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THE CLERK: Estate of Sykes. 

MR. DAHLIN: Jay Dahlin, D-a-h-I-i-n, 

Dahlin & Fisher, on behalf of -- co-counsel on 

behalf of Gloria Sykes. 

MR. STONE: John Jed Stone, S-t-o-n-e, 

on behalf of Gloria Sykes. 

MR. STERN: Adam Stern, S-t-e-r-n, GAL. 

MR. H. WALLER: Harvey Jack Waller on 

behalf of Carolyn Thoerpe, daughter, temporary 

guardian. 

MR. M. WALLER: Mark Waller, associate 

of Harvey. 

MS. FARENGA: Cynthia Farenga, 

F-a-r-e-n-g-a, GAL for Mary Sykes. 

MS. CAPPELLETTO: Wendy Cappelletto from 

the Public Guardian. 

MS. SYKES: Gloria Sykes, Mary's 

daughter. 

THE COURT: Thank you. All right. How 

are we doing here? How is Mary Sykes? Any 

reports? 

MR. H. WALLER: I talked to Carol who 

seems to be doing fine. She had a visit from 

her daughter eight or nine days ago, and then 
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her sister -- Mary's sister -- I don I t know. 

Probably her younger sister. Talked with her on 

the phone for a while about two days ago, three 

days ago. And I don't know if the guardian ad 

litem has any other additional information. I 

called my client about her condition. 

MS. FARENGA: I spoke to Carolyn Thoerpe 

for a minute yesterday. She said it was the 

same. I spoke to Tom Kleinhintz (phonetic) who 

said that since the last supervised visit about 

nine 

days since the last supervised visit 

approximately nine days ago, Tom Kleinhintz has 

not had any additional requests for visits. 

THE COURT: All right. So what's 

happening now, folks? 

MS. FARENGA: Your Honor, this matter is 

up on the emergency motion for temporary 

restraining order, which was granted on Friday. 

And the Court entered an order requiring Gloria 

Sykes to appear with the purpose of disclosing 

her financial information, including where she 

banks. 

THE COURT: Hold on for one second. Are 
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1 you gentlemen going to continue to represent 

2 her? 

3 MR. STONE: Well, we filed our motion to 

4 withdraw. You have entered and continued it. 

S We would like to withdraw, but we are not going 

6 to abandon a client. Because I don't think 

7 that's ethically the correct thing to do. 

8 THE COURT: Well, it's up to you. 

9 MR. DAHLIN: The case is up again on 

10 Thursday at 2:00 o'clock on the two petitions 

11 that are pending for status. 

12 THE COURT: Remind me what's pending. 

13 MR. STONE: Well, we have cross

14 petitions for the appointment of a guardian. 

15 And I think you set it for status. I am not 

16 sure. We are certainly not going to have proofs 

17 on Thursday with regard to the cross petitions. 

18 THE COURT: Well, I want to know are you 

19 fellows going to stay in or withdraw. I want to 

20 get this clarified. 

21 MR. STONE: We think that Ms. Sykes has 

22 found competent replacement counsel who will be 

23 here on Thursday. 

24 THE COURT: Madam, do you have a lawyer? 
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MS. SYKES: I have spoken to Ira Cohen. 

He was my initial attorney, and he may come back 

into this at this juncture, since he was here 

initially. I did not -- I have to talk to him 

about Thursday, whether or not he can be here 

Thursday. 

MS. FARENGA: Judge, I can address that. 

Mr. Cohen told me that he was absolutely not 

going to come into the case. 

MR. STERN: And he left me a message as 

well, his office did, yesterday morning. It's 

on my voice mail. He called on Friday. I 

called him back, and he told called back 

Monday morning and left a message saying that he 

was not getting back into the case and there was 

no more reason to talk to him. 

MS. FARENGA: Same thing. 

MR. STERN: As an office of the Court, 

am explaining that. 

MR. DAHLIN: He didn't communicate that 

with Gloria. 

MS. SYKES: He asked me to cut him a 

check for retainer and everything on Friday. So 

I don't know what's transpired over the weekend. 
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I THE COURT: I don't know either. But 

have to get moving along. So either she's 

represented by you gentlemen or not, however you 

want to do it. 

MR. STONE: We would like to be out, but 

we want to apprise the Court of some financial 

information and documents that the Court did not 

have last week that I think will assist the 

Court in determining assets and asset 

availability or not to Mary's estate. 

THE COURT: Okay. 

MS. FARENGA: Actually, your Honor, I 

wasn't finished. 

MR. STONE: I'm sorry. I didn't mean to 

interrupt. 

MS. FARENGA: Thank you. 

The matter -- I don't know if this 

is procedure or housekeeping. The two petitions 

that are pending for Thursday are Carolyn 

Thoerpe's petition to have herself appointed and 

Gloria Sykes' petition to have the public 

guardian's office appointed. 

It's my understanding the public 

guardian's office is not necessarily willing to 
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1 accept appointment and maybe Ms. Cappelletto 

2 could address that if your Honor wants to do it 

3 now. Otherwise, I will continue with addressing 

4 my motion. 

S THE COURT: Well, your petition requests 

6 the public guardian be appointed. 

7 MR. DAHLIN: Yes, yes. And the truth is 

8 I think that until we know what the assets are, 

9 I don't think the public guardian can make a 

10 decision as to whether they want to be in or not 

11 be in. 

12 THE COURT: I call the shots. If I 

13 appoint them, they are appointed. 

14 MS. CAPPELLETTO: I'm just saying we 

15 have no care plan. That's the issue. Our care 

16 plan would be nursing home. That would be the 

17 issue. 

18 THE COURT: So your care plan would be a 

19 nursing home? 

20 MS. CAPPELLETTO: We haven't said we 

21 would refuse appointment. We just clarified 

22 that was the issue. 

23 THE COURT: So you are proposing the 

24 public guardian, and their care plan would be 
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placing her in a nursing home. 

MR. DAHLIN: The only thing the public 

guardian does is place a person in a nursing 

home. Because we have a care plan that I, 

unfortunately, did not bring with me today. 

THE COURT: Again, your petition 

requests for the public guardian to make the 

decision. And they are telling me their 

decision. 

MS. CAPPELLETTO: Right. Because we do 

not have family members as caregivers. Based on 

everything we know, there's not sufficient funds 

to have home care in her home. 

MR. DAHLIN: We don't really know that 

yet. 

THE COURT: How would you not know what 

your proposed guardian's care plan is? 

MS. CAPPELLETTO: We have been 

consistent. 

MR. DAHLIN: Unfortunately, we haven't 

gotten that far. And I apologize. 

THE COURT: Well, it's set for hearing 

Thursday. 

MR. H. WALLER: Your Honor, the other 
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daughter filed a care plan with the Court. 

THE COURT: This is all coming up 

Thursday. So if I find out the care plan -- I 

don't know what will happen. 

MR. FARENGA: I just wanted to disclose 

the -

THE COURT: It's set for trial on 

Thursday, right? 

MR. DAHLIN: I don't think it's set for 

trial, Judge. There's been no discovery in this 

case. There's been no discovery in this matter 

at all. 

THE COURT: Has anybody asked for 

discovery? 

MR. DAHLIN: We have actually asked 

several times if they would ask us for 

information. 

THE COURT: I want to know is there a 

demand for written or oral discovery. 

MR. STERN: Not at this point. 

MS. FARENGA: Not by the GALs. 

THE COURT: Okay. So nobody has asked 

for discovery. So it's up for status then on 

that date, is that right? 
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MR. DAHLIN I think that's correct. 

THE COURT: Anything further? 

MR. FARENGA: Well, going back to the 

motion, the point of the motion, your Honor, was 

the newly-disclosed information that -- newly

discovered information that Mary Sykes had, in 

fact, been a party to the Lumberman's lawsuit in 

Chancery for the real estate on Avondale, 6016, 

which she is a joint tenant. 

I had then located 1n the file an 

apportionment agreement dated October 15th, 

2008, which was the date the case was settled. 

And in that agreement, which is attached as an 

exhibit and which is signed by Mary M. Goya 

(phonetic), Mary states that all the funds can 

be given to Gloria for further discussion. 

So a couple of issues; one, the 

presumption has to be that some of those funds 

belonged to Mary until proven otherwise. 

MR. STONE: Objection. 

MS. FARENGA: Two -- this isn't 

argument. 

Two, there are two existing 

mortgages on Mary's property. One is in the 
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name of Mary and Gloria, and one is in Mary's 

name. We believe we have some information about 

why that is. But in any point, there's prima 

facie evidence that Gloria owes a debt to her 

mother. 

Nonetheless, when Gloria filed her 

counter petition nominating the public 

guardian's office, under personal assets on the 

petition that space was left blank. And the 

only asset that was listed was her mother's real 

estate. 

Now, as the Court knows, the 

payment of twenty-four-hour care has been an 

issue in this case. Further, Gloria stated in 

open court on October 23rd that she had received 

approximately $500,000 in the settlement and had 

paid approximately eight-eighty in fees. 

That was not accurate. She 

received $707,000 and paid $500,000 in fees, 

$98,000 in a lien. No matter what Gloria has 

paid out or what expenses she has incurred, that 

is an issue for down the road for the guardian 

to sort out. 

The point today is that her mother 
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was a party to the suit. There was a settlement 

to the suit. Gloria is on a mortgage with her 

mother, at least one. Gloria was in a fiduciary 

position over her mother in October of 2008. 

She is and she was with her mother on this suit, 

as the documents indicated. 

We now have two medical reports 

and one neuro-psyche evaluation indicating that 

Mary Sykes suffers from at a minimum moderate 

dementia. It's unlikely that that condition 

existed in some fashion, that Gloria - 

MR. STONE: I thought this was a status 

report. 

MS. FARENGA: -  her fiduciary position. 

And that's why we are asking for the freezei so 

that Mary Sykes is not left bereft of money. 

THE COURT: Do you have the last order? 

MR. STERN: Yes. 

MS. FARENGA: Yes, I do, your Honor. If 

it needs to be sorted out down the road, that's 

for down the road. But for now, Mary Sykes 

needs to be protected. 

MR. WALLER: Your Honor, if I may add, 

the lawsuit was settled for a million three and 
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a half approximately. 

MR. STONE: A million three. 

MR. WALLER: A million three, with five 

hundred something going to the attorneys. 

MS. FARENGA: And that's in my motion as 

well. 

THE COURT: There's a new motion for 

today? 

MS. FARENGA: No. 

THE COURT: It was already on the order 

that she is to appear today to advise the Court 

as to where the money is. 

MR. STONE: Judge, the first thing I'm 

filing with the Court is the joint affidavit of 

Kevin B. Salam and Gene Moskowitz. Copies have 

been provided to all counsel. 

Mr. Salam and Ms. Moskowitz were 

the lawyers representing Gloria in. the 

Lumberman's lawsuit. 

THE COURT: Did they represent Mary? 

MR. STONE: They also represented Mary. 

THE COURT: Under written contract? 

MR. STONE: Under a written agreement 

and order of Court. 
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THE COURT: Is there a written 

agreement? 

MR. STONE: The order of Court is 

contained in the attachments. And I think you 

are looking at the order.of Court. 

THE COURT: This is October 17th. 

MR. STONE: Judge, it would be - 

MR. STERN: I'm sorry, Counsel. Where 

does it say that? 

MR. STONE; June 21st, Exhibit A. 

MR. STERN: It doesn't say who 

represents her. 

MS. FARENGA: And the agreement does not 

say that she was represented by anyone. And may 

I have a copy? 

THE COURT: So she was added as a party 

June 21st? 

MR. DAHLIN: Judge, in the affidavit - 

in the body of the affidavit it says that Mary 

Sykes conferred with Lawrence Abramovitz to 

discuss adding her in the case with respect to 

Counts Four through Seven. So she did consult 

with an attorney. 

THE COURT: I know. But was there a 
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contract or something? 

MR. STONE: She retained Moskowitz and 

Salam to represent her solely with regards to 

Counts Four, Five, Six, and Seven. 

THE COURT: I would like to see some 

evidence of that, other than their affidavit. 

Is there a writing? 

MR. STONE: There is the court file, 

which you can take judicial notice of. 

THE COURT: Is there a written document 

between the lawyer and 

MR. DAHLIN: There must be a retention 

agreement that she must have signed. We'll get 

it. 

MS. FARENGA: Your Honor, may I have a 

copy of the document? 

MR. STONE: I gave you a copy earlier 

today. I gave Adam a copy earlier today, and I 

gave Mr. Waller a copy. 

MR. DAHLIN: Actually, I handed you a 

document. 

THE COURT: All right. Do you have the 

document? 

MS. FARENGA: I don't. She doesn't have 

15 




1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

it. 

MR. DAHLIN: I would be happy to give 

her my copy. 

THE COURT: All right. So I need to 

know that there was an actual contractual 

agreement between Mary Sykes and whatever 

attorneys. 

MR. STONE: We'll get that, your Honor. 

The affidavit of Salam and 

Moskowitz shows that Mary's only interest in 

this lawsuit was Counts Four through Seven. 

That is to say Mary had no interest in a breach 

of contract. 

THE COURT: Again, you are alleging 

this. I don't now. I have to find out about 

all of this. 

MR. STONE: You are a finder of fact 

wi th respect 

THE COURT: Counsel, I'm not going to 

rule on something I just got five seconds ago. 

MR. STONE: I want you to take it and 

digest it. And I'm asking you formally to take 

judicial notice of your own file, 02 CH 13769. 

THE COURT: My own file? 
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MR. STONE: Cook County Circuit Court 

file. 

THE COURT: Yeah, right. 

MR. STONE: Lumberman Mutual Casualty 

Company versus Gloria Sykes. 

THE COURT: The case does exist. I'm 

not going to take judicial notice of it. This 

is not part of the case'file, this affidavit. 

MR. STONE: This affidavit is not part 

of the case file in the Lumberman's case. It is 

part of the case file in this action, as we are 

filing it today. 

THE COURT: What? Sorry. You are 

filing -- you are asking to combine cases? 

MR. DAHLIN: No. 

MR. STONE: No. This affidavit -- when 

we speak about not being part of the Lumberman 

file, this affidavit is not part of the 

Lumberman file, but its certainly part of this 

file. 

THE COURT: Not yet. You are asking for 

leave to file it. 

MR. STONE: I'm asking to file it, yes. 

THE COURT: I'm not going to take 
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judicial notice of it. 

MR. STONE: lim not asking you to take 

judicial notice of it. 

THE COURT: I thought you just did. 

MR. STONE: I have -- no. I did not. 

The affidavit is an affidavit of counsel. What 

I am asking you to take judicial notice of is 

the Lumberman versus Sykes file and its 

contents 02 CH 13769.I 

THE COURT: And I said that case exists. 

I have no idea whatls in that case file. 

MR. STONE: WeIll among the tings in 

that case file are Exhibit AI which is the order 

allowing Mary to joint as a Counter Plaintiff 

with respect to Counts One -- I'm sorry. Four 

through Seven. 

Among the things in that file is a 

Court order, Exhibit BI of October 17th. 

THE COURT: Which says what? 

MR. STONE: It J.s the settlement order. 

THE COURT: But where is she named in 

there? 

MR. STONE: Where is who names in there? 

THE COURT: Mary. 
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MR. STONE: Mary is not named in the 

settlement order. The case settled as follows, 

according to an order which has not been 

changed, modified, or vacated, and remains in 

full force and effect through this day; one 

point three million dollars is the settlement. 

Five hundred thousand will go to Gene Moskowitz 

and Kevin Salam as attorney's fees. Ninety-two 

thousand three hundred seventy-seven dollars 

goes to Bridge Funding for the funding of the 

lawsuit, payment of expert witnesses, and the 

like. And seven hundred seventy-six thousand 

twenty-three dollars is to go to Gloria Sykes. 

THE COURT: What happened to the other 

Petitioner, Mary? 

MR. STONE: May received no funds from 

this settlement. 

THE COURT: Would you -

MR. STONE: And May received no funds 

from this settlement because the settlement is 

personal to Gloria. 

THE COURT: That's your argument. I 

have no idea if that's true, Counsel. That's 

your argument. 
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MR. STONE: I have an order of Court - 

THE COURT: That says this was personal 

to this client and not to Mary? That order says 

that? 

MR. STONE: It absolutely does. 

THE COURT: It does not. It just says 

that she gets the money. It doesn't say 

anything about it being personal to her. 

MR. STERN: If you read number two of 

the order, Judge, it says that the settlement 

apportionment agreement that Ms. Farenga has 

already told you about and incorporated into 

this - 

MR. STONE: So the settlement 

apportionment agreement is the next page. It's 

not the next page. It's following a general 

release and indemnity agreement. And following 

that you will find a settlement apportionment 

agreement. 

THE COURT: Right. 

MR. STONE: The settlement apportionment 

agreement says that they have discussed the 

apportionment of the settlement, and have made 

an agreement that Gloria is to receive the 
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entire amount of the settlement and will handle 

said funds as appropriate as has been discussed 

between them. 

THE COURT: And that's what at issue, 1S 

it not? 

MS. FARENGA: Yes, it is, your Honor. 

THE COURT: Counsel, that's what at 

issue here? 

MR. STONE: What is at issue? 

THE COURT: That she had the capacity to 

sign this document at the time it was signed. 

MR. STONE: I'm sorry. That is not at 

issue. 

THE COURT: It's not? Ms. Farenga, 

isn't that part of the issue? 

MS. FARENGA: It's my petition, and 

that's a huge part of the issue. 

MR. WALLER: Your Honor, if I may speak, 

I have trouble with -- if you look at the 

settlement agreement that the Defendant entered 

into, Mary's name is allover it. They asked 

fora release of any contract rights that she 

possessed, okay? This is an insurance policy 

that Gloria sued upon for that property. 

21 




1 Why Gloria's name only is on the 

2 policy, I don't know. But it seems evident that 

3 mom and daughter should have been on that 

4 policy. They are both owners. If we look at 

5 the policy itself, it may say that they have the 

6 right to pay the owners of the property, okay? 

7 Because usually they don't want a 

8 lawsuit from the third partner sitting out 

9 somewhere in Arizona that probably doesn't even 

10 know about the litigation. 

11 MS. FARENGA: And they both have a 

12 mortgage in mom's name and Gloria's name on the 

property taken out in 2007. 

14 THE COURT: Right. So there are 

15 arguments as to why this may not be equitable 

16 for Mary Sykes. 

17 MR. STONE: Certainly that's true, but 

18 there's no mediating before this Court, no 

19 allegation, no suggestion that Mary was not 

20 competent when she signed the apportionment 

21 agreement, that she wasn't fully apprised that 

22 the judge -

23 THE COURT: I don't know. I don't have 

24 your original motion. Here it is. 
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She's just here to give me 

information. 

MR. DAHLIN: That's correct. But I 

think the point is that what we are talking 

about is Mary Sykes' mental condition now. 

That's why with the petition and the cross 

petition in the file there are no allegations 

that twelve or thirteen months ago Mary Sykes 

was not competent. 

THE COURT: Well, look at Paragraph 12 

of her petition. On information and belief Mary 

Sykes suffered from a medical condition called 

dementia October 15, 2008. That is in her 

petition. 

MR. DAHLIN: Well, we have not responded 

to that petition. 

THE COURT: You are saying there is no 

allegation of it. It S right here.I 

MR. DAHLIN: It's going to be a question 

of proof. 

THE COURT: Don't say it's not an issue. 

It is an issue. It's right here. So that is an 

issue. This says she was suffering from 

dementia on that date and that suggests that she 
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didn't have the capacity. Is that your 

argurnent ? 

MS. FARENGA: Absolutely. Dementia is 

listed as the diagnosis as an under pining for 

the guardian on Gloria's own counter petition. 

MR. DAHLIN: Yes, currently. 


MR. STONE: Her current status. 


THE COURT: Their argument is if she had 


it on that date as well. 

MR. STONE: You wanted to know how much 

was the settlement that went to Gloria. The 

answer is contained in the court file. It is 

$707,623. 

MS. FARENGA: We knew that. 

THE COURT: So what happened to the 

seven hundred seven thousand dollars? 

MR. STONE: As of today there is a - 

THE COURT: Do you have copies? 


MR. STONE: I do not. 


S-y-m-e-t-r-a account at Chase 

Bank with a balance of $263,196.44. 

THE COURT: What's Symetra? 

MR. STONE: It's some kind of brokerage 

account that ties up the money for a seven-year 

24 
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period. 

THE COURT: So that's at Chase. What 

name is it under? 

MR. STONE: Under the name of Gloria 

Sykes. There is a chase savings account - 

THE COURT: When you say it's tied up 

for seven years, what does that mean? 

MR. STONE: It means that it comes due 

in seven 	years. 

THE COURT: Is it an investment account? 

MR. STONE: It is an investment account. 

THE COURT: Who is investing in it? Are 

they fixed or is it 

MR. STONE: I assume Chase is handling 

it. 

THE COURT: I don't know. 

MR. DAHLIN: Gloria said it's a fixed 

income investment. It's like a bond. 

MS. SYKES: It's like a fidelity -- it's 

like an annuity. It's six years and X amount of 

dollars. It's an investment. 

THE COURT: Who is the beneficiary? 

MR. DAHLIN: Is there a beneficiary, or 

1S it just an account? 
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MS. SYKES: No. There would be a 

beneficiary, but I don't think -- I'm not sure 

who was put down on -- I'm not sure if I had put 

anybody on as a beneficiary as of yet anyway. I 

was writing a will, and - 

THE COURT: We need to know if there is 

a beneficiary. 

MR. DAHLIN: We will find out. 

MR. STONE: There is a Chase account 

savings account number - 

THE COURT: You don't have to read the 

whole thing into the record. 

MR. STONE: The balance in the account 

as of 11/6/2009 was $99,000. There is a 

certificate of deposit at the Park National 

Bank. 

THE COURT: Back up. On that second 

account what's the name on the second account? 

MR. STONE: Gloria Sykes. 

THE COURT: Any other joint tenants or 

beneficiaries? 

MR. STONE: No. 

THE COURT: And that's a savings 

account? 
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MR. STONE: That's a savings account. 

THE COURT: Okay. Number three? 

MR. STONE: There is a jumbo certificate 

of deposit at the Park National Bank of Chicago. 

The amount is $10,000. 

THE COURT: What's the name on that? 

MR. STONE: Gloria Sykes. 

THE COURT: That's the only name? 

MR. STONE: Yes. 

THE COURT: So that's three seventy-

three? 

MR. STONE: So that is the total of the 

amount. There is a checking account for Gloria 

Sykes with a balance of $4,693.82 as of 

November 8th, 2009. 

MS. FARENGA: That checking account, is 

that at Chase? 

MR. STONE: Chase. 

MR. DAHLIN: The only account not at 

chase is the Park National $10,000 CD. There 

are several other small savings accounts. Each 

one 1S under $500 also in the name of Gloria 

Sykes. 

MR. STONE: And that tells you, Judge, 
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what assets belonging to Ms. Sykes are left from 

the $707,000. 

THE COURT: What happened to the 

$329,000 that's not accounted for? 

MR. STONE: It was spent. 

THE COURT: On what? 

MR. STONE: I have five hundred or more 

receipts which you or Ms. Farenga are happy to 

go through. 

THE COURT: Counsel, I want an 

accounting from your client. I want to know 

where the money went, was there any major 

expenditures. 

MR. STONE: The most major expense that 

I found was the purchase of a recreational 

vehicle. 

THE COURT: How much was that? 

MR. STONE: Forty thousand dollars. 

THE COURT: So $460,000 when was the 

check cut? Do you know? 

MR. STONE: November of 2008. 

THE COURT: So in one year $460,000 was 

spent, but for nothing major. Nothing major, 

right? Little things? No other major 
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expenditures? 

MR. STONE: Repairs to the second floor 

apartment of 

THE COURT: How much was spent repairing· 

the second floor? 

MS. SYKES: I averaged it out. Just an 

average. 

THE COURT: Was it $10,OOO? 

MS. SYKES: It was close to about 

$30,000. 

THE COURT: So $30,000 in repairs. 

MS. FARENGA: Your Honor, I would ask if 

that was repairs, or if that also included the 

living room furniture, flat screen T.V., side-

by-side fridge, new range? 

THE COURT: And are we talking about 

something separate as far as the purchase of 

those things? 

MS. SYKES: Repair -- I bought a new 

refrigerator for the second floor, a new stove 

that was broken. I replaced -- and new bathroom 

toilet. I did an entire -- there was like a 

pantry. There was no closets. 

THE COURT: Do you know the total on -
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MS. SYKES: Purchased appliances, 

repairs, people working, stripping it down. 

THE COURT: Was all that $30,OOO? 

MS. SYKES: That and inclusive with 

maintaining and fixing up mother's garden, 

maintaining and fixing doors. 

THE COURT: All that is in that $30,OOO? 

MS. SYKES: Yes. And there's --

Ms. Farenga brought up about furniture. Yes, a 

lot of -- I lost all my furniture. So I did buy 

new furniture. 

THE COURT: How much was that? 

MS. SYKES: We have -- oh, I also bought 

my mother her hearing aids for $6500. I paid 

for her dental. I paid for her dental. About a 

thousand dollars. Four hundred dollars just for 

medical and prescriptions. 

I bought mothers clothes, about 

$1200. Toiletries averaged about $450. 

THE COURT: Well, again, you know, if I 

could see this is the first time I am hearing 

all this. So I don't know if things were 

exclusively spent to benefit her. That's 

certainly different. But if we add all this up 
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now, we are still at $400,000. 

MS. SYKES: I put money up for my non

profit, which I hope to retrieve to help cancer 

survivors. So there's about $30,000 that I put 

up for Boname (phonetic) Foundation. 

THE COURT: So that gives us $370,000. 

MS. FARENGA: And, your Honor, that 

foundation is not in good standing at this 

moment with the Secretary of State. I don't 

know if that has anything to do 

THE COURT: We are just trying to get 

information for now. So we are up to $370,000. 

Where is the rest of it? 

MS. SYKES: I wish I could address that, 

the good standing. 

THE COURT: You can address it. 

MS. SYKES: I have been missing my 

appointments with the attorneys. The president 

of the foundation did some mistakes. She 

was but I have been dealing with this, with 

the attorneys who are at Loyola University. 

And every time -- like I'm 

supposed to meet with them today, and this came 

up. So I have been passing -
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THE COURT: Ma'am -

MS. SYKES: But what I can tell you is 

that I took my mother on vacations. I have 

spent a lot of money. 

THE COURT: Do you have all these 

receipts in order? 

MR. STONE: Judge, yesterday morning 

delivered to my office by Ms. Sykes were books 

which contained broken down medical receipts, 

canceled checks, receipts, payments to 

pharmacists, payments to service providers, 

dentists, and medical providers, groceries 

THE COURT: Okay. That's all well and 

good. And we need copies of those. But we are 

still out $370,000. 

MR. STONE: I'm happy to send this out 

to a copy service. 

THE COURT: I'm not telling you what to 

do. But there's still $370,000 we are talking 

about. 

MS. SYKES: I had a lot of debts from 

personal loans from friends, which most of them 

are accounted for in there. I did pay for 

architects on the property in the back because 

32 



Imy goal was to rebuild the property. 

2 THE COURT: How much did you spend in 

3 personal loans or did you pay back? 

4 MS. SYKES: I can only give an estimate 

5 now. I couldn't give the exact amount. 

6 THE COURT: Well, generally how much was 

7 it? 

8 MS. SYKES: Oh, I would say maybe - I 

9 don't know. I don't want to get caught here. 

10 THE COURT: Was it $5,000? Was it a 

11 hundred thousand? 

12 MR. DAHLIN: Judge, she's already had a 

13 problem here where she said the proceeds from 

14 the lawsuit were $500,000 and not seven seventy. 

15 She said there was $300,000 let, and now there's 

16 $380,000 left. So I think that we have not had 

17 a chance to really make this available to 

18 everybody because we had to be here today. 

19 And we are certainly willing to 

20 provide this to everybody. And we will actually 

21 come up with a number as to how this money was 

22 spent. Some of it was spent on Mary Sykes. 

23 Some of it was spent on Gloria Sykes. 

24 THE COURT: I'm just trying to get a 

33 



1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

handle on it, how much you spent in personal 

loans? You have no idea? You don't know? 

MS. SYKES: You know, I don't. My 

girlfriend in Boston -- I know it was about 

$7800 I had to pay her back, you know. You 

know, Scott Evans -- I mean I can think of a 

little things. All I know is that I had to pay 

for -- I believe it was $10,000 to Pure Fess 

(phonetic) that we made a deal -- because they 

were holding all my stuff in storage that was 

left. I had to pay for movers to bring the 

stuff back. 

THE COURT: I understand. We are still 

$300,000 short. So you have to figure all that 

out. So you have to figure all that out. 

MR. STONE: I would like to do an 

accounting with what she provided me yesterday. 

I do suggest that we send it out to a copy 

service, provide it to the parties. 

THE COURT: Well, you decide. 

MR. STONE: And let's add it up. 

THE COURT: You bear that cost. But 

what about what I s in place right now? 

MS. FARENGA: Well, first of all, 
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would ask for Ms. Sykes' date of birth and 

social security number. Because that's the only 

way we can verify certain things with banks. 

And the other thing is with the 

asset everything being frozen except the 

Chase checking account, which has $4,000, which 

we can re-evaluate on Thursday for that matter. 

MR. STONE: Ms. Sykes is living off of 

at least the $99,000 savings account and at 

least $99,000 from the $770,000 settlement, 

given to Gloria Sykes via an order which has 

never been changed, modified, or vacated or 

challenged would allow her to live off that 

money. 

THE COURT: What I am saying is what 

if -- fifty percent may be -- her mother has no 

equity and should not -- let's say her mother 

should have gotten fifty percent. That's three 

hundred fifty some thousand dollars. And she 

already spent $350,000. 

MR. STONE: Judge, wait. Excuse me. 

How could it be under any sense of equity that a 

lawsuit which settled having to do with the 

personal injury and emotional distress - 
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THE COURT: I don't know that, Counsel. 

You keep telling me that. Who was the owner of 

the property? 

MR. STONE: The property is only 

incidental to the lawsuit. And you know that 

because you know that counts -- excuse me. 

MR. WALLER: Your Honor, while counsel 

is looking, we would like to depose the affiant, 

number one. I think that would be necessary. 

Number two, the insurance policy 

insures the underlying profit. It can't be 

incidental to this lawsuit. I didn't see any 

paperwork that stated there was one million two 

hundred thousand dollars for emotional distress. 

THE COURT: Was she the only insured? 

MR. WALLER: That's an error, obviously. 

And the insurance policy -- if we examine the 

insurance policy, which may be necessary in the 

long run 

MR. STONE: But we haven't examined the 

insurance policy. So rather than guess, let's 

be like lawyers and gather information. Because 

guessing can cause a real injustice. Here's 

what we know 
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THE COURT: No. Hold on. The account 

at -- the Symetra account, you suggest that it's 

inoperable or unable to be withdrawn for seven 

years. How do you know that? 

MR. STONE: Because that's what my 

client has told me. 

THE COURT: Is there anything ln writing 

to suggest that? 

MR. STONE: I'm sure there's either a 

brokerage account agreement or a certificate. 

THE COURT: That's going to be frozen. 

And the Park National CD, you can freeze that 

one. As far as she needs $99,000 to live on - 

MR. STONE: She is not employed. 

THE COURT: She needs $99,000 to live 

on? 

MR. STONE: Of course she does. 

THE COURT: Why would she need $99,000? 

MR. STONE: Because she has to pay the 

rent on the front and back property. She has to 

pay electricity. She has to pay real estate 

taxes. She has to pay gas for her car. And, by 

the way, I understand that it was represented to 

this Court that she had a new fancy car. 
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The car that Ms. Sykes drives is 

an eleven-year-old Lexus with over Infiniti 

with over a hundred thousand miles on it. It's 

hardly new. It's hardly fancy. It's just 

reliable transportation. 

THE COURT: What's the blue book value 

on it? 

MR. STONE: Twenty-eight hundred 

dollars. 

THE COURT: Twenty-eight hundred 

dollars? 

MR. STONE: On an eleven-year-old car. 

MR. WALLER: Lexus? Probably about 

five. 

MR. STONE: Infiniti. 

MR. DAHLIN: The point of this, Judge, 

is that Ms. Farenga implied when we were here 

the other day that she had a fancy Infiniti. 

And all we are asking is that things be stated 

truthfully. And what we are trying - 

THE COURT: People have alleged things. 

I have no idea until I see it. 

MR. DAHLIN: We are trying to get a 

process where we can provide information. The 
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affidavit that we have presented to the Court 

today tries to give an explanation of the 

lawsuit and what portion of it dealt with the 

real estate. 

And it states that they have 

appraised that real estate for $235,000 in 2008. 

And that if Mary has a joint tenancy interest, 

it was worth one half of that. And that there 

would be some fees that would be attributed to 

the lawsuit that would be allocated to that. 

And so Mary may have seventy-five 

to a hundred thousand dollars of value in the 

real estate, but the rest of the lawsuit really 

dealt with losses that were incurred by Gloria 

Sykes personally, mentally, physically. 

And that that's what the lawsuit 

was about. 

THE COURT: So we will freeze the 

investment account and the Park National, which 

is $10,000. 

MR. WALLER: As far as the lawsuit, the 

Plaintiff and the Defendant entered into a 

release document. Mary's name is allover that 

document, and they want any future litigation -
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any property rights they wanted a release on, 

which they got. I don't know. We can minimize 

her involvement in the litigation -

THE COURT: Yeah. And I'm not -- I am 

not doing anything. I'm freezing those two 

assets. 

MS. FARENGA: For the record, I didn't 

represent that it was a new Infiniti because I 

didn't know how old the Infiniti was. 

THE COURT: All right. We are not going 

to argue any further and wast time on the car. 

What else - 

MS. FARENGA: The $99,000. 

THE COURT: Do we have an account 

number? 

MR. STONE: You are not freezing the 

$99,000. 

THE COURT: I mean the $10,000 CD. 

MR. STONE: We did have an account 

number on that. 

THE COURT: And can we get her social? 

Off the record. 

(Whereupon, a discussion 

was had off the record.) 
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THE COURT: All right. Back on the 

record. 

And, Counsel, you are still going 

forward on the petition for guardianship? 

MR. DAHLIN: Yes. And I apologize. We 

do have a new care plan, which we will send out 

to everybody. The issue ultimately is our care 

plan says that we don't know what dollars would 

be available to be able to provide -

THE COURT: Here's the problem. You are 

proposing them to be the guardian. 

MR. DAHLIN: I will forward that to the 

public guardian, and I will provide them with 

whatever information we have. And we will talk 

about it. 

MR. WALLER: Your Honor, on Thursday we 

are going to have a status? 

THE COURT: I don't know. Where is the 

last order setting it for Thursday? I would 

like to see that. 

MR. DAHLIN: There aren't enough facts 

to have a hearing. 

THE COURT: There is a question of 

whether someone is disabled and needs a 
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guardian. 

MR. DAHLIN: But we have a temporary 

guardian who is guardian for sixty days. AndI 

think we have a lot of information 

THE COURT: When does that expire? 

MR. DAHLIN: She was just appointed a 

week ago. 

THE COURT: So we will have issues in 

sixty days. 

MR. DAHLIN: And in order we are 

gOlng to need experts and be able to put on a 

case here. And we are not -

THE COURT: Let's get a cutoff on 

discovery then. It's not going to go on 

forever. Get a cutoff. Any written discovery 

that's been filed? 

MR. STONE: No. 

MS. FARENGA: Can we clarify the issue? 

I don't think the issue is whether she needs a 

guardian. It's just who will be the guardian. 

THE COURT: So you can do discovery on 

that issue, but you are asking for the public 

guardian, and you are asking for her daughter. 

MR. DAHLIN: Judge, one other thing. 
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1 The visitation schedule is -  I don't know 

2 how -  we want to expand visitation so that 

3 other family members can visit or speak with 

4 Mary Sykes. 

5 I'm not sure that Aunt Josephine 

6 would be the one. 

7 THE COURT: Off the record. 

(Which was all the evidence offered and received 
in the above-entitled cause on this day.) 
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