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IN THE CI RCU T COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINO S
COUNTY DEPARTMENT - LAW DI VI SI ON

PAUL R. DULBERG, I ndividually,
and THE PAUL R. DULBERG
REVOCABLE TRUST,
Plaintiffs,
VS. No. 2022 L 010905

KELLY N. BAUDIN, et al.,

N N’ N N N N NS

Def endant s.

VI DEOCONFERENCE COURT HEARI NG

MAY 25TH, 2023
COMMENCI NG AT 10: 30 A M

BEFORE: HONORABLE M CHAEL F. OTTO

REPORTED BY: Linda S. Idrizi, CSR NO. 84-3704.
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APPEARANCES:

ALPHONSE TALARI CO LAW OFFI CES,
(707 Skokie Boulevard, Suite 600,
Nort hbrook, Illinois 60062), by:
MR. ALPHONSE A. TALARI CO,

contact @ awof fi ceof al phonset al ari

appeared on behalf of the PI

LEW S BRI SBOI' S Bl SGAARD & SM TH,

(550 West Adams Street, Suite 300,

Chicago, Illinois 60661), by:
MR. JASON W JOCHUM,

j ason.jochum@ ewi sbri sbois.com,

appeared on behalf of Defendants;

Page 2
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aintiff;
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APPEARANCES:

CHAPMAN SPI NGOLA, LLP,

(190 South LaSalle Street, Suite 3850,
Chi cago, Illinois 60603), by:

MR. ROBERT CHAPMAN,
rchapman@hapmanspi ngol a. com

appeared on behalf of the Defendants;

AMUNDSEN DAVI S,

(150 North M chigan Avenue, Suite 3300,
Chi cago, Illinois 60601), by:

MS. M CHELLE E. Tinajero,
ninajero@mthamundsen. com,

appeared on behalf of the Defendants.
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THE COURT: Good norning, everybody. This is
Dul berg versus Baudin, 2022 L 10905. |'m Judge
M chael Otto. W are up today for a hearing on a
couple of different fully briefed notions to
di sm ss.

And then | believe |I also need to set

a briefing schedule on other notions that have been
filed, but we will do all of that -- we will go
t hrough all of that after everybody introduces
t hensel ves for the record, please, starting with
Plaintiff's counsel.

MR. TALARI CO. Good norning, your Honor.
Good norning, Counsel. M nane is Al phonse
Talarico. | represent the Plaintiff, Paul Dul berg.

THE COURT: And al so the Dul berg Revocabl e
Trust; correct?

MR. TALARI CO. Correct, yes.

THE COURT: Okay. Who is here for any of the
novants on the fully briefed notions?

MR. CHAPMAN: Good norning, your Honor.
Robert Chapman on behalf of ADR Systens.

MR. JOCHUM  And good norning, your Honor.
Jason Jochum J-O-C-H-U-M on behalf of the

Def endants Joseph O sen, Raphael Yalden and Craig
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Wllette. And | amgoing to refer to them
collectively as the O sen Defendants, which we
referred to themin our notions.

THE COURT: Good norning to everyone so far.
And M ss Tinajero.

MS. TINAJERO. Good norning, Judge. Mchelle
Tinajero on behalf of Allstate.

THE COURT: Okay. And no one here for the
Baudi n Defendants at this tinme?

MR. TALARI CO. Doesn't appear that way.

THE COURT: All right. We will cross that
bri dge when we come to it. Why don't we go ahead
with the notions to dism ss that are up today for
hearing. Unless the parties have agreed otherw se,
| amfine with starting with ADR and going in
al phabeti cal order.

| will say at the outset that as to
both ADR's notion to dism ss and we are going to
call it the O sen Defendants, the O sen Defendants'
motion to dismss, | have read all of the briefs,
notion in response, reply, reviewed the exhibits
that the parties have cited and considered the
authority on which the parties have relied.

So nobody should feel that they need
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to read their brief to me, but if anybody has
anyt hing they want to highlight, especially since
we do have a court reporter here, | would, of
course, give both sides a chance to be heard.

So, M. Chapman, you will have the
first and | ast word on your notion. Please go
ahead when you are ready.

MR. CHAPMAN:. Thank you, your Honor. | wll
be very brief in light of the fact that you have
revi ewed everything.

From our perspective, your Honor, our
notion is very straightforward. | amgoing to
assunme you know who ADR Systenms is and that we are
i n the mediation and arbitration business.

There was a bankruptcy by M. Dul berg.
The trustee assumed control of his personal injury
claim There was a notion presented in the
bankruptcy court that approved a binding mediation
at ADR Systens.

As M. Talarico states in Exhibit 10
to his conplaint is a binding mediation agreenent
with ADR Systems, follow ng which is executed by
t he Baudi n attorneys.

It is unclear to me if M. Talarico is
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di sputing that M. Dul berg's signature is on the
docunent, but that's neither here nor there as the
bankruptcy court approved the nediation with a

hi gh-1 ow agreenment.

The medi ati on occurred. Judge
Et chi ngham retired, oversaw the binding nediation.
He entered an award of $560,000 in M. Dul berg's
favor.

There was a high-low agreenent. The
bankruptcy court record, which the court can take
judicial notice of, the paynent was made by
All state, | believe. The proceeds fromthe
medi ati on were then distributed, including $117, 000
to M. Dul berg.

In sum we are in the nmediation
busi ness. There was a nmedi ati on agreenment. Judge
Et chi ngham rul ed consistent with the mediation
agreenment and the parties performed in accordance
with that nmediation agreenment, which the bankruptcy
court had directed the trustee to enter into as he
saw necessary.

Under those circunstances, you Honor,
| don't think there is any allegation in the

conplaint, as we state in our pleadings, that would
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support any type of claimthat ADR breached the
agreenment. It's that straightforward. There are
no all egations of breach in the agreenent.

THE COURT: Thank you, M. Chapman.

M. Talarico.

MR. TALARI CO. A quick response, Judge.
There were two agreenents, two different exhibits
attached to the conpl aint.

The breach that we are alleging is
that ADR as a third-party to the contract breached
their own terns.

The ternms of which we are talKking
about specifically -- 1 don't have themin front of
me, but what they require is that if a contract
whi ch has been made and -- made and it's gotten
changed, it has to be -- the changes have to be
approved by the parties and ADR.

There was a change. The terns of the
contract are different. And there is no evidence
of approval by ADR.

THE COURT: M. Talarico, the first contract
was not execut ed.

MR. TALARI CO: Correct.

THE COURT: So if | am understanding
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correctly, your theory is that ADR is bound by the
terms of the unexecuted contract and they breached
t he unexecuted contract by ultimtely perform ng
under the contract that the parties did execute.

MR. TALARICO. That's not exactly what |I'm
trying to say. | will try again, Judge, and
forgive me if | am not being clear.

The unsigned one that was presented to
t he bankruptcy judge has a termin it. And the
term-- one of the ternms, which makes it very
I nteresting, it says that paynments have to be nmade
on a schedul ed basis. And one of the dates that's
i ncl uded is November 21st, 2016. | think I
addressed that .

Now, the contract, we don't know yet
whet her there was a signed contract at that point,
but the ternms of the one that was presented to the
bankruptcy court, okay, required, again, by
November 21st, paynents of somewhere around 2,
$3, 000 be made i n advance.

| al so believe that neans under
di scovery there was a signed contract prior to the
one that they -- that was presented on Decenber

8t h.
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A contract was presented on Decenber
8th, the day of the hearing, but that also had the
termyou nmust pay -- | don't remenber, 2 to $3, 000
by Novenber 21st.

Judge, how could there not have been a
first contract if the Decenber 8th one that they
filed has a termrequiring a payment of Novenber
21st ?

THE COURT: So, again, |I'mnot sure that that
addresses the concern that | suspect was evident
frommy question.

You are seeking to hold themto an
unsi gned contract. Right now you are sayi ng maybe
there was a different signed contract and we just
don't know, but you pled nothing about that.

MR. TALARICO. Vhat | amtrying to say was
the contract that was presented to the bankruptcy
j udge was a contract that was on ADR s stationary.
It had terms. It had noney that ADR was entitled
to. It had fees on it. All of those things got
changed on the second contract.

THE COURT: | understand, but the first
contract was never signed.

MR. TALARI CO. We don't know that, Judge. W
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know t hat that was the contract that was subm tted.

THE COURT: Sure. So let nme say it a
different way. The only contract that you have
presented as an exhibit to support your theory that
there was a breach is an unsigned version?

MR. TALARI CO. We presented the Decenber 8th
contract, also, Judge, that was signed. And that
had - -

THE COURT: M. Talarico, if you want to
qui bbl e --

MR. TALARI CO: No, | don't. Not at all

THE COURT: You understand the point that |
am maki ng, do you not?

MR. TALARICO. |I'm not sure, Judge.

THE COURT: Wait a mnute, M. Talarico. |
will try to make it even nore plain. You say that
the contract that was presented to the bankruptcy
court differed fromthe contract that was
ultimately perfornmed; correct?

MR. TALARI CO:. Correct.

THE COURT: But the bankruptcy court version
of the contract, the version that was presented to
t he bankruptcy court, was unsigned; correct.

MR. TALARI CO Correct.
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THE COURT

MR. TALARICO. Yes. The one that was signed
al so had that sane clause requiring paynment
Novenber 21st of that year
which is now a signed contract,

December 8t h. | don't

And,

Ckay. Anything el se?

Judge, just one | ast

that's all, and then | will end it.

it's not just the

but that any changes to contracts have to be

approved by ADR.

And t he Decenber

approved by ADR.

hearing. It doesn't -- | don't understand how it

coul d possibly be
THE COURT

MR. TALARI CO

payment of dollars weeks or

fact that it says Novenber 21st,

It was signed and there was a

bot h.

How it coul d be bot h,

t he contract being signed.

THE COURT

M . Chapnman,

i f you wi sh.
MR. CHAPMAN:

guestions, we wll

Ckay. Thank you.

Your Honor, unless you have any

just rely on our

know how t hat

The only contract

where that contract,
t ook place on

can happen.

The terns --

8th contract was not

mont hs i n advance of

you have the |ast word,

briefs.

sent ence,

what ?

requiring a
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THE COURT: That's fine. Thank you,
M . Chapman.

The motion is granted. | do not see
any sufficient allegations of breach of any term of
t he contract against ADR in the conplaint as pled.

The notion that they are bound by a
contract which was unsigned is untenable. And the
conpl ete specul ation that there was a previous
signed version of the contract is just that. Not
only is it speculation, but it doesn't even appear
in the conplaint. The nmotion is granted.

MR. CHAPMAN: Your Honor, thank you very
much. | think |I have stated both in my initial
brief and my reply brief that we would |ike the
dism ssal to be with prejudice.

| can't imagine any allegations that
would allow this -- a claimto go forward. And we
would like it to be with prejudice, to have the
requi site Rule 304(A) | anguage since there are
other clainms still pending.

THE COURT: | am skeptical, as well, but I
think it's fair to give the Plaintiffs an
opportunity to replead, if they have grounds for

asserting sone of the theories or some of the facts
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that were alluded to today, | will give |leave to
replead it. At this time | amnot going to dism ss
it with prejudice. | will give 21 days to repl ead.

MR. CHAPMAN:. Thank you, your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you.

Let's nove to the O sen Defendants'
nmotion to dismss. Let's see, M. Jochum again, |
have read notions, response and reply, but | do
want to give both sides a chance to be heard. You
will have the first and |ast word. Please go ahead
when you are ready.

MR. JOCHUM  Thank you, your Honor. Simlar
to M. Chapman, | will just have a few, brief
argunents, and then if your Honor has any
guestions, | amglad to address them

Plainly put, the O sen Defendants were
appoi nted as a bankruptcy trustee of M. Dul berg's
bankruptcy in August of 2016.

There was an approval of the nmediation
agreenent October 31st, 2016, by the bankruptcy
court that M. O sen presented. And the nediation
occurred on Decenber 8th, 2016 with the award
entered on Decenmber 12th, 2016.

As we noted in our nmotion to dism ss,
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this claimis barred by the statute of limtations
and the statute of repose. There is no question of
fact that M. Dul berg knew of his injury and that
it was all egedly wongfully caused when the award
was entered on Decenber 12th of 2016.

In fact, he emailed the Baudin
Def endants' attorneys as noted in Paragraph 57 of
his conplaint. "You guys did good. | just feel
li ke | gave these people $261,000." | am
paraphrasing, but that's essentially what he
st at ed.

He knew of his injury. He knew he was
coerced into participating into this nmediation.
His claimarose then. He didn't file suit within
two years.

| just want to briefly address two
points raised in the response brief. M. Dulberg
argues that disability should toll the statute of
limtations and the statute of repose.

That is just -- being deened disabl ed
by the Social Security Adm nistration is not
| egal |y di sabl ed as noted by a significant amount
of Illinois case |aw.

And | would just point out that if
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M. Dul berg was di sabl ed, he could not even bring
t he present suit because he is legally disabled.

M. Dul berg also cites to Carl son,
that is not applicable to this case. There is no
guestion of fact that M. Dul berg's injury occurred
in 2016, that he knew it, and he failed to file
suit within two years.

Briefly on the statute of repose, the
only act or om ssion alleged by -- against the
O sen Defendants occurred on October 31st, 2016,
and the conplaint filed nmore than six years |ater
is not timely.

So unl ess your Honor has any
guestions, we will stand on our briefs and the
arguments therein.

THE COURT: Do you want to address the Barton
Doctrine at all or just rest on the briefs for it?

MR. JOCHUM  Your Honor, | could bring it up,
but | think the statute of [imtations and the
statute of repose argunents are fairly dispositive.

Barton, there is no -- we have done
extensive research on it. There actually is no
Il'linois case we have found deci di ng whet her the

Barton Doctrine applies or how an Illinois court
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has applied it; however, the 3rd, 4th and 7th
Circuits have held that the debtor nust have
perm ssion for the bankruptcy court to bring suit
agai nst a trustee.

| know M. Talarico has cited to an
11th Circuit case that holds otherwi se. W would
state that the Court should follow the hol di ngs of
the 3rd, 4th and 7th Circuit which are nore
di spositive on the issue, especially the 7th
Circuit as that is based here in Chicago.

THE COURT: Fair enough. Thank you,

M. Jochum

M. Talarico?

MR. TALARI CO. Thank you, Judge. As to the
Barton Doctrine, the purpose of the Barton Doctrine
as we have cited is to recognize the superiority of
t he bankruptcy court in other related matters, but
once the bankruptcy court has finished its
busi ness, it no |l onger has jurisdiction.

The Barton Doctrine cannot -- a person
cannot go ask a court that is not in existence for
perm ssion. That's as sinple as | can make it.

The jurisdiction is no |onger there.

So the request to the bankruptcy court, which no

Veritext Lega Solutions
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| onger has jurisdiction, is a nonentity, sonething
that can't be done or shouldn't be done.

THE COURT: Bankruptcy cases are re-opened
all the tine.

MR. TALARICO. But this one -- they may be,
Judge, but this one was not re-opened. Are you
saying -- well, whatever. Okay. Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Okay. Did you have anything el se
you wanted to add, M. Tal arico?

MR. TALARI CO: Oh, the statute of limtations
argunent. The statute of limtations when |inked
with fraud by deception, including attorneys who
are doing fraud by deception, there is a five-year
statute from di scovery.

The discovery was made on Oct ober
22nd, 2022 when ADR submtted to me by ny request a
contract different than what was presented to the
bankruptcy court. The allegations are fraud and
fraud by deception.

THE COURT: The all egations against O sen,
Wllette and Yal den have what to do with the
purported contract switch --

MR. TALARICO. That has to do with the

fact -- what | am arguing about with O sen is that
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they claimthat they had nothing -- the individual
Def endants, Yalden and Wllette, had nothing to do
with the case, the bankruptcy case, yet the trustee
applied and asked for and was paid noney for their
services. | don't see how they can be paid for
somet hing they didn't do.

THE COURT: My question nust have been
uncl ear. \What of your allegations of wongdoing
agai nst O sen, Wllette and/or Yal den have anything
to do with the purportedly inmproper change in terns
of the ADR contract?

MR. TALARI CO. The fact that they, O sen
related to the bankruptcy judge that M. Dul berg
did not want to go forward with the case, the
trial, to a jury trial, and that he was -- he
acknow edged hinself to be a poor wi tness such that
ADR was his choice to go forward.

The trustee also in the hearing when
he brought this nmotion said he didn't want to
m cromanage. And the last fact is this was a
positive bankruptcy, a rarity, where, yes, the
estate -- the trustee had control of the estate and
the estate's action, but by relinguishing it and by

the fact that Dul berg al so was a taker fromt hat
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estate, he had -- and they said they are relying on
what he wants to make a deci sion.

They say he wants to go to ADR. He
wants -- they are abandoning to a certain degree
the control of that case. And that's based on a
lie that was presented to the judge that this was
t he individual, Dul berg's, desire. So | think
that's fraud.

THE COURT: First, it's not fraud agai nst
M. Dul berg. At nmost, if true, it would be fraud
on the bankruptcy court.

Leavi ng that aside, all of that
occurred in October of 2016. So even if | agreed
with you that in theory that this conpl aint sounds
in fraud, you still blew the five-year statute of
limtations because 2016 is nore than five years
before you filed the suit.

MR. TALARICO. Not five years from when he
knew about it, knew about the fraud.

THE COURT: He knew about everything that you
just said when it happened because it happened in
open court.

The production of a different ADR

contract didn't suddenly reveal to him everything
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that you just said was the wongdoing that you are
claimng the O sen Defendants comm tt ed.

That's why | tried to ask you very
specifically and clearly and nore than once what,

I f anything, does the changed -- purportedly
changed, purportedly inproperly changed ADR
contract have to do with anything that any of these
Def endants are alleged to have done.

You didn't answer that, but you told
me everything that you claimthey did wong and all
of that happened in 2016.

And | don't see what possible
rel evance the purported 2022 production of the
changed terns, quote/unquote, ADR contract had to
do with any of it.

MR. TALARI CO: Your Honor, | have nothing
further to say.

THE COURT: COkay. Thank you, M. Tal arico.

MR. TALARICO:  You're wel cone.

THE COURT: M. Jochum you have the | ast
word, if you wi sh.

MR. JOCHUM | would just |like to point out
Adverston versus Riseburrow, all clains against an

attorney are subject to 735 ILCS 5/13-214. 3.
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M. Talarico's assertion of fraud and
how t he statute of limtations applies is
incorrect. And | have nothing further, your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you bot h.

This motion is granted with prejudice.

First, | agree with M. Jochum that the relevant
statute of limtations is that for attorney's
conduct, the two year statute of limtations, six

year statute of repose.

By those measures, by both of those
measures, the conplaint is untinely as to these
Def endants and is subject to dism ssal.

The Plaintiffs have argued fraudul ent
conceal ment, but | see nothing having been
fraudul ently conceal ed as far as the w ongdoi ng
t hat these Defendants are alleged to have
commtted. | see no basis for tolling the statute
of limtations.

And as to the argunent in the
alternative set out in the brief that the
Plaintiff, M. Dul berg, individually is under a
| egal disability that would toll the statute of
limtations, again, | agree with the novants, the

Def endants, that that is incorrect.

WWw.veritext.com

Veritext Lega Solutions

888-391-3376



© 00 N oo o A~ w N PP

N NN NN R R R R R R R R R R
A WO N P O ©O 0O N O O B W N +—» O

Page 23

The brief itself notes that Section
1.06 of the statute on statutes defines a person
under | egal disability is a person who -- well, |
don't need to read the whole thing, but essentially
it refers to individuals who because of nental
deterioration or physical incapacity, nental
i1l ness, are unable or at least not fully able to
manage their person or estates.

There is no suggesti on whatsoever in
the conmplaint or any of the exhibits to it or the
exhibits to the response that that applies to
M . Dul berg.

As M. Jochum pointed out, if it did
apply to him given the representation that he
remai ns di sabl ed, there would be another reason to
dism ss the case because he woul d be incapable,

| egal 'y i ncapabl e of nmoving forward at the present

time.

So, again, | don't see any basis for
tolling the statute of limtations based on that
argument .

As to -- and as | discussed with

M. Talarico, even if the five year statute of

limtations were to apply, for purposes of
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argunent, which, again, | do not believe it does,
still the actions took place and the Defendant --
pardon me, the Plaintiffs were aware of the harm
nore than five years before the conplaint was filed
and it would still be subject to dism ssal on
limtations grounds.

I n addition, as an alternate basis for
di sm ssal, the Barton Doctrine as applied by the
7th Circuit, anmong others, | believe is
appropriately invoked here.

Al t hough, it may very well be true,
and it is true apparently, that the bankruptcy case
has been closed, it's routinely and possible to
re-open the bankruptcy case. That happens for a
host of reasons and the Plaintiff has presented no
argunment or suggestion why if he wished to pursue a
cause of action against the novants, he could have
sought to reopen and sought | eave for the
bankruptcy court to do so.

| think ordinarily the court then
appoints an official, whether it be a trustee in
this case or a receiver, ordinarily clains against
t hose i ndividuals appointed by the court need to be

approved at a m nimum by the court that appointed
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the individuals. And the Barton Doctrine is the
bankruptcy specific manifestation of that generally
accepted principle.

So this nmotion is granted with
prejudice. And | wll provide 304(A) |anguage in
the order. | do find that there is no just cause
for delay, enforcenment or appeal of this order.

And so 304(A) | anguage should be included in the
witten order nmenorializing today's proceedi ngs.

Al right. So then let's nove,
pl ease, to the other Defendants for the nonment. |
know that | do need to give a deadline for the
Plaintiff to replead agai nst ADR Systenms, if the
Plaintiffs choose to do so, but | do want to first
ask Mss Tinajero, | believe that you filed a
motion to dism ss on behalf of Allstate. Am|
correct about that?

MS. TINAJERO: So, Judge, we -- |let nme double
check really quick. W answered the conplaint. W
have not filed a nmotion to dismss. W my file a
di spositive notion in the future, but no. We have
nothing on file as of today.

THE COURT: Okay. And as we noted earlier,

there is not anyone here on behalf of Defendants

Veritext Lega Solutions
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Kelly Baudin, WIIliam Randal Baudin Il or Kelran,

| ncor porated, which surprises ne, but is anyone
here able to represent whether those individuals
had filed a responsive pleading on the schedul e set
by this Court's order of March 28th?

MR. TALARICO: They have filed a notion to
di sm ss based on 2-619(1).

THE COURT: Okay. Thank you. Have we
already set a briefing schedule on that? | don't
bel i eve so.

MR. TALARI CO: Yes, we have, Judge.

THE COURT: Okay. On the Baudin notion to
di sm ss?

MR. TALARI CO.  Yes.

THE COURT: Okay. Well, then that briefing
schedule will stand. | think it probably makes
sense, and | imgine this mght be a little bit
frustrating for M. Chapman on behalf of ADR, but |
think it probably makes sense for me to hear that
final motion to dism ss before setting a deadline
for the Plaintiffs to file an amended conplaint, if
they elect to do so, against ADR so M. Talarico
knows exactly what he has to replead and doesn't

have to replead nore than once.
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MR. CHAPMAN: Your Honor, if you don't m nd
me interrupting only because I am | ooking at the
May 18th order. And the Baudin Defendants' notion
is set for July 31, 2023. Do you want to just have
a status on that, on that date on the ADR, the
conplaint as it is to ADR?

THE COURT: The July 31 date, can you tell ne
the time? | don't have that order in front of ne.

MR. CHAPMAN: Sure. 9:45 a.m

THE COURT: So that's for status on
di sposition?

MR. TALARI CO: Yes, your Honor.

MR. CHAPMAN: Yes.

THE COURT: Yes, that will be for status, but
M. Talarico, just to be abundantly clear, | am not
requiring you to replead agai nst ADR before that
July date. | think it's fairest to hear that | ast
notion to dismss, as well, and then we can get one

amended conpl ai nt depending on the ruling on that

noti on.

MR. CHAPMAN: | will just indicate that the
matter -- | amjust |ooking at a draft order | have
been working one. | will say the matter as to ADR

I's continued for status to July 31 at 9:45 a. m
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THE COURT: Yes.

MR. CHAPMAN: OCkay. Thank you.

THE COURT: All right. Are there any other
outstanding matters that it would be hel pful for us
to address this norning? M. Talarico, | will ask
you first?

MR. TALARI CO: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Anybody el se?

MR. CHAPMAN:  Your Honor, on housekeeping, is
it -- | would suggest that we have two separate
orders because of the 304(A) | anguage.

THE COURT: Agree.

MR. CHAPMAN: So | will submt an order to
the court for ADR.

THE COURT: | think having two separate
orders makes abundant sense with 304(A) | anguage on
one and not the other.

And they don't really need to say nuch
nore since we do have a court reporter transcribing
t he proceedi ngs than that the notions are granted
respectively without and with prejudice for the
reasons stated on the record.

Thank you all and | will see you July

26t h.
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MR. JOCHUM Thank you, your Honor.

MR. CHAPMAN:. Thank you.

MR. TALARI CO. Thank you, Judge, and counsel.
MS. TINAJERO: Thank you.

THE COURT: Have a good day, everyone. Thank

(WHI CH WERE ALL THE PROCEEDI NGS HAD
| N THE ABOVE- ENTI TLED CAUSE ON
THI S DATE.)
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I, LINDA S. IDRIZI, a Certified Shorthand
Reporter of the State of Illinois, CSR No. 84-3704,
do hereby certify that | reported in shorthand the
proceedi ngs had in the aforesaid matter, and that
the foregoing is a true, conplete and correct
transcript of the proceedi ngs had as appears from
my stenographic notes so taken and transcri bed
under mny personal direction.

I N W TNESS WHEREOF, | do hereunto set ny
hand this 31st day of May, 2023.

d . -

LINDA S. IDRI ZI, CSR
CSR No. 84-3704.
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