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CIRCUIT COURT OF
COOK COUNTY(LLINOIS
CHANCERY DIVISION

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOISCLERK DOROTHY BROWN |

COUNTY DEPARTMENT, CHANCERY DIVISION-

M ALC,
Plaingitt,
Y, Mo 07T CH 26735

JOSEPH YOUNIS, et al,,
Detendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)

STATUS REGARDING PENDING CLAIMS

Counter-Plaintiff, RICHARD DANIGGELIS, through his attorey, Andjelko Galic, pursuant to
this court’s last order submits the following as his report regarding the status of ¢lams currently
pending before this court,

Pleadings

L. GMAC filed its Toreclosure complaint on Oetober 17, 2007, This [oreclesure compluin
was primarily directed against Joseph Younes because Younes recorded a mortgage against this
property. Richard Daniggelis was also named as defendant in this foreclosure gase based on,
among other things, him having possession of the property a1 the time the foreclosure action was
filed,

1 Fichard Daniggelis was represented by several attomeys including CYLS. With 1=
Answer 1o Flainufl's complaint CVLS also filed Affinmative Defenses and Counterelaims on
behalf of Richard Daniggelis. The file on this case covering the fume period between October of
2007 and October of 2000 is incomplete and in spite of my effont 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.

Justice Delort, while he was handling this file i the Chancery Division, has kept this court file in



ELECTRONICALLY FILED

PAGE 2 of 5

112372015 11:07 PM
2007-CH-29738

tus chambers and in order to review this file special arrangement had to be made with his clerk
and one could nod have reviewed this lile through regular procedure o the Cledk™s office. The
Ulerk of the Circwit Court did not start scanning court files until sometimes in September or
Cletober of 2009 and thus this time period between October of 2007 and Ogtober of 2009 cannot
be recovered through the data maintaimed on the cormputer system in the Clerk’s office. This is
relevant for purposes of determining what exact affirmative defenses and counterclaims may
have been filed during that time period. On July 30, 2008 Richard Damggelis filed Answer 1o
Plaimtifts Complaint, Affirmative Defenses, Counterclaims and Cross-Claims and this filing is

ot in the court file. On April 13, 2009 Richard Daniggelis also filed Sccond Amended Answer.

- Affirmative Defenses ad Counterclaims and this doeument was also missing in the court file

i during my recent review of the portion of the file that was made available by the Appellate

Division in the Clerk's ofTice where they we currently preparnng this record for appeal.

3 O Angarast 07, 2004 Judge Otle eotered an order dismissing the foreclosure cose and

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

~ working with the latest version of the Plaintit!™s Complaint and with the latest version of Richard

i specifically indicate what counts were 1o be transterred to the Law Division. Judge Ot was

Daniggelis’ counterclaims.

4, In 2007, LaSalle Banl, the original plamtiff, filed the foreclosure action. Plaintifi™s Third
Armended Complaint was filed on Oviober 7, 2011 and it was in three Counts. Count | of the
Complaint was o mortgage foreclosure action, asserting that mortgagor Younes has defanlted on
the July 2006 loan. Count 11 of the Bank’s Complaint was seceking equitable subrogation to the

Deutsche Bank loan which was paid ofTat the July 2006 closing, Count 1T of the Complaint
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sought to recover principal and interest on the July 2006 loan based on the theory of unjust
enrichment

5. Daniggelis answered the Complaint and brought an 11- court Counterclaim. The several
counts of the Cotnterclaim seek reliel against many counter -defendanty, including the Plamuff,
Joesph Younes, Erica Rhones, Paul Shelton, Stewart Tile, MERS., Trust Oae Muortgage, Invest

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

. Count ol Richard’s Counterelaim was a Quiet Titde action based on invahidity of the

+ deed utilized to transfer Daniggelis™ property to Joseph Younes, In this Count Daniggelis sought

to quiet title in himself because the defendants knew or should have known that the deed had

i been altered on its face and no longer valid when the closing occuned. This Count | was directed

against; LaSalle Bank, Joseph Younes, MERS, and against Unknown Owners and Non-Record

- Claimants.

i 7 Count I of Richard s Counterclaim was 2 Ouiet Title action based on Invalid Power of

- Attomney. Here Daniggelis is to quiet title in himself, because detfendants knew or gshould have

~mown that Danigeelis did not consent to the closing beeause the power of attorney specitied thal

it was only 10 be vsed o pay the arrearages on hus house and not for any other purpose, Count 11
was directed against the Plaintifl, Lasalle Bank. against MERS, Joseph Y ounes and agamst
Unknown Orvwners and NMon-Record Claimants

K. In Counr 11 Daniggelis sought to reseind the transaction against LaSalle Bank, Paul
Shelton, Erica Rhone, Yohn LaRugue, MERS, Trost One Mortgage, lnvest One LLC, D&R

Group and also against Unknown Owners and Nen-Record Claimants,
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9, Count 1V of Richard Daniggelis’ Counterclaim was based on Comimon Law Fraud and 11
was directed against Poul Shelton and Enca Bhone.

11, Count V of Richard Daniggelis” counterclaim was a Quiel Title action directed againsy
Lasalle Bank, Joseph Younes, MERS and Unknowi Owners and Non-Record Claimants, This
count was bascd on Erika Rhone and Pavl Shelton’s fraud.

I1. Count V1 of Richard’s Counterclaim was an action based on Breach of Fiduciary Duty
and i was directed against Erica Rhone and against Paul Shelton,

I2. Count V11 of Richard's Counterclaim was based on Civil Conspiracy theory and it was

directed against Paul Shelton, Erica Rhone and Joseph Younes.

13, Count VII] of Richard's Courterclaim was based on theory of conversion and it was
directed against Paul Shelton, Erica Rhone, John LaRegue, Trust One Mortgage, Invest One.
- LLC, and against D&B Group.

140 Count IX of Richard Daniggelis” Counterclanim was based on Consumer Fraud and

' Deceptive Practice Act and if was directed agamst Paul Shelton, Erica Rohne, Trust Une

| Mortgage and against Invest One, LLC.

15 Count X of this Counterclaim was a Consumer Froud claim directed only against Stewart
Title.
16, Count X1 was based om Megligence and 11 wag also directed only against Stewart Title.
Bisposition
17, Judge Otio granted Plainttf™s Motion for Summary Judgment on Counts 111, T and 'V

of the Counterclaim. Counts [ T, 1 and V' have not been resolved insofar as they relate o other

defendants,
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8. Count IV of Richard's Counterclaim remams unresolved in its entirety.

19 Count VI remains unresolved inits entirety,

200 Count V1T was reaolved msofar as it relates to Joseph Younes and it remains unreselved
as 1t relates to Paul Shelton and Erica Rhone,

21, Count VIIT was resolved as against Defendant JTohn LaRogoee. This count remains
unreselved as it relates to all other defendants,

22, Count IX remains unresolved in its entirety.

Count X was resolved in its entirety by settlement with Stewart Title.

(=]
-

24, Count X1 was resolved in its entirety by settlement with Stewart Title,

Respectilly submitted

Attarney for Richard Danigpelis

Law Firm of Andjelko Galic, Inc,
C34 N LaSalle Streel
 Suite 1040
- Chicago, linms 60602

Tel. 312 986 1510

Attorney No,: 33013



