
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secretary. "Those homes would be sold to a straw buyer and effectively flipped at a higher
appraised value.'."’ Source: ABC Local, 1bid.

Now, it must be emphasised that all parties are innocent until proven guilty. However, the
record in the above-éaptioned cases clearly demonstrates and proves that someone (possibly
several parties) are guilty: the fake signature sure didn't “sign itself,” nor did the POA erase ité
own Notary Public stamp. And the parties who willfully stole hundreds of thopsands of dollars in
equity — never to be found — or accounted for — again, all the while the title was still in Gerould's
name (the sister of Daniggelis) did not do so because they..were forced: they did so willingly.
While Daniggelis told Amicus, G.W. Watts, that Younes lied about him on one oceasion (claiming
that Daniggelis had a bad back, and could not make it to a hearing), and while Younes is clearly
profiting from these fraudulent transactions, this Amicus Curiae must be honest and share the
positives about Younes as well: Daniggelis has told Amicus, Watts, that Younes was very patient
in his eviction, e\-/en supplying men to help remove his belongings. Moreover, Daniggelis has
related to Watts that on several occasions he has had positive and friendly discussions about
religion with Younes (since Younes, who is Jewish and Daniggelis, who is a Greek Orthodox

Christian, have similar roots in their religion). This leads this Amicus to believe that Younes may

7 not have committed fraud, himself, and may merely suspect that there is fraud. Whether Younes

is totally guilty of collusion, or merely partly guilty of “keeping bad company” and thereby
benefiting from the crimes of shady business partners, Amicus is very sad that his brief, here, will
most likely cause Younes huge grief. In fact, Amicus isn't happy or eager even to cause grief or
pain to the actual guilty party'(whomever it may be; Shelton is the “likely suspect,” given his

record, but he, along with the rest, is innocent until proven guilty).




VI,  Conclusion

For the foregoing reasons, based both on previously-known fraud and newly-discovered
fraud, This Court should probably depose all the parties who had the ability to effect the various
fraud in question, and compel them to testify against one another and do some explaining to get
to the bottom of all this. (In fact, the lack of such cross-examination in prior proceedings on
these and other points was a fundamental violation of Due Process, not only of Daniggelis, but
also all parties s¢ involved.) In the mean time, This Court should issue a stay on the order of
possession pending further review, since Daniggelis is likely to succeed on the merits — either at
trial or on appeal, and, moreover, he is prejudiced greatly by the execution of the misplaced and
unjustified order of possession. Also, a stay is needed to secure a fair chance at preserving the
appeal, since, of course, the landlord may rent or sell the property, or otherwis¢ muddy the
waters — thus making the appeal (even if meritorious) a moot appeal, thus frusirating Due
Process and Equity. This Court wbuld have the community's gratitude to closely review this
Amicus Curiae brief —and all documents on record —and effect justice. A fair and honest
ruling would aiso set precedent to avoid future injustices: How many other people will have
their houses and land stolen from them, thus making them homeless?

Daniggelis, 76 years old, and elderly, is homeless and living on the street.

Thus, 1 respectfully suggest, as a good Friend of the Court, that it serves the cause of
Justice to seek and enforce actual justice when true fraud is discovefed, and to change course if a
prior course was erroneous —and thereby enter such orders as is necessary to permit Daniggelis to
remain on his own property pending litigation, appeal, and/or additional deposition and

testimony sufficient to “get hold” of the truth.
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The undersigned, hereby certifies under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to 735
ILCS 5/1-109, that the above motion and all attached pleadings were delivered to the following
parties as indicated:

Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circuit Court, Richard J. Daley Center, Room 1001, 50 West
Washington Street, Chicago, Illinois 60602, PH: 312-603-5031 (5133: Chancery / 5116: Civil /
6930, 5426: Law), Hours: 8:30am—4:30pm (CST)

Andjelko Galic, Esq. (atty for Defendant, Daniggelis) (Atty No.: 33013)
134 N. LaSalle St., STE 1040 — Email: AndjelkoGalic@Hotmail.corn
CHICAGO IL, 60602 — (Cell: 312-217-5433, FAX: 312-986-1810, PH: 312-986-1510)

William D. and Linda D. Gerould

{Owners of record of subject propetty, according to http://CookRecorder.com)
49 Lorelei Lane, Menlo Park, CA 94025-1715

Mr. Robert J. More (Anselm45@Gmail.com) (Former tenant of Daniggelis)
P.O. Box 6926, Chicago, IL, 60680-6926 — PH: (608) 445-5181

PIERCE & ASSOCIATES (Atty. for GMAC) (PA0715886) PH: (312) 346-9083

URL: http://www.Atty-Pierce.com/index.php?
option=com_content&yiew=article&id=223&Itemid=112

Attn: Joseph J. Knopic, 11, Esq., 1 North Dearborn St., STE #1300 CHICAGO IL, 60602

Richard Indyke, Esq. (312-332-2828 Atty for LaSalle Bank Natl Assn),
John K. Kallman, Esq. (312-578-1515, atty for STG: atty no: 25182)
221 N. LaSalle St. STE 1200, Chicago, IL 60601-1305

STONE MCGUIRE SIEGEL, P.C. (Atty for JOHN LAROCQUE) PH: (847) 239-7555
Attn: Carlo E. Poli, Esq., 801 SKOKIE BLVD, STE #200, NORTHBROOK IL, 60062

KROPIK PAPUGA AND SHAW (Atty for 'MERS' aka Mortgage Electronic Registration
Systems, Inc.) Attn: Charanne M. Papuga, http://Kropik net/contact.html / Kropik@Kropik.net
120 South LaSalle Street #1500, CHICAGO IL, 60603, PH: (312) 236-6405

COHON RAIZES®AL LLP (90192) (Atty for STEWART TITLE ILLINOIS)
Atin: Carrie A. Dolan, 208 S LASALLE#1860, CHICAGO IL, 60604, PH: (312) 726-2252

Stewart Title, Attn: Leigh Curry

http://www Stewart.com/en/ste/chicago/contact-us/contact-us.html
2055 W. Army Trail Rd., STE 110, Addison, IL 60101, PH: (630) 889-4050
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KING HOLLOWAY LLC (Atty. for Joseph Younes) http://www.KingHolloway.com/contact.htm
Attn: Peter M. King, Esq. PKing@kh!-law.com

One North LaSalle Street, Suite 3040, Chicago, IL 60602

(312) 780-7302 / (312) 724-8218 / Direct: (312) 724-8221

Peter King (Atty. for Joseph Younes), (Att'y. No.: 48761)
c/o: King Holloway LLC, 101 N. Wacker Dr., STE 2010, Chicago, IL 60606

Perry Perelman (Atty no: 57398) (PPerelman@PerelmanDotf.com) (Atty. for Joseph Younes)
PERELMAN | DORF, LLC http://PerelmanDorf.com/contact/ Email: Info@PerelmanDorf.com
2059 W. Chicago Ave., Chicago, IL 60622, PH: (312) 888-9608 / FAX: +1-312-674-7644

Joseph Younes Law Offices / http://ChicagoAccidentAttorney.net

120 W Madison St Ste 1405, Chicago, IL 60602-4128

Phone: (312) 372-.1122 ; Fax: (312) 372-1408 T
Email is thought to be: RoJoe69@yahoo.com per http://www.ZoomInfo.com/p/Joseph-
Younes/599467626)

Craig A. Cronquist, Esq., ¢/o: Maloney & Craven, P.C. (Attys. for Joseph Younes)
2093 Rand Road, DesPlaines, IL 60016

Paul L. Shelton, Pro Se

3 Grant Square, SUITE #363

Hinsdale, IL 60521-3351

address per: hitp://www.iardc.org/ans13pr0039.pdf
and: http://www.avvo.com/attorneys/60521-il-paul-shelton-1115009.himl
and: http://www.martindale.com/Paul-Leslie-Shelton/941051-lawyer.htm

and: http://www.lawyer.com/paul-leslie-shelton.htmi

and: http.//www.lawyer.com/paul-shelton-il.html
and: htip://www.lawyer.com/firm/shelton-law-group. html

Paul L. Shelton

10 North Adams Street

Hinsdale, IL 60521

PH: 630-986-5555

~address per: https://www.idfpr.com/banks/resfin/discipline/1.02009/2009-1.0-26.pdf
and: https://www.idfpr.com/News/newsrls/05072009SheltonOrder pdf

and: hitps.//www,idfpr.com/banks/resfin/discipline/2009/MBR-128-band[LO-26-b.pdf

and: htgp://wlww.whitepages.com/search/F indNearby?

utf8=v"&street=]0+N+Adams+St&where=Hinsdale +1I

and: hitp://www,whitepages.com/name/Mike-Shelton/Hinsdale-1L./6y8pece

David J. Cooper, 3622 N. Fremont St., Chicago, IL 60613
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MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc.)
https://www.mersinc.org/about-us/about-us

a nominee for HLB Mortgage, Janis Smith - (703) 738-0230 - Email: JanisS@mersinc.org

Vice President, Corporate Communications, Sandra Troutman ~ (703) 761-1274 — Email:
SandraT@mersinc.org — Director, Corporate Communications

1595 Springhill Rd., STE 310, Vienna VA 22182, PH: (703) 761-0694 / (800)-646-6377

[, Gordon Wayne Watts, the undersigned, hereby certify under penalties of perjury as provided by
law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109, that the above motion and all attached pleadings (Affidavit of
Gordon Wayne Watts, Notice of Motion, Motion for leave to file Amicus Curiae brief, Amicus
Curiae of Gordon Wayne Watts in the above-captioned case, and related exhibits - with an
Appendix of Exhibits) were served upon all parties listed above, this 9th__ day of
September___, 2015 by the following methods: : |

L T

e FedEx 3rd-party commercial Carrier: Every party was served by FedEx [[with
delivery confirmation and tracking, should it be necessary to verify service]] excepting

the cases of a PO Box, which are not serviced by FedEx.
e Seee.g., hitp//GordonWatts.com/MortgageFrand-Court-Filings/ or
hitp://GordonWayne Watts.com/MortgageFrand-Court-Filings/ for FedEx and USPS
receipts of past, present, and future filings in this cause.
s United State Postal Service: The party with a PO Box, Mr. More, was served by USPS,
o Internet: I shall, when practically possible, post a TRUE COPY of this filing ~ and
related filings -~ online at my official websites, infra.

Signature : "Bl

U
Gordon WaynieWa-Ets,—Amieu-s-Guﬁ?a”é*#
821 Alicia Road
Lakeland, FL 33801-2113
PH: (863) 688-9880

Web: www.GordonWatts.com / www. GordonWayneWatts com
Email: Gww1210@aol.com / Gww1210@gmail.com

Date:\ R4, #1‘(})"20\5;

Date: Wednesday, 09 September 2015
* Watts, acting counsel of record, is not a lawyer. Per Local Rule 2.1, “Notice

of Hearing of Motions,” Watts, appearing pro se, is giving notice of his motion
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INDEX TO THE EXHIBITS

Note: These exhibits are genuine and not forged or altered; however, I, Gordon Wayne Watts, am
supplying these merely as a convenience, and not as 'official’ documents. To verify that these are
accurate, I refer you to the official sourcés, namely the Cook County Clerk's Office and the Cock

County Recorder's Office. ~Gordon Wayne Watlis

Instrument o Docket/Tab#

May 09, 2006 Wananty Deed Exhibit Watts-A
July 09, 2006 Warranty Deed Exhibit Watts-B
Cook County Recorder of Deeds screenshot Exhibit Watts-C
Assignment of Rents to Wm & Linda Gerould Exhibif Watts-D
Wm & Linda Gerould's PAO (Power of Attorney) Exhibit Watts-E
“ imited Power Of Attorney” (but not notarised) | Exhibit Watts-F

“]imited Power Of Attorney” (which was later notarised) Exhibit Watts-G



May 09, 2006 Warranty Deed Exhibit Watts-A

- This Instrument prapared by | '
(and after recording retumn to) - | JUAY q ,?
: : ! ' '
: Patd L. Shelfon i
- SHELTON LAW GROUP, LLC |
1010 Jorie Bivd #144 |
- Ok Brook, L €0523 |
© (630)993-9959 ;
. . I'
[

WARRANTY.-DEED
. Individual to individual
e THE GRANTOR RICHARD- DANIGGELIS a-single. person, of the - City of C-

. Chicago, County of Coak, State of inois, for and in consideration of TEN and '
NO/100ths Dollars ($10,00), and other good and valuable consideration in hand
pald, doss sell, granl, convey and warmant unto the GRANTEE: JOSEPH

~ YOUNES, of Palatine, lllinois, the following described roal estate sltuated in the
© County. of Cook, State of lilinois; to wit:

e = - THE EAST 86 FEET OF LOT 8-\ G- -HULLS SUBDIVISION OF BLOCK 51-N CANAL - - - - -
: * TRUSTERS SUBDIVISION OF SECTION 33, TOWNSHIP 4 NORTH, RANGE 14, EAST OF
 THETHIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, X COOK GOUNTY, ILLINOIS. ,

K
CKAx: 1720 North Sedgwick Street Ch!caga, inols 80814
PINS: 14—-33-334‘-044-0000

Sublect to genaral raal estate taxeé'not vet due and payal:de at the nmn:of\dosing,
. covenants, conditions and restrictions of record, building lines and easements, ¥ any, so
' long as they do not Int’érfere wﬂhﬂne c;mem use and enjoyment ef ma Real Estate

- Hereby rataasing and waiving alf rights, i any, hereunder by wrtue of the
Homestead Laws of the State cf linols.
IN WITNESS WHEREOF the grantor RICHARD DAN IGGELIS, has hereunto
set his hand and seal on ihis oth day of May, 2005 ,

EXHIBIT )




J
uly 09, 2006 Warranty Deed
Exhibit Watts-B

L] . . &\ . S e '
- v sl ﬂE
: N :5
Thia Instrument prepared by ! " Doct: X
+ 0 :
{and after recording retum % [ Eugene -em'%ngu%‘:;n@ehﬁﬁb?&
‘ ook Gounty Racordsr ol Peotls

i S peul L. Shelton ata; i B/2008 1220 P P 072
¢ €9  SHELTON LAW GROUP, LLC
S5 1010 JorieBivd #144

e e e e e

g_.; 3 Qak Brook, 1. 60523
CE ) 953-9999
4 ﬁ" .
;“ ; e n LB LD
R mner ¥7¢918 HT
e o RANTY DEED |

Individuat to individuat ... .

THE GRANTOR, RICHARD DANIGGEUS, 2 single person. of the City of
Cricago, County of Cook, State of Winols, for end in consideration of TEN and
NO/100ths Dollars ($10.00), and other good and valusbla consideration i hand
- paid, does sell, prant, convey and warrant unto the GRANTEE:! JOSEPH
o T YOUNES, of-Palatine, {linois, the foliowing described repl gsigte gltuated in the

County of Cook, State of Winois, 1@ Wit L e e :
THE, EAST 66 FEET OF LOT 8 M ¢. 4 HunS syspvIsION OF pLOCK 51 W CARAL T T TS
TRUSTEES SUEDIVISION OF SECTION 33, TOWNSHIP 40 NORTH, RANGE 14, _ e
THE THIRD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINCIS :

CKA: 1720 North Sedgwick Sueet Chicago, Minois 80814
BiNg: 14-33-024-044-00C0

Sublect 10, general rea! estole 1axes ot yet due and payabte 2t the time of closing: ‘
cnvenants, conditions and restrictions of record, tasicting Hnes and sasemenls, it any, 50
long as they do not intériere with the cument use and snloyment of fe Real Estale.

iareby releasing and waiving all rights,- i &y, hersunder by virtue of the
Homestead Laws of the State of llincis. _ T

™ WHNES_S \QIHE_REOF. fne grantor RICHARD DANIGGELIS, has hereunto
set his hand and ‘geal on this Sth day of ;i'uiy. 2008,

. r '
[ . ¢
FZH_CHARD DANIGGELE 5




Exhibit Watts-C

Cook County Recorder of Deeds screenshot
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Document No. ]

92193966 8

PING) - 1

PIN
14-33-324-044-0000

Grantox(s) - 1

Grantor{s)
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Grantee(s) - 2

CGrantee(g)
GERQULD LINDA D

IGERQULD WILLIAM D




Exhibit Watts-D

Assignment of Rents to Wm & Linda Gerould

£t

nzo# ALY HEN By THESE - Bi ESEATS,  ERALEhe
wndaralghed, SILLIAL 0. GERDIND S LINOACD. GERQIL ”.__wﬁmm:ms%ﬁnw%ﬁ of -
the pramirens dgscribed. ofn ‘Bxhibit  "aA~ agtachod horett

“fhereinafear called “Assignor®),” dc heyaby, in consideration of

the Proaxises and Ten {5)0:00) Dollars and gthsr geod snd
valuahle conaldarations, thep vefvipt of which ias. horeby

: N Y pEmAAL ; set ovar
e A BB A T A e it " BIEART 1 R “TLitnois
Bapking Corporation (hereinatter called “Assignee), {or the uzo
and Yonafit of the holder or holdere and Oowngr ©r Ownere n._w.m‘..n:m
Hate pi ced by the Mortgage abde by AsSsignor te Aselgnon, .
datad %»ﬁmnnmm%. 1557 I m ‘and .nunnnawa in the. 0ffice. o ,...:.w
Recordar Of - WUOR_ County, Illinoia, all the reats, ieBues

and profits avk dus ox which may hareafber become: dug ynder and
by wixtus of any leases, whether written-or verbal, .ar by vip®
of any -agreemsnt . for the use or occupancy of any part oif fidajd

oramisbg. haratoafora made or. antarsdd inets by the undocaban or:




Wm & Linda Gerould's PAO (Power of Attorney)

REoH ALL gr—mu B rREs B
OF i,m. t'm..iLL . {

nas nmade, conatitut

make, conatisﬁﬁﬁ\&#

Place and itead,;
to slgn all papors’and

necessary or Apyroprista to egy
of the real propezty ‘locatid
Itlinols) County af Cook, 1&9

i

. the ctny sy ZUCIAIERE A L
@; 951y & tzig and lavesl ATLOREW~1
i

Exhibit Watts-E

OF ATTORYEY
'PHM* mwa i GERDULD OF THE CITY

kel , 3TATE OF OHIO,
a, and DY THESE ;amuwb doas
1AM OULDy her hus and, of
o vaaf FRRYHP Stste of
‘“AC? ia: het and in her nans,
n ook the conaent of others,

: tbgt L hia 3udqenan are




“Limited Power Of Attorney” (but not notarised) Exhibit Watts-F

lelted Power Of Attorney MAY /7

" For Real Estate Transaction
KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENTS'

THATI, RICHARD I)ANIGGELIS a United States Citizen of lsgal age, and
resident of Chicago, Illinois, . do-hereby appoint, name and constitute 1y attomey,
ERIKA RHEONE, of Ch.lcago, Hiinois, to be the trug and Jawfu] Attorney-In-Fact ta act
in, manage and conduct a1 my affairs individually for thet purpose in my pams and oo -
my bebalfto do and executs any or alt of the ﬁoliowmg aots, dedds, end other docnmcnts )
. and things, to wit: ,

. To exacutc any and.al] documents—and perform eny ¢ am:l all pots necassary to
cﬁbc'um.tcthesalcof mapmpcrtya:t'

THE, EAST 66 FEET OF LOT 8 IN G J, HULLS SUBDNISION OF BLOCK 51 IN CANAL
TRUSTEE'S SUBDIVISION OF SEGTION 33, TOWNSHIP 40 NORTH, RANGE 14, EAST OF
THETHERD PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN, IN COOK COUNTY, LLINOIS, :

CKA: 1720 North Sm!ngdtSlmet Chlgu I!hnma 60614 . . "
F'IN#' 14-33-324-044-0000 - o Lt ootml e e

Othnr Acts (if any)..

HEREBY GIVING AND GRANI‘H\IG unto my said attorey full power and
anthonty whatsoever requisite or proper to be done in or about the premises, as fully fo
all intents and purposes as Lutight or conld lawfully do if persomully present, and hereby |
rertifying and confirming all that my said attomey shall do or cause to be dono under and

_— byvmuc ofﬂlcso pmenm j e - s -
'I‘b.is special and limited power of Bnomey shall be in effect wmtil revoked in wnnng
This power shall be itrevecable untl Ilme 30, 2006,

"IN WITNESS WHEELEOF I havehmunm sm‘my hsnd this 19th day of May,
2006 in the Cmmty of Du Page, Iinois.

.

Personally appeared, RICHARD DANIGGELIS, and he did free set bis hand to this

document, voluntarily, .

" Subseribed and.Swom before fre this ‘
‘dayof 2006,

. thary-pubiic ]
' EXHIBIT

i p




i Exhibit Watts-G
“Limited Power Of Attorney” (which was later notarised)

Limited Power Of Atforney

For Real Exiery Trarsastion

KNOW ALLMEN BY THESE FRESENTS:

&

residant of Chice 20, Tiingis, dy hereby sppatnt, perme and eongiiflmy sursuy,
ERIKA RHONE, of Chicags, Wlinols, to b: the'true and |awfs Alternay-TieFa ot 1
1o, manegs and eonduct il oy afFrics todividuslly for thne PUTROSE Lt my nms gl oy
=1y behalf . dy and exBsUly any e 2] of fhe following 918, deads, and other Goclments
ad things, to wity ) i o

THAT'L RICHARD DANIGGRLIS, 2 Upiteg $totis Citiaen of logal age, 2

To enzeuty any pnd o) c!ouulmenis and perform &y and alf acty reves, 250
sffecluste the sale of the Propsrty st

[i1E EAST &5 spey DFLOT 818 ¢, 4, Huue SUBGIVISION OF BlLock SN CataL
TRUBTERS SUaBNISION DR SECTION 39, TOWNSHIP 49 ROATH, RPANGE 74, EATT G
THE TRINN snmc:afxb MERIZIAN, 1 otk COUNTY, iLtinog, :

CRA: 1220 NorlySedawlek fiast ftings, Tilfnsle 36g74

@ Pl 15335334 ks Song
£z L
gég 5 *ordist At L BT e S

w52 - o ST L ) .
§ﬁ§' o HERERY CIVING AND.GRANTIN & unltd my sonmay fufl ooy and
G823 ruthonily whatsoayer Tequisits or propar 10 b dent in 0 ahouf the wremiges gy fubly 1
graoa Bl intenig ang PUiposEs &5 Tinight or eopld fawfully dg if porsonally pragont, =ad oy
,E_.,S = ; Sritilying snd tonfinning ll i Iy 2818 attorney shall dy op CeUEe to be done under gag
d :'.‘} wirtus nf Yh(.'s: g:esézzts. !

This speelal wid fimiied Pawdt of mtarney shalf be iy afT25t untid revoled iy tillnz,
This peaag shzil'hé ix?rc"vapa'ble._uati.l'.’m: a0, 2008,

IN WTTNESS WHEREOR, 1have HeT2Liio 5oy hand thiy 19 5y of Mgy,
2005 iz the County o Du-Page, ioly, )

CRARD.
Parsemally sppeared, RICHARD DANIGGELIS, and hs 44 Bree 51 is Fand 1o taig
ducumet, voluptarily,

Subscribed end Swem before ma Urig
zfday of @_._m__, 2005,

-
“Yotary pu%ic h' _

a
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DIVISION

GMAC Mortgage, LLC n/k/a: Bank of America, N.A. ) Case No.: 2007 CH 2973¢
aka: “LaSalle Bank National Association,” aka “US Bank, )
NA,"as trustee for Morgan Stanley Loan Trust 2006-16AX,) Before:

Plaintiff ) boRoT
VS, : ) Hon. James P. Flannery $t5R§ oF 51? ¢
) Hon. Sanjay T. Taylor ;
Richard B. Daniggelis, ) or whichever other judge
Defendant_ ) may so preside in Law Div. %22/

Time-Sensitive Judicial Notice-of Adjudicative Facts — in semi-Emergency Fashion by

7 OVERNIGHT FedEx
I hereby bring to This Honourable Court certain Adjudicative Facts of record with regard to the
above-styled case—and in semi-Emergency fashion, To that end, while true emergencies are rare,
this Notice shall state the basis for the party’s claim of several genuine semi-emergency
situations—and shall demonstrate that these situations were not reasonably foreseeable —and
could lead to irreparable harm if relief is not obtained prior to the time that the motion can be
heard on the Court’s regular motion call. Short Description:

o {{#1}} Defendant, Richard B. Daniggelis, an elderly 76-year-old man, is homeless as a
result of the eviction in this cause, and is reported to be living on the street.

o {{#2}) While This Court received & docketed the Affidavit, Notice of Motion, Motion,
Amicus brief, & Exhibits of Gordon Wayne Watts, as reflected on docket, Activity Date:
8/10/2015 (in the Chancery sister case), the Motion to Supplement the Record on Appeal,

 which This Court received and signed for, on Aug. 20, 20135, 1s documented to be “Lost
and Missing,” making an already difficult situation even worse. [See Exhibits to verify]

o {1#3)} The need to supplement the record on appeal —in the 2 sister cases to the above-
styled case —was due to a delay of over one-year in This Court's grant of a Public
Record's Request, thereby delaying the ability to file an intelligible Motion on that head.

s {{#4}} There is a small docketing nomenclature anomaly; see infra.

o {{#5)} A new situation has arisen: Attorney Joseph Younes (co-defendant in 2007-CH-
29737, GMAC v. Danigegelis, sister cases in Chancery and Law —and plamtiff in 2014-
M1-701473, Younes v_Daniggelis a related case in the Civil Division) is documented to
have begun illegal construction and/or demolition activities against the property which is
the subject-matter of this litigation, namely 1720 N. Sedgwick St., Old Towne District,
Chicago, IL 60614—which would moot any appeal pending.

e {{#6}} On Mon. 17 Aug. 2015, The Appellate court dismissed Daniggelis’ appeal, due to
negligence on the part of his attorney, returning jurisdiction on the merits to This Court.

Under Rule 201(c)(2), Fed.R.Civ.P., The Court must take judicial notice if a party requests it

and the court is supplied with the necessary information. While Dual Federalism may possibly

preclude the Supremacy Clause from applying this Federal Rule to This (State) Court,

nonetheless, 1t is still a good guideline, and, to that end, 1 shall do my best to provide This

Honourable Court the necessary information to make it's job as easy as reasonably possible.
Page 1 of Judicial Notice of Gordon Wayne Watts




» {{#1}} Defendant, Richard B. Daniggelis, an elderly 76-year-old man, is homeless as
a result of the eviction in this cause, and is reported to be living on the street.
|

While I don't know the particulars, I do know what Daniggelis told me. Since I later
verified his claims of a duplicate signature were correct, after a Public Records request of This
Court showed that the signatures on the May 09, 2006 & July 09, 2006 Warranty Deeds were
**IDENTICAL** (an impossibility for a mere mortal to sign his name the exact same twice in a
row =equais= a photocopies signature, e.g., a forgery fraud), then Daniggelis' reputation for
honest gained credibility. Therefore, his claims about having. to live on the street (or,
occasionally, in a rental moving van when he might afford it) are accepted as fact. However, I'm
hesitant to declare a “genuine” (or “total”) Emergency since 1 don't know if living on the streets
in Chicago is an immediate/certain threat to his life. But, as we all know that homelessness is
immediately correlated with risks, threats, & jeopardy to one's health, I'd be remiss in my moral
(and legal) duties to remain silent on this head. Matters that have become urgent by reason of a
party’s failure to seek timely relief.de.not constitute emergencies; however, it was my
understanding that This Court was dware of the fact that Daniggelis was elderly & homeless (as
his attorney is reported to have warned a judge in open court that he might become homeless).
But, seeing that my filings on the 10™ of August weren't acted upon with speed (even tho I gave
conclusive evidence of the fraud alleged), I infer that This Court wasn't aware of this exigency;
s0, to that end, I'm giving you notice. I have spoken: If harm befalls him because of his

homelessness, his blood is not on my hands.

[f, however, This Court wishes to verify or refute my claims, one may go and look-see to
this end: I have it on information that on some days, Daniggelis is seen exercising his First
Amendment Rights of Peaceable Assembly, sitting in his wheelchair, protesting on the public
sidewalk in front of his home, which, 1 argue in my brief, was taken illegally, him having
received no consideration (payment), and having lost several hundreds of thousands of dollars of
equity in his house, in his attempts to seek legal heip to get a loan mod (refinancing
modification).

Oh, I almost forgot, but there is one more way to verify this strong claim supra: While
Mr. Daniggelis has made it clear in no uncertain terms that his cell phone number is to be kept
private (thereby precluding me including his number in this filing, which 1 must serve upon all
parties), This Court—if it wishes to verify my strong claims here—may call to the office of Atty.
Tina Schillaci, Esq., a staff attorney at the IL First Appellate Court, and speak with Ms,
Schillaci's law clerks, Patty or Maria, who can verify that Mr. Daniggelis and I spoke with each
of them, at which time Daniggelis not only gave them his private cell (should it be needed under
Subpoena or Discovery), but also they may verify that Daniggelis told them that he was indeed
homeless as I allege he said. Explanation: While I was satistied with Atty. Schillaci's reassurance
that she was forwarding my pleadings to the appellate justices in both appeals panels,
nonetheless, Daniggelis was desperate and requested that I patch him in via 3-way-—which 1 did
—in his attempt to speak with Atty. Schillaci and convince her to ask the Appeals Court to grant
him relief and “seriously” review my Amicus brief & my request for that court to supplement the
record on appeal. Ms. Schillaci's office may be reached at (312) 793-6199, and both Patty and
Maria can verify my claims—and Atty. Schillaci surely got their message and can verify as well.
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» {{#2}} While This Court received and docketed the Affidavit, Notice of Motion,
Motion, Amicus brief, and Exhibits of Gordon Wayne Watts, as reflected on docket,
Activity Date: 8/10/2015, the Motion to Supplement the Record on Appeal, which
This Court received and s1gned for, on Aug. 20, 2015, is documented to be “Lost and
Missing,” making an already difficult sitnation even worse. [See Exhibits fo verifyl

Please take judicial notice of both FedEx delivery receipts in the listed Exhibits herein: As you
will notice, on Aug 07, 2015, FedEx documents that an “M.Smith” signed for and received my
filings, addressed to Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circuit Court, 50 West Washigton [sic] Street

Richard J. Daley Center, Room 1001, Chicago, IL 60602 US.” These items appear on docket,
and took only a few extra days to be processed (being dated Aug 10, 2015). So, when I needed to
ask Your Court to supplement the Record on Appeal, in the 2 sister cases (in Chancery and
Civil), 1 sent it to the same exact address, and it was signed for and received by the same person
(name and signatures same), but even tho it be received way back on the 20" of Aug, 20135, it is

(at last check) still not-on-docket. Those clerks in the CHANCERY DIVISION never got my - e

filings, nor did they appear on docket. Moreover, after speaking with Emma Burse, the mail-
room supervisor, she put me in touch with a 'Craig' in the 'Motions' Department of the CIVIL
DIVSION where 1 filed a similar request to supplement the record on appeal with my filings.

All FedEx and USPS receipts to all parties —for both dates can be found in these public folders:

http: //Gordon\_&atts com/MortgageFraud-Court-Filings/

and:

http://GordonWayneWatts.com/MorigageFraud-Court-Filings/

Since 1 served all the parties, I will probably forgo service on them of what I already
filed, but, in accord with the rules of This Court, I shall endeavor to serve ALL parties copies of
any new filing (such as this judicial notice). (One exception may be that since all of Paul
Shelton's mail to the 1010 Jorie Blvd and 700 E. Ogden Ave addresses was returned as
undeliverable, I will probably try to serve him copies of what he should have gotten last time, if [
can locate current mailing addresses listed in either his reply to the IL Atty, Registration &
Disciplinary Commission and/or the IL Dept. of Financial & Professional Regulation disbarment
notice.) *** Please take judicial notice of the fact that This Court lost my mail, through no
fault of my own, thereby delaying this time-sensitive case. *** (I would hope that, based on
all these points, supra and infra, that This Court would, sua sponte, expedite review of my
Amicus and the attached documentation which 1 am filing Instanter, in the case at bar, thereby
obviating the need for me to file a motion and notice of motion —extra paperwork 1 wish to
avoid.) Craig said that he spoke with supervisor(s), and that they told him that, since they could
not find my filings, that the only solution available was for me to re-file them, sending them
directly to him (and not to Dorothy Brown), so, to that end, I am re-filing that which This Court
lost —and filing de novo in the Law Division. (I kept file copies in case this became necessary.)

While this Law Division case is not being appealed, 1 owe it to This Court to afford it
Judicial Notice of these exigent circumstances in this time-sensitive matter regarding the
lost mail I sent This Court in my motion to supplement the record in these 2 sister cases.
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¢ {{#3}] The need to supplement the record on appeal was due to a delay of over one-
year in This Court's grant of a Public Record's Request, thereby delaying the ability
to file an inteiligible MOthﬂ on that head.

As I document in my motions to supplement the record on appeal in the sister cases
(2007-CH-29738 in Chancery and 2014-MI1-701473 in Civil}, This Court took OVER A YEAR
to grant a simple Public Records Request for basic case-file documentation, which is why I
couldn't file my Amicus Curiae brief in a timely fashion, meaning it was filed after the Notice of
Appeal, and thereby didn't antomatic¢ally go into the Record on Appeal.

Let me add that I do not blame the clerks involved (for either the delay in #3, here, or for
losing my filings in #2, supra). I am fully aware that This Court is short-staffed—and
overwhelmed with its caseload—due to obvious budget shortfalls that resulted from VERY
UNWISE actions by State and Federal Lawmakers in regards to “cops & courts” budgeting—
which was not your fault.

T e

{{BON US POINT}} 1 already argue in my Amicus brief that both attorneys Andjelko Galic and
Benji Philips did a poor job in some overlooking key points—which I was able to raise. While
The Court, itself, was not at fault here, it is a fact that Illinois, like Florida, recognises attorneys
as "Officers of the Court' (and not merely private citizens), meaning Galic's and Philips' failures
were legally equivalent to a failure of the Judicial Branch, and thus Daniggelis' Due Process was
denied, and no further legal argument is needed to advance an 'Ineffective Counsel' defense:

ARTICLE VIII. ILLINOIS' RULES OF PROFESSIONAL CONDUCT OF
2010, Preamble: a Lawyer’s Responsibilities reads: “[1] A lawyer, as a member of
the legal profession, is a representative of clients, an officer of the legal system
and a public citizen having special responsibility for the quality of justice.”

Cite: hitp.f'www.lllingiscourts. gov/supremecourt/rules/art viii/artviii_new.hitm

This, of course, implicates Fundamental Due Process.

While I couldn't honestly say that this situation (Ineffective Counsel) was not reasonably
foreseeable at this point in time, when [ mentioned it in my initial Amicus brief, it was indeed
“not reasonably foreseeable,” and: thus appropriate to put in the Amicus that 1 previously
submitted. So, while I already did mention this point (Ineffective Counsel) in my dmicus Curige
brief, nonetheless, it is appropriate to tie it in to peints #2 and #3 supra since this “Bonus Point”
is — technically — yet another failure of the Judicial Branch—insofar as “A lawyer, as a

member of the legal profession, is a representative of clients, an officer of the legal system.”

o {{#4}} There is a small docketing nomenclature anomaly; see infra.

This is no an 'emergency’ situation, as are most or all of the others, but it is indeed a matter in the

which it was indeed “not reasonably foreseeable,” and thus [ shall address it to clarify: If you

look at the court's docket in 2007-CH-29738, GMAC v._Daniggelis (the one in Chancery, not the

identical case number in the Law Division), yon will see my filings on 8/10/2015 as reflecting

“Attorney: PRO SE” and “Participant: NON RECORD CLAIMANTS”; however, if you look at
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the docket in 2014-M1-701473, Younes v. Daniggelis in the Civil Division, you will see my filing
listed as “Participant: DANIGGELIS RICHARD” with the filer called “Attorney: PRO SE.”

I am giving This Court judicial ﬁoﬁce that BOTH ENTRIES are correct. Explanation:

While I didn't explicitly state so in any of my filings to the trial court, | did tell the clerks in
Chancery that I was having trouble e-filing, and that it not only had no selection for “Amicus,”
but that it wouldn't even let me file as an unnamed heir / legatee, which was indeed one or two of
their selections. I wasn't trying to ask for “unnamed heir / legatee” status—only Amicus status,
but I told the clerks that I did _indeed qualify as an unnamed heir / legatee: The defendant, a
friend of mine, promised, if he was able, to give me an unspecified amount of assistance for the
advancement of certain shared causes and beliefs. Whether or rot Mr. Daniggelis is able to pay
me anything (I am not seeking any payment from him—but will gladly accept a donation from
anyone at this time, as I am very deeply “under water” financially), his offer de facto constitutes
-a legacy and perforce makes me an unnamed heir / legatee and, thercfore, also an interested

party.

So, the bottom line is this: My difficulties with the e-filing system in the trial court forced me to
try to file as an unnamed heir / legatee (i.e. a non-record claimant), and even though that didn't
work, 1 stil] qualified and was so named in the docket entry in Chancery. (But, of court, the Civil
Court docket was also correct: [ am mdeed a “pro se,” non-lawyer who filed with Mr. Daniggelis
as the key “participant.”)

o {{#5}} A new situation has arisen: Attorney Joseph Younes (co-defendant in 2007-
CH-29737, GMAC v. Daniggelis, and plaintiff in 2014-M1-701473, Younes v.
Daniggelis) is documented to have begun illegal construction and/or demolmon
activities against the property which is the subject-matter of this litigation, namely
1720 N. Sedgwick St., Old, Towne District, Chicago, IL 60614—which would moot

any appeal pending.

This last new development is indeed, at the very least, a semi-emergency situation—and I shall
demonstrate that this situation, too, was not reasonably foreseeable —and could lead to irreparable
harm if relief is not obtained prior to the time that the motion can be heard on the Court’s regular

motion call.

Looking at the Exhibits herein, we see proof to verify this claim: After I heard reports from
Daniggelis of a possible attempt by, Younes to destroy the house (and thus “moot™ the appeal), 1
made contact with a professional photographer in Chicago, and he took photos decumenting a
Stop Work order by City Code, which I am sure would not be necessary had no illegal
demolition or construction been going on, 1 am not accusing Younes of anything intentional or
malicious, but it is what it is, and I'document my strong claims. It doesn't take a rocket Scientist
or a Supreme Court Justice to understand the legal implications here: Younes' attempts to
conduct illegal demolition or construction are likely —whether intentional or not —to destroy the
house, and thus render auy court action “moot.”
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» {{#6}} On Mon. 17 Aug. 2015, The Appellate court dismissed Daniggelis' appeal, due
to negligence on the part of his attorney, returning jurisdiction on the merits to This
Court.

Looking at the Electronic Docket for This Honourable Court, I can see that the This Court didn't
get the note that the appeal was dismissed, and so—as I am morally obligated (and legally
permitted), I am giving Judicial Notice of these Adjudicative Facts to the effect that This
Court now has “subject matter” jurisdiction, once again — to wit:

In GMAC v._Daniggelis (2007-CH-29738 — the sister case in the Chancery Division),
Atty. Andjelko Galic, representing Defendant, Richard B. Daniggelis, filed a Notice of Appeal on
05/6/2015 and made a “REQUEST FOR PREPARATION OF RECORD” on 07/14/2015, and
that case is on appeal in your court in NO. 1-14-2751. The Record on Appeal in NO. 1-14-2751
was due on July 08, 2015, and 1s LONG OVERDUE, and there are no Motions for Extension of
Time, nor any similar orders granting an extension. .-

In Younes v. Daniggelis (2014-M1-701473 — in the Civil Division), Atty. Andjetko Galic,
representing Defendant, Richard B. Daniggelis, filed a Notice of Appeal on 02/26/2015 and
made a “REQUEST FOR PREPARATION OF RECORD” on 04/21/2015, and that case is on
appeal in your court in NO. 1-15-0662. The Record on Appeal in NO. 1-15-0662 was due on
April 30, 2015, and is LONG OVERDUE, and there are no Motions for Extension of Time, nor
any similar orders granting an ¢xtension.

Additionally, Atty. Galic has missed several court dates in the trial court —and was late filing a
Notice of Appeal in one case above: Galic made a late appeal to the First Appellate Court,
which was denied, but appealed to the [llinois Supreme Court, which, on 03/25/2015, entered the
following order: “In the exercise of this Court's supervisory authority, the Appellate Court, First
District, is directed to vacate its order in GMAC Mortgage, LLC v. Daniggelis, case No. 1-14-
2751 (09/24/14), denying Richard Daniggelis leave to file a late notice of appeal. The appellate
court 1s instructed to allow Richard Daniggelis to file a late notice of appeal and hear the case.”
(27 N.E.3d 610 (2015) This case is pending before your appeals court in case #:1-14-2751.

Since my earlier affidavit in the sister cases, I was informed by the First Appellate Court
that one of the appeals, 1-15-0662, Younes v. Daniggelis, was indeed dismissed on Monday, 17
August 2015, for want of prosecution, as I had feared. That case is still in grave jeopardy as I
speak —and pending on motion for reinstatement by Daniggelis' attorney of record, Mr, Galic, My
request to intervene as both an Amicus Curiae and also an interested party (non-record claimant
prospective / heir-legatee), was time-stamped earlier than the dismissal, and my motions are also
being reviewed; however my motions, being nunc pro tunc, due to the time-stamp, as guaranteed
by Illinois Supreme Court Rule 373 (Date of Filing Papers in Reviewing Court; Certificate or
Affidavit of Mailing) are timely, and not late as with Mr. Galic's filings: | FedEx'ed and signed it
the day before it was dismissed, which invoked R.373, and made my filings timely, even though
it arrived in court after the dismissal: the travel-time was less than 3-days, thus triggered R.373.

Thus, in Younes v _Daniggelis, This Court now has subject matter jurisdiction once again
{and in GMAC v. Daniggelis in Chancery, it looks like it will again get jurisdiction), and I look
forward to a “fair fight” in my quest to get all the evidence fairly reviewed—and get justice.
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Conclusion: Points #2, #3, and the 'Bonus Point' are documentation of huge failures of the
Judictal System, which unnecessarily delay justice. (Justice delayed =equals= justice denied.)
Points #1 and #5 demonstrate clear jeopardy to life, limb, and/or property, which must be
addressed.

Lastly, on April 20, 2007, Daniggelis executed a “Fraudulent Document Notice” to both
the Cook County Recorder's office (doc number: 0711039132, on 4/20/2007) and to the trial
court (exhibit 'F' of the July 30, 2008 filing by Atty. Benji Philips, in 2007-CH-29738, in
Chancery) that the July 09, 2006 Warranty Deed (doc no: 0622826137 at the Recorder's Office,
on 8/16/2006) was a forgery. Since he regularly complained to both the cops and the courts, even
putting it “on record,” then the police, sheriff, courts system, state attorney's office, AND the
attorney general's office should have had official notice of this and questioned Daniggelis for
details so that this felony forgery fraud (by photocopying a signature) could be investigated and
prosecuted. That is wasn't investigated in 2 timely fashion might result in the Statutes of
Limitations running out for forgery, perjury, or other such criminal felonies. However,
“Delay in the prosecution of a suit is sufficiently excused, where occasioned solely by the
official negligence of the referee, without confributory negligence of the plaintiff, especially
where no steps were taken by defendant to expedite the case.” Robertson v. Wilson, 51 So. 849,
59 Fla. 400, 138 Am.St.Rep. 128. (Fla. 1910} Moreover, “When facts are to be considered and
determined in the administration of statutes, there must be provistons prescribed for due notice to
interested parties as to time and place of hearings with appropriate opportunity to be heard in
orderly procedure sufficient to afford due process and equal protection of the laws...”
Declaration of Rights, §3. 1,12, McRae v Robbins, 9 So0.2d 284, 151 Fla. 109. (Fla. 1942)

While this is Florida case law (where | am more familiar), [ am sure that any good lawyer
could find Illinois state law to support this. — In fact, EEOC v_Indiana Bell, 256 F.3d 516 (2001),
allows for excusable delay in filing, prosecution, etc., and as this is a Federal case, the
Supremacy Clause would probably control on this point of law, if lilinois State Law is silent.
(And, any judge or justice who was truly seeking Due Process and Equal Protection, would find
this to be Constitutionally sound case law—and allow Daniggelis to avoid being penalised or
lose his house simply because the cops, courts, and state attorney’s office kept “‘passing the buck”
back and forth until the clock ran out. Of course, since cops, courts, and SAQO refused to act
when they could, this is legally equivalent to fraudulent concealment. In addition, there indeed
is Illinois state law in favour of equitable tolling for Daniggelis, should he need it: Equitable
tolling of a statute of limitations is appropriate if the plaintiff has been prevented from asserting
his or her rights in some extraordinary way. (Daniggelis, whose has counter-claims of fraud,
would be a plaintiff here, and thus this controls.) Ciers v O.L. Schmidt Barge Lines, Inc., 285
[Il.App.3d 1046, 1052, 221 lll.Dec. 303, 675 N.E.2d 210 (1996). Thus, even if Statutes of
Limitations 1s used to bar Daniggelis' claims on this head (and it may not), here is case law to
grant justice & prevent his house from outright being stolen in this mortgage fraud.

Thus, while this Judicial Notice of Adjudicative Facts is not a motion, in & of itself,
nonetheless, I anticipate This Court will be honest & fairly review the affidavit statements of
fact, arguments at law, & documentation to verify—and grant in the affirmative the motions to
stay enforcement, review my Amicus, and, of course, give Daniggelis' house back to him.
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CERTIFICATE AND AFFIDAVIT OF DELIVERY (aka: Certificate of Service)

The undersigned, hereby certifies under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to 735
ILCS 5/1-109, that the above Judicial Notice of Adjudicative Facts — in semi-Emergency Fashion
and all attached pleadings were delivered to the following parties as indicated:

Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circuit Court, Richard J. Daley Center, Room 1001, 50 West
Washington Street, Chicago, [llinois 60602, PH: 312-603-5031 (5133: Chancery / 5116: Civil /
6930, 5426: Law), Hours: 8:30am—4:30pm (CST)

Andjelko Galic, Esq. (atty for Defendant, Daniggelis) (Atty No.: 33013)

134 N. LaSalle St., STE 1040 - Email: AndjelkoGalici@Hotmail.com
CHICAGO IL, 60602 — (Cell: 312-217-5433, FAX: 312-986-1810, PH: 312-986-1510)

Wiltliam D. and Linda D. Gerould

(Owners of record of subject-property, according to http://CookRecorder.com)
49 Lorelei Lane, Menlo Park, CA 94025-1715

Mr. Robert J. More (AnselmdS@Gmail.com) (Former tenant of Daniggelis)
P.O. Box 6926, Chicago, IL, 60680-6926 — PH: (608) 445-5181

PIERCE & ASSOCIATES (Atty. for GMAC) (PA0715886) PH: (312) 346-9088
URL: hitp.//www.Atty-Pierce.com/index.php?

option=com_content&view=article&id=223&[temnid=112
Attn: Joseph J. Knopic, 11, Esq., 1 North Dearborn St., STE #1300 CHICAGO IL, 60602

Richard Indyke, Esq. (312-332-2828 Atty for LaSalle Bank Natl Assn),
John K. Kallman, Esq. (312-578-1515, atty for STG; atty no: 25182)
221 N. LaSalle St. STE 1200, Chicago, IL. 60601-1305

STONE MCGUIRE SIEGEL, P.C. (Atty for JOHN LAROCQUE) PH: (847) 239-7555
Attn: Carlo E. Poli, Esq., 801 SKOKIE BLVD, STE #200, NORTHBROOK IL, 60062

KROPIK PAPUGA AND SHAW (Atty for 'MERS' aka Mortgage Electronic Registration

Systems, Inc.) Attn; Charanne M. Papuga, http://Kropik.net/contact.htm] / Kropik@Kropik. net
120 South LaSalle Street #1500, CHICAGO IL, 60603, PH: (312) 236-6405

COHON RAIZES®AL LLP (90192) (Atty for STEWART TITLE ILLINOIS)
Attn: Carrie A, Dolan, 208 S LASALLE#1860, CHICAGO IL, 60604, PH: (312) 726-2252

Stewaﬁ Title, Attn: Leigh Curry

http://www.Stewart.com/en/ste/chicago/contact-us/contact-us.html
2055 W. Army Trail Rd., STE 110, Addison, IL 60101, PH: (630) 889-4050
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KING HOLLOWAY LLC (Atty. for Joseph Younes) http://www.KingHolloway.com/contact btm
Attn: Peter M. King, Esq. PKing@khl-law.com

One North LaSalle Street, Suite 3040, Chicago, IL 60602

(312) 780-7302 / (312) 724-8218 / Direct: (312) 724-8221

Peter King (Atty. for Joseph Younes) (Atty. No.: 48761)
c/o: King Holloway LLC, 101 N. Wacker Dr., STE 2010, Chicago, IL 60606

Perry Perelman (Atty no: 57398) (PPerelman@PerelmanDorf.com) (Atty. for Joseph Younes)
PERELMAN | DORF, LLC http://PerelmanDorf.com/contact/ Email; Info@PerelmanDorf.com
2059 W. Chicago Ave., Chicago, IL 60622, PH: (312) 888-9608 / FAX: +1-312-674-7644

Joseph Younes Law Offices / http://ChicagoAccidentAttorney.net

120 W Madison St Ste 1405, Chicago, IL 60602-4128

Phone: (312) 372-1122 ; Fax: (312) 372-1408 e
Email is thought to be: RoJoe69@vahoo com per http://'www.ZoomlInfo, com/p/Josth-
Younes/589467626)

Craig A. Cronquist, Esq., c/o: Maloney & Craven, P.C. (Attys. for Joseph Younes)
2093 Rand Road, DesPlaines, IL 60016

Paul L. Shelton, Pro Se

3 Grant Square, SUITE #363

Hinsdale, IL 60521-3351

address per: http://www.iarde. org/ansl?mr()039 pdf

and http: //www martmdale com/Paul—Leshe She]ton/941051 1awyer htm
and: hitp://www.lawyer.com/paul-leslie-shelton.htmi
and: http: fwww, lawyer.com/paul-shelton-il html
and: http://www.lawyer.com/firm/shelton-law-group . htmi

Paul L. Shelton

10 North Adams Street

Hinsdale, IL 60521

PH: 630-986-5555

—address per: https://www.idfpr.com/banks/regfin/discipling/L.02009/2009-L0O-26.pdf

and: https://www.idfpr.com/News/newsrls/05072009SheltonOrder.pdf
and: https:/www.idfpr.com/banks/resfin/discipline/2009/MBR-128-bandL.O-26-b.pdf

and per: hitp://chicago.blockshopper.com/property/09-02-422-012/10 n_adams

and: http.//www.whitepages.com/search/FindNearby?
utf8=v &street=10+N+Adams+St&where=Hinsdale +IL

and: http://www.whitepages.com/name/Mike-Shelton/Hinsdale-L/6y8pece
David J. Cooper, 3622 N. Fremont St., Chicago, IL 60613
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[ 2

MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc.)

https://www. mersinc.org/about-us/about-us

a nominee for HLB Mortgage, Janis Smith — (703) 738-0230 — Email: JanisS@mersinc.org

Vice President, Corporate Communications, Sandra Troutman - (703) 761-1274 — Email:
SandraT@mersinc.org — Director, Corporate Communications

1595 Springhill Rd., STE 310, Vienna VA 22182, PH: (703) 761-0694 / (800)-646-6377

I, Gordon Wayne Watts, the undersigned, hereby certify under penalties of perjury as provided by

law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109, that the above notice and all attached pleadings (Affidavit of

Gordon Wayne Watts, Notice of Motion, Motion for leave to file Amicus Curiae brief, Amicus

Curige of Gordon- Wayne Watts in the above-captioned case, and related exhibits — with an

Appendix of Exhibits) were served upon all parties listed above, this 9th__ day of
‘September___, 2015 by the following methods:

» FedEx 3rd-party commercial Carrier: Every party was served by FedEx [[with

dehvery confirmation and tracking, should it be necessary to verify service]] excepting
the cases of a PO Box, which are not serviced by FedEx.,

e Seee.g., htip://Gordon Watts.co orteageFraud-Court-Filings/ or
http://GordonWayneWatts.com/MortgageFraud-Court-Filings/ for FedEx and USPS
receipts of past, present, and future filings in this cause.

¢ United State Postal Service: The party with a PO Box, Mr. More, was served by USPS.

» Internet: I shall, when practically possible, post a TRUE COPY of this filing — and
related filings — online at my official websites, infra,

| 7
Signaturey WM Date:L\\Q;SaQ’t -Q)O)j 20

Gordon Wayne , Amicus Curiae*®
821 Alicia Road

Lakeland, FL 33801-2113

PH: (863) 688-9880

Web: www.GordonWaits.com / www.GordonWayne Watts.com

Email: Gww1210@aol.com / Gww]1210(@gmail.com

Date: Wednesday, 09 September 2015
* Watts, acting counsel of record, is not a lawyer. Per Local Rule 2.1, “Notice
of Hearing of Motions,” Watts, appearing pro se, is giving notice of his motion
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INDEX TO THE EXHIBITS

Instrument

FedEx Proof of Delivery to This Court: Aug 07, 2015
FedEx Proof of Delivery to This Court: Aug 20, 2015
Chancery Docket (zoom view)

Civil Docket (zoom view)

Docket/Tab#
Exhibit-A
Exhibit-B
Exhibit-C

Exhibit-D

Richard Daniggelis' house: 1720 N. Sedgwick St., Chicago, IL 60614 (pan view) Exhibit-E

Richard Daniggelis' house ("Stop Work Order’ sign: pan view)

Richard Daniggelis' house ("Stop Work Order' sign: zoom view)

Exhibit-F

Exhibit-G



FedEx Proof of Delivery to This Court: Aug 07, 2015

Exhibit-A

August 31,2015

Dear Customer:

The following is the proof-of-delivery for fracking number 781089955895

Delivery information:

Status: Delivered Delivery location:
Signed for by: MSMITH Defivery date:
Service type: FedEx Ground

Speclal Handling;

50 W WASHINGTON ST
Chicago, L 60602

Aug 7, 2015 12:00

Shipping Information:

Tracking number: 7B 1085855899 Snip date:
Weight:
Reciplent Shipper:
Dorothy Brown ‘Gordon ‘Watis
Clerk aof fhe Circuit Court Gordon Watls
50 ‘Wesl Washigton Street 821 ALICIARD
Richard J. Daley Center, Room 1001 LAKELAND, FL 33801 US

Chicago, IL 688602 US

Thank you for choosing FedEx.

Aug 4, 2015
1.7 hefD.8 kg



FedEx Proof of Delivery to This Court: Aug 20, 2015 ‘ Exhibit-B

August 26,2015

Dear Customer:;

The following is the proof-of-delivery for tracking number 781161203804 .

Delivery information;
Status: Delivered ' Delivery location: 50 W WASHINGTON ST
Coa COMPTROLLER'S OFFICE
Chicago, IL. 60802

Signed for by MSMITH Delivery date: Aug 20, 2015 12:46
Service type: FedEx Ground

Special Handting:

Shipping information:
Tracking number: 781161203804 Ship date: Aug 17, 2015

Weight 1.0 1bsi0.5 kg

Recipient. Shipper:
Dorothy Brows Gordon Wayne Walls
Clerk of the Circuit Court Gordon \Wayne Watts
50 West Washington Street 821 ALICIARD
Richard J Datey Ctr, Room 1001 LAKELAND, FL 33801 US

Chicago, IL 60602 US

Thank you for choosing FedEx.
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“Date. TT05 "
Court Time: 0930

Judge: SHEAHAN, PATRIC
Court Room: 1302

ANSWER/RESPONSE/REPL

Attorney: GALIC ANDJELKO

Date: 9/30/2015

Attorney: PROSE
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

(AMAL

v

No. @’IO‘/\ 3-‘173 5"

Oun s
ORDER

Plaintiff having failed to appear, IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this\J\LO \q

case is continued to } D- } '-t/’ - /S— at Ci &Oﬁ Jﬁy_ for status,

Failure to appear on this date may result in the case being dismissed for want

of prosecution.

TERED
JUDCE SANJAY TAILOR-1870

0CT 07 WW

ROWH
00RaTH YRR Mooy
CLERE OF Hok counTY, it

pEPUTY CLERK

Atty No. Enter:

Atty Name:

Attorney for:
Address: N
City:

Phone:

" Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois
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CIRCUIT COURT OF
COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

~ LAW DIVISION
CLERK DOROTHY BROWN

ELECTRONICALLY FILED

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, IL
LAW DIVISION

GMA.C.
\Y 07 CH 29738
Richard Daniggelis et al

Natice of Motion

To: The Law Division, Cook Co, IL Courts, and all parties being served (see list, below)
From: Robert J. More (“RIM™)

Notice Proper: On Monday, November 16, 2015 at 09:30am, CST, in Courtroom E9]2 I shall
present the attached pleading, “Notice of Intervention by right, and, in the alternative, Petition
for Intervention by Non-attorney, Robert J. More,” in person, if this court shall expedite the
participation of RIM in the adjudication of this case by issuing orders requiring the Cook
County, IL, Sheriff to permit RIM unfettered access fo the R. Daley Center.

In the alternative, RIM will be available via telephone on Monday, 11/16/15 at or about 930am,
CST to participate in any proceeding conducted in regard to this document at: (608) 445-5181.
See Art, 11, Rule 185 (Telephone Conferences), R.Civ. Proceedings in the Trial Court, Rule
206(h)(Remote Electronic Means Depositions), etc,

Respectfully submitted,

[NV 9 \M/ﬁ//g//g

Robert J. More, Heb, 10:31, 1 Cor. 10:13, Ja. 2:13, Rom. 12:21
Certificate of Service

The undersigned, hereby certifies under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant to 735
ILCS 5/1-109, that the above notice and all attached pleadings were delivered to the following
parties as indicated:

Clerk of the Circuit Court, Cook County, IL, Law Division
Andjelko Gatlic, Esq. (atty for Defendant, Daniggelis) (Atty No.: 33013} 134 N. LaSalle St.,, STE

1040 — (Email: AndjelkoGalicc@Hotmail.com and AGForgclosureDefense@Gmail.com)
CHICAGO IL, 60602, Cell: 312-217-5433, FAX: 312-986-1810, PH: 312-986-1510

Gordon W. Watts URL: www.gordonwatts.com and www.gordonwaynewatts.com (Email:
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Gwwl210@aol.com and Gwwl1210@egmail,com) 821 Alicia Road, Lakeland, FL, 33801-2113,
Cell: 863-4092109, PH: 863-688-9880

PIERCE & ASSOCIATES (Atty. for GMAC) (PA0715886) PH: (312) 346-9088 URL:
http [WWWw, Atty_Plcrcc comfmdex nhb"

=112 Attn: Joseph J, Knopig, I, Esq., |

North Dearbom St., STE #1 3()0 LHICA(JO ILV 60602

Richard Indyke, Esq. (312-332-2828 Atty for LaSaIle Bank Natl Assn), John K. Kallman, Esq.
(312-578-1515, atty for STG: atty no: 25182) 221 N. LaSalle St. STE 1200, Chicago, IL 60601-
1305

STONE MCGUIRE SIEGEL, P.C. (Atty for JOHN LAROCQUE) PH: (847) 239-7555
Attn: Carlo E. Poli, Esq., 801 SKOKIE BLVD, STE #200, NORTHBROOK IL, 60062

KROPIK PAPUGA AND SHAW (Atty for 'MERS' aka Mortgage Electronic Registration

-y ‘Systems, Inc.) Attn: Charanne M. Papuga, http://Kropik.net/contact.html / Kropik(@Kropik.net

120 South LaSalle Street #1500, CHICAGO IL, 60603. PH: (312) 236-6405

COHON RAIZES®AL LLP (90192) (Atty for STEWART TITLE ILLINOIS) Attn: Carrie A.
Dolan, 208 S LASALLE#1860, CHICAGO IL, 60604, PH: (312) 726-2252

Stewart Title, Attn; Leigh Curry hitp.//www.Stewart.com/en/stc/chicago/contact-us/contact-

us.himl 2055 W. Army Trail Rd., STE 110, Addison, IL 60101, PH: (630) 889-4050

KING HOLLOWAY LLC (Atty. for Joseph Younes) htip://www.KingHolloway.com/contact.htm

Atin; Peter M. King, Esq. PKing(@khl-law.com One North LaSalle Street, Suite 3040, Chicago,
IL 60602, PH: (312) 780-7302 / (312) 724-8218 / Direct: (312) 724-8221

Peter King (Atty. for Joseph Younes) (Atty. No.: 48761) ¢/o: King Holloway LLC, 101 N.

< Wacker Dr., STE 2010, Chicago, IL 60606

Joseph Younes Law Offices / hitp://ChicagoAccidentAttorney.net [20'W Madison St Ste 1405,
Chicago, IL. 60602-4128. Phone: (312) 372-1122, Fax: (312) 372-1408 Email:
RolJoe69(@yahoo.com

Craig A. Cronguist, Esq., ¢/o: Maloney & Craven, P.C. (Attys, for Joseph Younes) 2093 Rand
Road, DesPlaines, IL 60016

Paul L, Shelton, Pro Se, 3 Grant Square, SUITE #363, Hinsdale, IL 60521-3351.
PMSA136@aol.com, PLShelton@SBCGlobal.net

Paul L. Shelton, 10 North Adams Street, Hinsdale, 1L 60521,
PMSA 136@aol.com, PLShelton@SBCGlobal.net

David J. Cooper, 3622 N. Fremont St., Chicago, IL 60613
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MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc.) P.O. Box 2026, F lint, MI 48501-2026

MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, In¢.), 1901 East Voorhece St, Suite 'C'
Danville, IL 61834-4512 — Hours: 8a-430p (CST)

MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc.) https;//www.mersing.org/about-

us/about-us a nominee for HL.B Mortgage, Janis Smith — (703) 738-0230 — Email:
JanisS@mersinc.org Vice President, Corporate Communications, Sandra Troutman (703) 761-
1274 — Email: SandraT@mersinc.org — Director, Corporate Communications

1595 Springhill Rd., STE 310, Vienna VA 22182, PH: (703) 761-0694 / (800)-646-6377

I, Robert J. More, the undersigned, hereby certify under penalties of perjury as provided by law
pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-1G9, that the above notice and all attached pleadings were served upon
all parties listed above, this 13* day of October, 2015 by the following methods:

~ I am serving all parties by electronic filing, using the court's electronic filing system.

1 am contemporaneously serving all parties by email, as indicated above.

Internet: I shall, when practically possible, post a TRUE COPY of'this filing — and related filings

* — online at my official websites, infia.

I am not serving any party by hard copy due to the fact that it is a morally and financially

- unfeasible burden for which I am not morally obliged to waste the nonrenewable limited

resources for which [ am an humble steward. Let this statement serve as notice as to whom [
have and have not serve.

Rkt 97
/803

Intervenor Non-attorney Robert J. More

Signature;

P.0. Box 6926, Chicago, IL, 60680-6926. PH: (608) 445-5181
Web: http://thirstforjustice.tripod.com

Email: Anselm4S@gmail.com
Date: Tuesday, October 13, 2015
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CIRCUIT COURT OF
COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

LAW DIVISION

hitp://thirstforjustice. tripod. com/danpetint3dcom101315.pdf CLER'K DOROTHY BROWN

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, IL

LAW DIVISION
GMAC.
Vv 07 CH 29738
Richard Daniggelis et al

Notice of Intervention by right, and. in the alternative,
Petition for Intervention by Non-attorney, Robert J. More

I, Robert J. More, hereby give notice of my intervention by right for the following two reasons:

1) As you can see on the docket, 1 am a named party. (Note to the court: on docket, my name is
misspelled: I am not 'MOORE ROBERT" but rather, the correct spelling of my name is 'ROBERT J.
MORE' with one 'Q’ and not two.)

2} The 'COMPLAINT TO FORECLOSE MORTGAGE' filed on 10/17/2007, by Plaintiff, GMAC
MORTGAGE LLC, states, in point 4, of its complaint, that Plaintiff acknowledges the existence of
other unknown own interested parties, and hereby includes them in its lawsuit, naming them as
defendants. Quoting GMAC, they admit as follows:

“4, Plaintiff alleges that in addition to persons designated by name
herein and the Unknown Defendants referred to above, there are other
persons, and/or non-record claimants who are interested in this action
and who have or claim some right, title, interest or lien in, to or upon
the real estate, or soine part thereof, in this Complaint described,
including but not limited to the following:

UNKNOWN OWNERS AND NON RECORD CLAIMANTS, IF ANY.

That the name of each of such persons is unknown to the plaintiff and
on diligent inquiry cannot be ascertained, and all such persons are
therefore made party defendants to this action by name and description
of UNKNOWN OWNERS and NON RECORD CLAIMANTS.”

Therefore, I give notice to the court and all parties that I intervene and participate as a matter of
right. In the alternative, if this legal argument is deficient, I respectfully move this court for leave to
intervene in the above-named case as a Prospective Intervenor.

Prospective Intervenor (“PI”), Robert J. More’s (“RIM's”) Proposed Third Component of 10/13/15
of Petition for Leave to Intervene Into This Case of 10/13/15 set for Monday, 11/16/15, at 9:30am,
CST, in courtroom 1912, before Associate Judge, Sanjay T. Tailor, Law Division, to be Superseded,
Retracted, Augmented, Supplemented, or Otherwise Modified Before or After Such November Date

Now comes RIM to move this Court to grant RIM leave to participate in the adjudication of this
case as some form of intervenor wherein, for a number of reasons, a complete explication of which
would necessarily be beyond the scope of this document but in regard to which an enumeration
whereof would be provided upon RIM’s receiving a request and/or demand wherefore and/or in any
foreseeable scenario, in future components of this document, and in support and explanation
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whereof, RIM avers and explains as follows:

1. RJM incorporates herein the factual predicates contained in the documents Prospective
Intervenor G. W. Watts has filed in regard to the case this document concerns ("this case") and those
legal arguments included wherein which are devoid of flattery and/or any other sinful content
and/or illegitimate legal postulations as if fully set forth herem, while simultaneously declaring his
disapproval of such material not so incorporated.

2. The primary reason for RIM's filing of this document is the concemn of RJM to ensure the
adequate coverage of that component of his moral liability as he subjectively apprehends it in
regard to the matters this case concerns ("these matters™) which correlates to the axiom: Qui
nocentibus parcit, innocentibus punit. (Latin for: “He who spares the guilty, punishes the tnnocent.”
Jenk, Cent, Cas, 126. http://legaldictionary.lawin,org/qui-parcit-nocentibus-innocentibus-punit/)

3. Secondary reasons for RIM's intervention endeavor herein include RIM's concern to ensure that
there are funds from which RJM can collect judgments against both Daniggelis and his Attorney
A, Galic for the (several) torts cormnitied by each against RIM over the past five years and to
secure the damages that RIM understands that Younes owes RIM for the tort liability he has
incurred via injuries he has unjustifiably caused RJM, w/n such period, as well as the burden which
RIM as an able-bodied citizen must continue to bear to contribute to the adequate coverage of the
"Alter or Abolish" ("forms of government" which have become [at any given juncture of history]
"destructive of the ends for which governments are [legitimately] established amongst men")
provision of the Declaration of Independence, which document, of course, has, besides constituting
an enabling document of the U.S. Constitution, been statutorily instituted into the U.S. Code. 4. In
s0 many ways, such matters represent all that is presently so very wrong with the world,

5. The contents of documents already filed in various theatres by RIM in regard to these matiers,
and/or which regard problems related to this adjudication have all been compiled in one document
which is (or soon shall tentatively be) accessible here:

http://thirstforjustice.tripod.com/danl 01215 html

6. RIM's initial demand in this filing is an adjudication of the "Standard and Method of
Adjudication” documents posted in the entry of the same name in the Table of Contents of the
website whose URL is provided in the entry immediately preceding this one.

7, Most recently in regard to RIM's endeavors to intervene in regard to these matters, Judge G.
Scully issued an order in the Eviction Case related whereto transferring possession of Daniggelis'
former residence to a Mr. J. Younes, without ever having issued any ruling in regard to the
documents filed by RIM in that case, not even in regard to whether Daniggelis may have
misrepresented his financial condition to the Court in contesting Younes' eviction action against
him,

8. RIM is still endeavoring to get a document inviting him to demonstrate that he did not incur
felony liability in utilizing such tactic delivered to him, which document can tentatively be accessed
here: http://thirstforjustice.tripod.com/daninvitjscuno242 html, before RIM endeavors to present a
"Petition for the Issuance of an Indictment for a Violation of the Provisions of 18 USC 242" to the
Federal Grand Jury assessing evidence of activity alleged to constitute Federal crimes in Chicago,
IL, and RIM would put the reception of his present contact information to good use in such regard,
as RIM would certainly never risk placing anyone not guilty of any crime in jeopardy of being
subjected to any criminal prosecution, on the one hand, w/o on the other, risking leaving his "Qui
parcit" liability inadequately covered. .

9, RIM will be available via telephone on Monday, 11/16/15 at or about 930am, CST to participate
in any proceeding conducted in regard to this document at: (608) 445-5181. o
10. This Court can substantially expedite the participation of RIM in the adjudication of this case by
issuing orders requiring the Cook County , IL, Sheriff to permit RIM unfettered access to the R.
Daley Center, and the possession and use of (an) Electronic Recording Device(s) ("ERD") at all
times at which RIM would ever be conducting activity upon Cook County, IL, property of any type,
subject only to the limitations referenced in the IL Supreme Court's opinion in "People v. Clark."
11, To be continued, etc. as the prioritized burden(s) to which RIM is subject (see: Divini
Redemptoris, 1937) may permit. _

Wherefore, RIM herein respectfully moves this Court to grant the relief described in the title to this
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document,

Respectfully submitted,

R . T
/{5//3//5

Robert J. More, Heb, 10:31, 1 Cor. 10:13, Ja. 2:13, Rom, 12:21
Document List of 10/13/15
1. Document List of 10/13/15 - D/L of 10/13/15 X

2, Prospective...Third Component ...RJM _.Intervene.... X
3. Notice of Motion of 10/13/15 in.... X

4, Invitation to Judge G. Scully to Demonstrate Non-criminality of Abstention from Ruling....

5, Petition to Federal Grand Jury...for Indictment ... 18 USC 242., George Scully
6. Proposed Release and Satisfaction...10/13/15...,
7. Record of Time and Resources Consumed.... X

8. List of URL's of Documents, Authorities and/or Acronyms Referenced in Main Document
v

#6

Research, Organization, Composition of Documents - 10/12, 19:00 - 0:15, 10/13, 9:15 - 10:00

Posting, Filing, Service, Report, Posting

Entries adjacent to which there is an "X" have been included in document submission of 10/13/15

in this case
Certificate of Service

The undersigned, hereby certifies under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant
to 735 11.CS 5/1-109, that the above notice and all attached pleadings were delivered to
the following parties as indicated:

Clerk of the Circuit Court, Cook County, IL, Law Division

Andjelko Galic, Esq. (atty for Defendant, Daniggelis) (Atty No.: 33013) 134 N. LaSalle
St., STE 1040 — (Email: AndjelkoGalic@Hotmail.com and
AGForeclosurgDefense@Gmail.com) CHICAGO IL, 60602, Cell: 312-217-5433, FAX:
312-986-1810, PH: 312-986-1510

Gordon W. Watts URL: www.gordonwatts.com and www.gordonwaynewatts.com (Email:

Gwwi210@acl.com and Gww12]10@gmail.com) 821 Alicia Road, Lakeland, FL, 33801-
2113. Cell: 863-4092109, PH: 863-688-9880

PIERCE & ASSOCIATES (Atty. for GMAC) (PAO715886) PH: (312) 346-9088 URL:
hitp /fwww, Atty-Pierce.comyindex. php?
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=112 Attn: Joseph J. Knopic, 11,
Esq 1 North BDearborn St., STE #1300 CHICAGO 1L, 60602

Richard Indyke, Esq. (312-332-2828 Atty for LaSalle Bank Natl Assn), John K. Kallman,
Esq. (312-578-1515, atty for STG: atty no: 25182) 221 N, LaSalie St, STE 1200,
Chicago, IL 60601-1305

STONE MCGUIRE SIEGEL, P.C. (Atty for JOHN LAROCQUE) PH: (847) 239-7555
Attn: Carlo E. Poli, Esq., 801 SKOKIE BLVD, STE #200, NORTHBROOK IL, 60062

KROPIK PAPUGA AND SHAW (Atty for 'MERS' aka Mortgage Electronic Registration
Systems, Inc.) Attn; Charanne M. Papuga, http.//Kropik.net/contact.html /
Kropik@Kropik.net 120 South LaSalle Street #1500, CHICAGO IL, 60603. PH: (312)
236-6405

COHON RAIZES®AL LLP (90192) (Atty for STEWART TITLE ILLINOIS) Attn:
Carrie A. Dolan, 208 S LASALLE#1860, CHICAGO IL, 60604, PH: (312) 726-2252

Stewart Title, Attn; Leigh Cuarry htm://www.Stewai*t.c_om/en/stc/chicago/contac-t—
us/contaci-us.html 2055 W. Army Trail Rd., STE 110, Addison, IL 60101. PH; (630)

889-4050

KING HOLLOWAY LLC (Atty. for Joseph Younes)

hitp://www.KingHolloway.conycontact.htm Attn: Peter M. King, Esq. PKing@khi-
law.com One North LaSalle Street, Suite 3040, Chicago, IL 60602. PH: (312) 780-7302 /

(312) 724-8218 / Direct: (312) 724-8221

Peter King (Atty. for Joseph Younes) (Atty. No.: 48761) c/o: King Holloway LLC, 101 N,
Wacker Dr., STE 2010, Chicago, 1L 60606

Joseph Younes Law Offices / http://ChicagoAccidentAttorney.net 120 W Madison St Ste
1403, Chicago, IL 60602-4128. Phone: (312) 372-1122, Fax: (312) 372-1408 Email:
Roloetd@yahoo.com

Craig A. Cronquist, Esq., c/o: Maloney & Craveﬁ, P.C. (Autys. for Joseph Younes) 2093
Rand Road, DesPlaines, IL 60016

Paul L. Shelton, Pro Se, 3 Grant Square, SUITE #363, Hinsdale, IL 60521-3351.
PMSA136(@aol.com, PLShelton@SBCGiobal net

Paul L. Shelton, 10 North Adams Street, Hinsdale, IL 60521,
PMSA 136(@aol.com, PLShelton@SBCGlobal net

David J, Cooper, 3622 N, Fremont St., Chicago, IL 60613

MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc.) P.O. Box 2026, Flint, MI 48501 -
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2026

MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc.), 1901 East Voorhees St, Suite 'C'
Danville, IL. 61834-4512 — Hours: 8a-430p (CST)

MERS (Mortgage Electronic Registration Systems, Inc.) httgs#/wwm,mgrging,grg[ggggt-
us/about-us a nominee for HLB Mortgage, Janis Smith — (703) 738-0230 — Email:

JanisS@mersinc.org Vice President, Corporate Communications, Sandra Troutman (703)
761-1274 — Email: SandraT@mersinc.org — Director, Corporate Communications
1595 Springhill Rd., STE 310, Vienna VA 22182, PH: (703) 761-0694 / (800)-646-6377

I, Robert J. More, the undersigned, hereby certify under penalties of perjury as provided
by law pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/1-109, that the above notice and all attached pleadings
were served upon all parties listed above, this 13™ day of October, 2015 by the following
methods:

I am serving all parties by electronic filing, using the court's electronic filing systemn.
I am contemporaneously serving all parties by email, as indicated above.

Internet; I shall, when practically possible, post a TRUE COPY of this filing — and related
filings — online at my official websites, infra.

I am not serving any party by hard copy due to the fact that it is a morally and financially
unfeasible burden for which 1 am not morally obliged to waste the nonrenewable limited

resources for which I am an humble steward. Let this statement serve as notice as to
whom I have and have not served.

Date: Tuesday, October 13, 2015

Intervenor Non-attorney Robert J. More
P.0O. Box 6926, Chicago, IL, 60680 6926. PH: (608) 445-5181

Email; . Anbe]iﬁ45(a2gmali COI

Date: Tuesday, October 13, 2015
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CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER

e 07 CH 29737

initial subsequent status, or motion, counsel for _ plaintiff,
___ third party defendant presemnt, it is hereby ordered:

Non-opinion written discovery to be cormpleted by
Non-opinion oral discovery to be completed by
shall complete outstanding written discovery by
shall be presented for deposition by
Plaintiff shall serve Rule 213 f(2) and (3) disclosures by
Defendant shall serve Rule 213 {(2) and (3) disclosures by
Plaintiff’s 213 f(2) and (3) witnesses to be deposed by
Defendant’s 213 £(2) and (3) witnesses to be deposed by
. All discovery to be completed by
10. All dispositive motions shall be filed and noticed no later than
11. This matter is continued to ol

© MO LA LN —

]

- /,S al ‘? e A for:

Written Discovery Status
Oral Discovery Status

y A

Service Status
Compliance Status

\/ Pleadings Status
Settlement Status

Default / Prove Up Final Pretrial Expert Discovery Stalus
__ Pretrial {parties myst be present unless excused by order of Court)
Other '?éu#ﬂ .
4482 12 Jury/Bench trial is set to begin on at 10:30 a.m.

* is further ordered:
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308 '
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JUDGE SANJAY TAILOR-1870
00T 14 205
' QTHY BROWN
o 3721 i
o Nome: WD Y €U GALL € e —~
y Name: :
Attorney for: }Q/ CH. ) /37!/]56&{ 1
Address: ) 3 b M, (4 kd@ J/g? /D%o Judge Sanjay T. Tailor No. 1870
City: ' {‘ - .
Phone: Cﬂl 6’45 g [C. 6 b 'L

Faya ‘76"75"‘“ / T 7o

Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois
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This ca)s?gfore the court for . initial mpsequenl status, or motion, counsel for plaintifT,

__defendant, third party defendant present, it is hercby ordered:

No. D) CH 277 38
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4296 1, Non-opinion written discovery to be completed by
4218 2. Non-opinion oral discovery to be completed by
4296 3. shall complete outstanding writien discovery by
4218 4. shall be presented for deposition by
4253 5. Plaintiff shall serve Rule 213 f (2) and (3) disclosures by
4253 6. Defendant shall serve Rule 213 f(2) and (3) disclosures by
4218 7. PlaintifT"s 213 (2) and (3} witnesses to be deposed by
4218 8. Defendant’s 213 {(2) and (3) witnesses Lo be deposed by
4295 9. All discovery to be completed by
10. All dispositive motions shall be filed and noticed no later than
4619 J 11. This matter is continued Lo _ [~ L~ /. at 1%, 7 for:
(chelk one or more) !
Service Status Pleadings Status Writlen Discovery Status
Compliance Status Settlement Status _____Oral Discovery Status
Defauit / Prove Up Final Pretriat Expert Discovery Status
Pretrial (parties must be present unless excused by order of Court)
Other

4482 12, Jury/Bench trial is set to begin on __ ar 10:30 a.m.
[tis further ordered: ; £ %3/
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CIRCUIT COURT OF

COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS

LAW DIVISION.

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, IL

LAW DIVISION
GM.A.C.
\Y 07 CH 29738
Richard Daniggelis et al.

Amended Notice of Intervention by right, and, in the alternative,
Petition for Intervention by Non-attorney, Robert J. More

Comes now, Robert J. More (hereinafter abbreviated “RIM”) and amends my pleading, dated
Tuesday, October 13, 20135, in the above-styled case, as a matter of right of 1" Amendment
Redress:

amended complaint — definition:

“n, what results when the party suing (plaintiff or petitioner) {in the case, RIM] changes the
complaint he/she has filed. It must be in writing, and can be done before the complaint is served
on any defendant... Complaints are amended to correct facts, add new causes of action (bases for
the lawsuit)...” Source: LAW.com —
hiip:fidictionarylaw.com/Default. aspx?selected=2395
“Rule 15 of the federal rules of civil procedure (USCS Fed Rules Civ Proc R 15) [which RIM
apprehends is controlling viz the Supremacy Clause] provides that a plaintiff may amend his
complaint as a matter of course, if the defendant has not filed an answer to the original
complaint,” Source: http.//definitions. uslegal com/a/amended-complaint/

ROBERT J. MORE'S COUNTER-CLAIMS AND CROSS-CLAIMS

Now comes non-lawyer Robert J. More (hereinafter “RJIM”™), a named party to this case, pro se,
and makes the following counterclaims:

introduction

I incorporate, by reference, my claims and statements contained within the 4 corners of the
original comptlaint (dated Tue., Oct. 13, 2015), for which this filing is an amendment.

This counterclaim, infra, is restricted Solely to the Incident of 10/29/13, Regarding the Allegedly
Unauthorized Entry into the Residence at 1720 N. Sedgwick St. Chicago, IL, (“1720)
Accompanied by Notice of Intent to Specify Other Damages Incurred by RIM from Various
Tortious Activities of Various Tortfeasors Involved in the Case this Document Concerns as the
Circumstances of Providence May Permit, T aver and affirm that [ attempted, but was unable to,

s
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to e-file this claim in the above-styled case on or before 10/29/15, in order to beat the 2-vear
deadline, but, insofar as [ was unable, I invoke the Common Law standard of nunc pro tunc, if
that would be needed (it may not be) regarding “changing back to an earlier date of an order,
judgment or filing of a document” i.e., said failed attempt to file this counterclaim.

Claim Proper - for Trespass on the Case Damages of 10/28/15;

1. RIM abided, abode, and resided on the property referenced herein supra as 1720, from
mid January of 2011 until early November, 2013.

2. On or about 10/30/13, RJM was informed by Mr. Richard B. Daniggelis (“RBD") that he
had encountered one or more individuals climbing the stairs to his second floor living
area on or about 10/29/13.

3. RBD claimed that such individuals had cut the lock on the front door of 1720 w/o RBD's
permission.

4. RBD claimed that the men whom he encountered on this occasion fled the residence
shortly after this encounter,

5. RBD then changed the locks or 1720 from those to which RBD had provided RIM a key
to focks to which RIM was denied any key.

6. RBD then established a complex rule or more appropriately, collection of rules for RIM’s
entrance and departure from 1720.

7. These rules were so onerous that RIM returned to residing (homeless) under the bridge

from which he had relocated to 1720 in January of 201 1, upon the request of Mr. John

Dzendrowski to help rescue the alleged victim of mortgage fraud — RBD. '

RIM did not succeed in getting his possessions removed from 1720 at that juncture.

This development ended up costing RIM enormously in terms of lost access to the

possessions which he had brought from various origins to 1720, which costs and the

arrangements and developments to which they correspond will be itemized at some futare
date, Providence permitting,

10. RIM finally succeeded in recovering such possessions in 2015, including a water filter
recovered in July of 2015 as RBD was removing his own possessions subject to his
gviction,

11. This document supersedes any and all demands issued in regard to this matter prior to its
filing, such as that referenced in Doc. #8 of the ID/L of 10/28/15.

o w

Prayer for Relief
RIM herein demands the sum of $5,000.00 for all damages incurred from the trespass on the case

referenced herein supra, not constituting consequential damages of the duty breach(es) this
conveyance concerns, with all consequential damages of this particular tort claim to be itemized
as might be necessary at some future date, along with particularization of the components of
other claims and itemization of any and all damages concerned wherewith, Trial by Jury hergin
demanded on this claim and any and all others which RIM might ever have to file in regard to

2
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the matters this document concerns,

Respectfully submitted,
Robert 1. More, Heb. 10:31, 1 Cor, 10:13, Jas. 2:13, Rom. 12:21

Addendum to the Doc. List of the eriginal complaint — record of time spent;

Research, Organization, Composition of Documents - 10/27, 19:00 -

19:30, 10/28, procurement of email addresses of parties concerned 9:00 — 10:00 and transfer of
“...Demand....” document and emailing, 14:45 - 16:45 — Composition of Documents, Posting,
Filing, Service, Report, Posting

Entries adjacent to which there is an "X" have been included in

document submission of 10/28/15 in this case

Addifional Counter-Claims: Regarding Front-Door Lock Disassembly described supra:

Robert J. More herein demands the sum of $5,000.00, as settlement of all claims other than

= any claim for consequential damages in regard to the injuries he sustained via the trespass

referenced in the title to this documentation, which are demanded via a trespass on the case
theory in regard to the matters concerned. :

. This demand has been transmitted in lieu of the filing of any legal case in the Circuit Court of
Cook County, 1L ("CCCC") in regard to the matters it concerns, in light of the demonstrably

criminal and tortious order issued by Judge Sidney Jones on 9/13/13 postulating that Robert J.

: More ("RIM") is prohibited from filing any legal case in the CCCC unless and until RIM remits
{ a fine which RJM understands that he entirely lacks the moral authority to remit and which he

lacks the resources to remit, even were he to not lack the moral authority to remit, and without
the permission of whatever Judge would be presiding in Room 1307 of the R. Daley Cenfer at

- the time of any attempted filing of any new case.

Given the constraints and exigencies to which RJM has been made, howsoever unjustifiably,

“ unconscionably, criminally, despotically, and tortiously, subject as referenced herein supra, it is

RIM's understanding that the transmission of this document to those to whom it has been
transmitted effectively puts such persons and entities on notice of the matters concerned to a
measure sufficient to ensure the protection of any and all claims related to the incident so
referenced from any legitimate invocation of any Statute of Limitations ("SOL") Defense and/or
any other such type defense, that might, absent the delivery of this document have been available
as a legitimate defense whereto. The law cannot require the impossible and this notice enables
those receiving it to preserve evidence as it might ever be considered necessary to preserve such
in order (o present a legitimate defense if any can be presented in regard to the claims concerned.

Additional Demands / Notices to satisty the due Process of 1*, Amendment Redress:

1. This Court has been apprised that, to the best of my ability, [ shall post these documents
as front-page news at hitp://ThirstForJustice. Tripod.com and
http://www. ThirstForjustice.net

L)
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2. Robert J, More shall be permitted to possess and use an electronic recording device

(*ERD”) on the property of the R. Daley Center as he understands he would ever have to
possess and use such, limited only the limitations referenced in the People v. Clark, 2014
IL 1097190, and People v. Melongo, 2014 IL 114852, decisions of the IL Supreme Court,
issued simultaneously on March 20, 2014,

To satisfy Constitutional Redress and Due Process requirements, and applicable case law,
RJM shall be permitted access to the complete case file compiled in re the case this
document concerns which is in the custody of the Clerk of the CCCC, IL, with the
possession and use of the means to reproduce the entirety and/or any component part
whereof,

RIM has informed this Court that it is his informed understanding that there would be no
justification for the addressing of the merits of the case this document concerns prior to
the adjudication of all of the Standard & Method of Adjudication issues (“S&MAI™)
reterenced in RIM’s “...Petition for Intervention of .,.10/13/15....” — in order, inter alia,
to ensure adequate “Webb v. Webb,” (451 U.S, 493) preservation of any and all issues of a
federal constitutional dimension present to this juncture in re the merits of this case
and/or the S&M of Adjudication used thus far in re whereto and/or in regard to whatever
such S&M might be used in re whereto in the future such that what would either be
ensured in re whereto would be that if a legitimate adjudication would not result in re
whereto, that such result could not be legitimately attributed to any culpable negligence
in there not having been an adequate securing of this theatre — or that a legitimate
adjudication will be executed and conducted in regard to this case.

This Cowt has been informed that RIM will endeavor to procure protection for any and
any and all government official(s) ever requesting such in order to enable him, her and/or
them, respectively, in any given instance, to bear the burdens of the exercise of the
authority of any given government office w/o having to expect uncontested retaliation
from the button pushers and string pullers of this nation's institutions as a consequence of
the bearing of any given burden, such as that most oncrous one referenced in /n re
Murchison 349 U.S. 133, 136 (1955) to keep the adjudication balance "nice, clear and
true"” between the parties competing in any given adjudication.

This Court has been informed that it is the informed understanding of Robert J. More
("RIM™) that for, inter alia, the resuscitation of the Non-counterfeit Version of the Rule
of Law and the salvaging of what might still be salvaged from the ruins of the civilization
once known as "Christendom" - from which countless blessings of every type accrued to
the human race- that the presumption of regularity in govermnment activity implicitly
present in the enforcement of laws and the deployment of military units, which is not not
defined, w/ a presumption that the ordinary and customary arrangement in re which
activity has been conducted in and by government entitics in this period of history has
continued to be one of the accommodation of the patently illegitimate agenda of the

[E-N
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corrupt business leaders who directly, or indirectly, influence the courts with an agenda to
defraud legitimate reliance interests anchored in unalienable natural law rights w/ impunity, and
which implemented agenda in its implementation, besides having unjustifiably caused hundreds
ol 'millions of deaths and incalculable suffering and misery and worse, sin, has left according to
seemingly creditable reports the poorest 80% of Americans possessing claim to just 7% of this
Country's resources and the replacement of the regulation of the summonsing of the collective
force of the body politic/bearing of the sword from the Court systems presently in place and
operative in this nation, to common law tribunals of the type referenced as the "25 Barons" in
Clause # 61 of the Magna Carta and the Standing Armies” presently in place both professedly
for National Defense and Domestic Law Enforcement w/ the Militia referenced in the
Constitution and the Posse Summonsing and Deployment Used in Medieval England,
respectively and that the matters this document concerns thoroughly substantiates such claim.

TRANSLATION: This Court is being told and informed (in point #6. supra) that
Robert J. More ("RJM") holds out some hope that This Court (Judge Sanjay T.
Tailor, presiding) will give a "fair hearing' to the above-styled case,

##%# CONCLUSION; ***

Wherefore, RIM hereby prays for a “nice, clear, and true” adjudication by This Court (cf:
In ve Murchison 349 U.S. 133, 136 (1955)), of the matter at case currently before the
court. '

In order to expedite this, RIM asks This Court to:

—

Carefully review all the filings of RIM and other parties, and:

2, Either;

1. issue an order allowing RIM to attend this moming's hearmg at 9:30am (RJIM is
'trespassed’ from the main courthouse, and thus Due Process and Redress are
DENIED, thus necessitating my request for you {o issue an order permitting me to
attend) — or:

2. permit me, as a matter of right, to participate in this hearing by telephone: See Art.
I1, Rule 185 (Telephone Conferences), R.Civ. Proceedings in the Trial Court, Rule
206(h)(Remote Electronic Means Depositions), etc. via telephone means,

3. My telephone number is (608) 445-5181.

3. It has come to RIM's attention that This Court believes that RIM and Gordon W. Watts
(hereinatier “GWW?") are one in the same person: “Who is that Robert More from
Florida?” (reported to me to be a question that Judge Tailor asked RBD)

4. Therefore, RIM asks This Court to allow GWW to participate by teleconference in

today's hearing, as with myself, GWW's telephone numbers of record are:

. Home number is (863) 688-9880.

2. Cell number is (863) 409-2109.

[L¥
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3. GWW s the “guy in Florida,” and can not attend; 1 am the “guy in Chicago,”
and am willing, ready, and able to attend the hearing, for which you have
scheduled a hearing date.

4. Therefore, I ask This Court, Judge S.T. Tailor presiding, to carefully review all
docs filed in this cause and rule accordingly.

Respectfully submitted,

Electronic Signature;

Robert J. More, Heb. 10:31, 1 Cor, 10:13, Ja. 2:13, Rom. 12:21
Intervenor Non-attorney Robert J. More

P.O. Box 6926, Chicago, IL., 60680-6926. PH: (608) 445-5181
Web: http://ThirstForJustice. Tripod.com and http://ThirstForJustice.net

Email: Anselm45@gmail.com Date: Monday, November 16, 2015
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rtificate of Servi

The undersigned, hereby certifies under penalties of perjury as provided by law pursuant
to 735 ILCS 5/1-109, that the above notice and all attached pleadings were delivered to
the following parties as indicated:

Clerk of the Circuit Court, Cook County, IL., Law Division, by electronic filing - and by email, if
applicable/possible.

Andjelko Galic, Esq. (atty for Defendant, Daniggelis) (Atty No.: 33013) 134 N. LaSalle
St., STE 1040 — (Email: AndjelkoGalic@Hotmail.com and

¢ AGForeclosureDefense@Grnail.com) CHICAGO 1L, 60602. Cell: 312-217-5433, FAX:

312-986-1810, PH: 312-986-1510 '

Gordon W. Watts URL: www.gordonwatts.com and www.gordonwaynewatts.com (Email:

Gwwl210@aol.com and Gww1210@email.com) 821 Alicia Road, Lakeland, FL, 33801-
2113, Cell: 863-4092109, PH: 863-688-9880

Joseph Younes Law Offices / http://ChicagoAccidentAttorney.net 1166 W WASHINGTON ST
Ste 600, Chicago, L. 60602-3596 Phone: (312) 372-1122, Fax: (312) 372-1408 Email;
RoJoe69(@yahoo.com

Peter King (Atty. for Joseph Younes) (Atty. No.: 48761) ¢/o: King Holloway LLC, 101 N,
Wacker Dr., STE 2010, Chicago, IL 60606, Email: PKing@khllaw.com

Richard Indyke, Esq. (312-332-2828 Atty for LaSalle Bank Natl Assn), John K., Kallman,
Esq. (312-378-1515, atty for STG: atty no: 25182) 221 N, LaSalle 5t. STE 1200, ‘
Chicago, IL 60601-1305, ne known email address.

1
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Paul L. Shelton, Pro Se, 3 Grant Square, SUITE #363, Hinsdale, L 60521-3351.
PMSA [36@aol.com, PLShelton@SBCGlobal.net

Paul L. Shelton, 10 North Adams Street, Hinsdale, IL 60521,
PMSA136(@aol.com, PLShelton@SBCGlobal.net

1, Robert J. More, the undersigned, hereby certify under penalties of perjury as provided

by law pursuant to 735 IL.CS 5/1-109, that the above notice and all attached pleadings

were served upon all parties listed above, this 16th day of November, 2015 by the following
methods;

[ am serving all parties by electronic filing, using the court's electronic filing system.

I am contemporaneously serving all parties by email, as indicated above.

Internet: [ shall, when practically possible, post a TRUE COPY of this filing — and related

- filings — online at my otficial websites, infra.

I am not serving any party by hard copy due to the fact that it is a morally and financially
unfeasible burden for which [ am not morally obliged to waste the nonrenewable limited
resources for which I am an humble steward. Let this statement serve as notice as to
whom 1 have and have not served. '

- Electronic Signature:

Robert J. More, Heb. 10:31, 1 Cor. 10:13, Ja. 2:13, Rom. 12:21

Date: Monday, November 16, 2015
Intervenor Non-attomey Robert J. More

: P.O. Box 6926, Chicago, IL, 60680-6926, PH: (608) 445-5181
" Web: http://ThirstForJustice. Tripod.com and http:/ThirstForJustice.net

Email: Anselm43@egmail.com
Date: Monday, November 16, 2015
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS - U
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION A

THE g

Vv €s ol
' D foctarty

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER Lol

This case is before the court for ____initial msequent status, or motion, counsel for | /7 plaintiff,
—_defendant, ___third party defendant present, it is hereby ordered: :

v, 0T CHFa] 3P

4296 1. Non-opinion written discovery to be completed by

4218 2, Non-opinion oral discovery to be completed by

4296 3. shall complete outstanding written discovery by

4218 4. shall be presented for deposition by

4253 5. Plaintiff shall serve Rule 213 f (2) and (3) disclosures by

4253 6. Defendant shall serve Rule 213 f(2) and (3) disclosures by

4218 7 Plaintiff’s 213 £ (2) and (3) witnesses to be deposed by

4218 8. Defendant’s 213 f (2} and (3) witnesses to be deposed by

4295 9, All discovery to be completed by

10. All dispositive motions shall be filed and noticed no later than

4619 ) 11. This matter is continued to (2~ 2i— J . W /7) M for;

(check one or more) ‘/ .
Service Status Pleadings Status Written Discovery Status
Compliance Status Settlement Status Oral Discovery Status
Default/ Prove Up , Final Pretrial _ Expert Discovery Status
Pretrial (parties must be present unless excused by order of Court)
Other ‘

4482 12, Jury/Bench trial is set to begin on at 10:30 a.m.

' ERED
It is further ordered: . _ JUDGE SAI\;TJAY TAILOR- 1870

wve 322, Grue e Q

Aomey Tor. BA CH eD _DMIE6CLL s

Address: [ gﬁj. @M 57

City: ,@’3{}04@, /(- 60607 Railiate
Dt a6 IO

Dorothy Brown, Clerk of the Circuit Court of Cook County, Illinois

Judge Sanjay T. Tailor No. 1870



