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court-facilitated notice of this class action to the class. In the alternative, this Court should allow 

discovery, allow Plaintiff to supplement this briefing, and defer response and reply briefs. 

Date: 2/18/2019 Respectfully Submitted, 

 

Isl Andrew C. Ficzko 

Ryan F. Stephan 
James B. Zouras 
Andrew C. Ficzko 
STEPHAN ZOURAS, LLP 

100 North Riverside Plaza 
Suite 2150 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
312.233.1550 
312.233.1560! 
Finn ID: 43734 
aficzko(iilstephanzouras.com 
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Plaintiff is filing its Motion for Class Certification to protect its rights and the rights of putative 

class members in light of the Seventh Circuit's ruling in Damasco v. Clearwire Corp. 1

Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Honorable Court enter an order certifying the class 

described, appointing Plaintiff as class representative and its counsel as class counsel, and 

ordering all further relief as the Court deems appropriate but only after Plaintiff has completed 

the discovery necessary for drafting a more expressive class-certification motion and supporting 

memorandum for the Court's consideration. 

Dated: May 30, 2014 

1 662 F.3d 891 (7th Cir. 2011). 

Respectfully submitted, 

Isl J. Barton Goplerud 
J. Barton Goplerud (AT0002983)
HUDSON, MALLANEY, SHINDLER

& ANDERSON, PC
5015 Grand Ridge Drive, Suite 100
West Des Moines, Iowa 50265-5749
Telephone: (515) 223-4567
Facsimile: (515) 223-8887
E-mail: jbgoplerud@hudsonlaw.net

Alan L. Rosca (pro hac vice) 
PEIFFER, ROSCA, ABDULLAH, 
CARR & KANE, LLC 

526 Superior Avenue, Suite 1255 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 
Telephone: (216) 570-0097 
Facsimile: (888) 411-0038 
E-mail: arosca@praclawfirm.com

Joseph C. Peiffer (pro hac vice) 
Daniel J. Carr (pro hac vice) 
PEIFFER, ROSCA, ABDULLAH, 

CARR & KANE, LLC 
201 St. Charles Avenue, Suite 4610 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70170 
Telephone: (504) 523-2434 
Facsimile: (504) 523-2464 
E-mail: jpeiffer@praclawfirm.com
E-mail: dcarr@praclawfirm.com
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Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Proposed 
Class 
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Clearwire then removed Damasco's case to federal court where Clearwire moved to dismiss it, arguing 

that its offer had mooted Damasco's claim.2 The district conrt agreed, dismissing Damasco's complaint 

and later denying his motion to reconsider.3 

Emphasizing Article Ill's mootness doctrine, which demands that the parties to a federal case 

maintain a personal stake in the outcome at all stages of the litigation, 4 the Seventh Circuit pronounced

that---<lespite Damasco's case having been a class action-----Clearwire's individual settlement offer 

nevertheless stripped Damasco of his personal stake in the case's outcome and rendered his claim 

moot-this, despite the court's aclmowledged concerns about "buy-offs"' and multiple courts' agreement 

that individual offers of judgment do not moot class claims.6 Indeed, even the U.S. Supreme Court, in 

Roper v. Deposit Guar. National Bank v. Roper,7 expressed disfavor with the notion that individual 

settlement offers moot a class: 

[T]he defendant has made an unaccepted offer of tender in settlement of the individual 
putative representative's claim. The action is moot in the Art. III sense only if this Court 
adopts a rule that an individual seeking to proceed as a class representative is required to 
accept a tender of only his individual claims. So long as the court does not require such 
acceptance, the individual is required to prove his case and the requisite Art. III adversity 
continues. Acceptance need not be mandated under our precedents since the defendant 
has not offered all that has been requested in the complaint (i.e., relief for the class) and 

2 Id. at 893. 
3 Id.
4 Id. at 895. 
5 
Id. 

6 Id. See also, Pitts v. Terrible Herbst, Inc., 653 F.3d 1081, 1091-92 (9th Cir. 2011) ("[W]e hold 
that an unaccepted Rule 68 offer of judgment-for the full amount of the named plaintiffs 
individual claim and made before the named plaintiff files a motion for class certification----does 
not moot a class action."); Lucero v. Bureau of Collection Recovery, Inc., 639 F.3d 1239, 1249 
(10th Cir. 2011) ("[W]e conclude that the federal court's Article III jurisdiction to hear the 
motion for class certification is not extinguished by the Rule 68 offer of judgment to an 
individual plaintiff."); Sandoz v. Cingular Wireless LLC, 553 F.3d 913, 920-21 (5th Cir. 2008) 
("If the court ultimately grants the motion to certify, then the Rule 68 offer to the individual 
plaintiff would not fully satisfy the claims of everyone in the collective action; if the court denies 
the motion to certify, then the Rule 68 offer of judgment renders the individual plaintiffs claims 
moot."); Weiss v. Regal Collections, 385 F.3d 337, 348 (3d Cir. 2004) ("[W]here a defendant 
makes a Rule 68 offer to an individual claim that has the effect of mooting possible class relief 
asserted in the complaint, the appropriate course is to relate the certification motion back to the 
filing of the class complaint."). 
7 445 U.S. 326 (1980). 
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any other rule would give the defendant the practical power to make the denial of class 
certification questions unreviewable.8 

Acknowledging the harshness behind what it believed was a proper textual analysis, the Seventh 

Circuit also instructed that to avoid an unfair dismissal arising from defendant's buy-off, "[c]lass-action 

plaintiffs [ need merely] move to certify the class at the same time that they file their complaint. The 

pendency of that motion protects a putative class from attempts to buy off the named plaintiffs. "9 And to 

the extent that this solution would provoke plaintiffs to move for certification prematurely, meaning 

before they have fully developed or discovered the facts necessary to obtain certification, the court 

instructed that "if the parties have yet to fully develop the facts needed for certification, then they can 

also ask the district court to delay its ruling to provide time for additional discovery or investigation." 10 

After all, despite the court's ruling, courts "must [still] engage in a 'rigorous analysis'-sometimes 

probing behind the pleadings before ruling on certification," 11 which analysis necessarily cannot happen 

·1 fli · d. 12 
unt1 su · 1c1ent rncovery occurs.

To be sure----and despite the foregoing-this is most assuredly not the law in the Eighth Circuit. 

But Plaintiff is mindful that this was not the law in the Seventh Circuit either until the Damasco court's 

ruling. So to guard against the possibility that Damasco 's consequence might somehow become 

applicable here (through this or another court's eventual ruling), Plaintiff, in an abundance of caution, is 

taking the steps that Damasco prescribed to prevent the possibility (albeit remote) that Defendant might 

successfully move to dismiss its case on Damasco 's same basis. So consistent with Damacso 's

pronouncement, Plaintiff asks this Court "to delay its [ class-certification] ruling to provide time for 

additional discovery or investigation"13 so that Plaintiff can present its best case for class certification to 

this Court. To this end, Plaintiff intends to agree with defense counsel on a suitable discovery and 

8 
Id. at 341 (Rehnquist, J., concurring) (emphasis in original).

9 
Id. at 896. 

IO 
Id. 

II 
Id. 

12 
Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. v. Dukes, 131 S. Ct. 2541, 2551 (201 !).

13 
Damasco, 662 F.3d at 896. 
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briefing schedule, subject to the Court's approval. 

Similarly consistent with Damasco, Plaintiff seeks certification of the above-described class for 

the following reasons: 

I. The class satisfies all of the statutory prerequisites for class certification.

2. The members of the Class are so numerous and geographically dispersed that joinder of 

all members is impracticable. While the exact number of Class members remains unknown at this time, 

reports filed by the TNP 2008 Scheme with the Securities and Exchange Commission indicate there 

are in excess of two hundred members of the proposed class. The exact number of the TNP 2008 

Scheme investors is within the knowledge of Defendants.14 In discovery, Plaintiff will determine the

precise scope of the class. 

3. There are common questions of law and fact in this class action that relate to and affect

the rights of each member of the Class, 15 including, inter alia:

(a) Whether Berthe! Fisher, acting in its capacity of underwriter of the TNP
2008 Scheme, intentionally and/or negligently misrepresented and
omitted risks associated with the securities issued by the TNP 2008
Scheme in the TNP 2008 PPM, which was provided to each Class
member;

(b) Whether Berthe! Fisher, in its capacity of underwriter of the TNP 2008
Scheme, had a duty to the members of the Class;

( c) Whether Berthe! Fisher, in its capacity of underwriter of the TNP 2008
Scheme, breached duties owed to Plaintiff and the Class by failing to
conform its conduct to the requirements of the law and applicable
regulations;

( d) Whether statements or omissions in the TNP 2008 PPM misrepresented
material facts about the TNP 2008 Scheme and/or TNP;

( e) Whether Berthe! was Berthe! Fisher's control person at all relevant
times;

(f) Whether Berthe!, in its capacity of control person of Berthe! Fisher, is
liable to the members of the Class for Berthe! Fisher's misconduct;

14 
See F.R.C.P. 23(a)(l).

15 
See F.R.C.P. 23(a)(2), (b)(3).
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(g) Whether Defendants' misconduct entitles Plaintiffs and members of the
Class to rescission and/or damages for the loss of the amounts invested
by Plaintiffs and members of the Class;

(h) What remedies are appropriate compensation for the damages caused to
Plaintiffs and each member of the Class; and

(i) Whether the Plaintiffs and members of the Class are entitled to a
reasonable award of attorneys' fees, interest and costs of suit.

4. Plaintiff will adequately represent and protect the interests of the Class and has no

interests that conflict with or are antagonistic to the interests of the Class. Plaintiff has retained 

attorneys who are experienced and capable of prosecuting complex litigation such as this case. The 

attorneys for Plaintiff and the Class will actively conduct and be responsible for the prosecution of this 

litigation and the expenses thereof. The attorneys for Plaintiff have adequate resources, experience and 

commitment to litigate this matter 16 

5. The claims of Plaintiff are typical of the claims of all Class members. Plaintiff is situated

identically to all members of the Class with respect to the issues presented in this case, as Plaintiff and 

all members of the Class were investors in the TNP 2008 Scheme and suffered the exact same loss (in 

proportion to the amount of their investment). The claims of Plaintiff are based on the same 

fundamental factual allegations and legal theories as the claims of all other members of the Class. All 

investors in the TNP 2008 Scheme have been adversely affected by the wrongdoing of Defendants as 

described in Plaintiff's First Amended Complaint.17 

6. A class action is superior to any other method available for the fair and efficient

adjudication of this controversy because it would be impractical and undesirable for each of the 

individual Class members who have suffered damages to bring separate actions. Some investors 

invested amounts in the TNP 2008 Scheme that would make it impracticable for them to litigate 

individualized securities fraud cases concerning this matter. Moreover, the common issues identified in 

Plaintiff's First Amended Complaint predominate over individual issues, if any, particular to each class 

16 F.R.C.P. 23(a)(4).
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member. Defendants made uniform misrepresentations and were responsible for uniform omissions with 

respect to each member of the Class and each member of the Class was injured in exact proportion to 

the amount of their investment in the TNP 2008 Scheme. 

On account of the foregoing, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Honorable Court enter an 

order certifying the class described, appointing Plaintiff as class representative and its counsel as class 

counsel, and ordering all further relief as the Court deems appropriate but only after Plaintiff has 

completed the discovery necessary for drafting a more expressive class-certification motion and 

supporting memorandum for the Court's consideration. 

Dated: May 30, 2014 Respectfully submitted, 

Isl J. Barton Goplerud 
J. Barton Goplerud (AT0002983)
HUDSON, MALLANEY, SHINDLER &
ANDERSON, PC
5015 Grand Ridge Drive, Suite 100
West Des Moines, Iowa 50265-5749
Telephone: (515) 223-4567
Facsimile: (515) 223-8887
E-mail: jbgoplerud@hudsonlaw.net

Alan L. Rosca (pro hac vice) 
PEIFFER, ROSCA, ABDULLAH, CARR 
&KANE,LLC 
526 Superior Avenue, Suite 1255 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114 
Telephone: (216) 570-0097 
Facsimile: (888) 411-0038 
E-mail: arosca@praclawfinn.com

Joseph C. Peiffer (pro hac vice) 
Daniel J. Carr (pro hac vice) 
PEIFFER, ROSCA, ABDULLAH, CARR 
&KANE,LLC 
201 St. Charles Avenue, Suite 4610 
New Orleans, Louisiana 70170 
Telephone: (504) 523-2434 
Facsimile: (504) 523-2464 
E-mail: jpeiffer@praclawfim1.com
E-mail: dcarr@praclawfirm.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff and the Proposed 
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SCHROEN, LINDA GULOTTA, ROBERT ) 
OGLE, JOAN WERNER, BARBARA ) 

a, ANDLER, KATHRYN ANDLER, ) 
SPENCER GERKE, SAL VACION )°' 

VALERIO, ROBERT RIESER, DAWN )"' 
� TRECARTIN, ANGELA RICE, JANIS ) 0 

::, HA VRANEK, BERNADETTE COOK, ) 
a. LOUISA JENNRICH, SUSAN BROUCEK, )0 

ROMAN PLICHTA, JOSEPH KIRBY, )� 

"' 
� THERESE STANCIK, GERALD GROSS, )0 

LEONARD WEBER, EDWARD SMITH, ) 
0 NATALIE SMITH, SCOTT METCALFE, ) � 

Cu JOHN LAMMLE, KARL LECHOWICZ, ) 
CYNTHIA LECHOWICZ, NOEL ) 
MORGRIDGE, LINDA MORGRIDGE, ) 
NANCY PAULOS, RITA O'CONNOR, ) 
RUTH FITZPATRICK, RUSSELL ) 
RASNER, KJM RASNER, DEAN VANCE, ) 
KATHLEEN BIGA, CARL WIGGINTON, ) 
STEVE DURA Y, UMESH SHARMA, ) 
CHRIS ANN KOMOSA, RICHARD ) 
MILMONT, JANICE MAREK, CAROL ) 
VITTORINI, EMMA UDARBE, ) 
KANNACHAN PARAMPIL,DONNA ) 
LASOTA, EDWIN MANTEL, GARY ) 
STEPHENS, DENISE PRICE, WILLIAM ) 
PRICE, WARREN COPLER, DEBORAH ) 
CRYER, ROBERT SAJDAK, WALTER ) 
NEUHENGEN, MIKHAIL SOROKIN, ) 
VERONIKA NEFEDOV A, DENISE ) 
PAPENDIK, CHARLES PAPENDIK, ) 
LORNA LYDICK, MARILYN BROCK, ) 
JAMES BROCK, ROBERT POSS, ) 
PATRICIA DA VIS, GARY DA VIS, ) 
ANTOINETTE TOMCZAK, KAREN A. ) 
CLARK,CHARLOITEHUNTER ) 
BROWN, DEBRA RICKERT, BERNARD ) 
FERRERI, MARY FERRERI, NICHOLAS ) 
FERRERI, DONALD BERG, AGNES ) 
BERG, PATRICIA ELLIOTT, GLORIA ) 
HOLLAND, RITA COX, THOMAS ) 
STRUKL, BARBARA CARDELLI, ) 
LAURA PLASKETES, DAWN ZULAS, ) 
ROSEL Y ALEXANDER, EILEEN ) 
MINOW, VLADIMIR TSIMBERG, ) 
JOSEPH SANTELLA, JAMES ) 
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SANTELLA, JANET MURRELL, ROBERT ) 
MEYERS, PATRICK JOHNSTON, ) 

"' ELAINE KOSIEK, PATRICIA GENARDO, ) 
NANCY GENARDO, PETER LISKA, )<') 

MARK RIORDAN SAUNDERS, )
a:, 

0 PASQUALE PERRONE, RALPH )N 

:, 
INFUSINO, ROSEMARY ARNOLD, ) 

a. WILLIAM ARNOLD, ZACHARY ZARR, ) 
LORA SAUNDERS, WILLIAM HOLUM, )

a:, 
� CHRISTOPHER SCHILLER, DAVID ) 

BRIGGS, JOHN HORVATH, DEAN ) 
g BONAVOLANTE,CATHERINE ) 

WIESNER, DIANE ZWICKER, GERHARD ) 
BECKER, RICHARD PONDEL, DENISE ) 
PONDEL, STEPHEN LOY, DOROTHY ) 
LOY, JOHN RITTENHOUSE, STEVEN ) 
ZIOLKOWSKI, CATHERINE MORASK, ) 
KEVIN VENECHUK, PHIROZ ) 
DARUKHANA VALA, NILUFER ) 
DARUKHANA VALA, CHRISTOPHER ) 
SHEALY, THOMAS HARRISON, ) 
BENJAMIN ROUDEBUSH, MINOO ) 
SUMARIW ALLA, AMY ) 
SUMARIW ALLA, VITO LETTER!, TED ) 
SEREDYNSKI, KENNETH GERTH, ) 
ANNE GERTH, DIANE COLLINS, ) 
GLENN MESSMER, JOANNE MESSMER, ) 
JOSEPH AMSTADT, DONNAJEAN ) 
AMSTADT, BONNIE GREET, ROBERT ) 
HORVATH, RYAN GOLDEN, LILLIAN ) 
POWERS, NANCY GOLDEN, SAMUEL ) 
THOMAS, ANN THOMAS, LEE ) 
WILLIAMS, SCOTT LYON, JOHN ) 
DAMAS, KATHERINE BRODY, YEAT ) 
YANG NACHOWICZ, JAY ANT PATEL, ) 
KALPANAPATEL, STEVEN JOHNSON, ) 
KENNETH ZIOBRO, RAMESH PATEL, ) 
KUMUD PATEL, GARY KARAS, JOHN ) 
BOCHANTINE, MICHAEL MCHALE, ) 
GREGORY JOHNSON, DENISE REBOT, ) 
DIANE BASCHETTI, KENNETH GRIESE, ) 
JASPER TAVOLACCI, DANIEL ) 
VACLAV, PAMELA VACLAV, MICHAEL ) 
KEYES, ROBERT CARLSON, ) 
KATHLEEN CARLSON, CLAUDIA ) 
PRYOR, BERT GARNSEY, CYNTHIA ) 
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GARNSEY, LINDA GABRIEL, JAMES ) 
SPACHMAN, JOYCE SPACHMAN, ) 
WALTER I<ROPE, KIM FOSSE, ) 
KENNETH MACHALA, DENISE ) 
D'ANDREA, JOHN NOWAK, LAURA ) 
DENOVO, ERNESTO TORRES, LARRY ) 
PRZEBIEDA, BARBARA BISHOP, ) 
ORLEY BETCHER, RICHARD ) 
MARTINAITIS, MARSHA MARTINAITIS, ) 
JOSEPH TIDABACK, RORI TIDABACK, ) 
EMIL KOSCHNITZKI, ROBERT WEBB, ) 
ANNA LIETZOW, JAMES ) 
MOELLENDORF, CHRISTINE NA YBAR, ) 
BONNIE FISHER, PHILIP GLAVAN, ) 
DENISE HOGER, DIANE SUTOR, ) 
BERNARD EGAN, PATRICIA O'RYAN, ) 
DOUGLAS DAHL and LORI DAHL, ) 

) 
Defendants. ) 

) 

Plaintiff Continental Casualty Company ("Continental"), for its Complaint for 

Declaratory Judgment against defendants Goldstone Financial Group ("Goldstone"), Michael 

Pellegrino, Anthony Pellegrino, Mark R. Harrah and Mark R. Harrah Roth IRA, individually and 

on behalf of all other persons similarly situated, Laura Senese, Stephen Crone, Eleanor Crone, 

Padma Bhosley, Mary Geraci, Eric Kelley, Frank Iacovella, John Gura, Sheila Gura, Kirk 

Coleman, Michele Tomeo, Srindhar Komandur, Claude Avvisati, Jack Zander, Linda Zander, 

Christine Bondie, Carole Olson, Walter Olson, Wesley Randall, Karlen Udarbe, Kris Hajek, 

Mary Reichel, Mary Jo Cemok, Patricia Lewis, Ron Krusinowski, Joanne Biga, Richard Deitz, 

Susan Rott, Michael Rott, Larry Lober, Robert Rheinheimer, Susan Rheinheimer, Ted Hokinson, 

Jacqueline Hokinson, Jeff Rutter, Carole Wolf, Maria Gatlin, Richard Rutkowski, Phyllis 

Rutkowski, Donna Baudry, Janice Cierniak, Joanne DeTrana, Judith Dugan, Marie Udarbe, Roy 

Marcus, Ann Calabrese, Richard Giacalone, Richard Deitche, Robert Litz, Maureen McLaughlin, 

Carol Cramer, Mark Liszeo, Virginia Petersen, David Hoyne, Matthew McGuire, David Dwyer, 
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Jeffrey Schroen, Linda Gulotta, Robert Ogle, Joan Werner, Barbara Andler, Kathryn Andler, 

Spencer Gerke, Salvacion Valerio, Robert Rieser, Dawn Trecartin, Angela Rice, Janis Havranek, 

Bernadette Cook, Louisa Jennrich, Susan Broucek, Roman Plichta, Joseph Kirby, Therese 

Stancik, Gerald Gross, Leonard Weber, Edward Smith, Natalie Smith, Scott Metcalfe, John 

Lammie, Karl Lechowicz, Cynthia Lechowicz, Noel Morgridge, Linda Morgridge, Nancy 

Paulos, Rita O'Connor, Ruth Fitzpatrick, Russell Rasner, Kim Rasner, Dean Vance, Kathleen 

Biga, Carl Wigginton, Steve Duray, Umesh Sharma, Chris Ann Komosa, Richard Milmont, 

Janice Marek, Carol Vittorini, Emma Udarbe, Kannachan Parampil, Donna LaSota, Edwin 

Mantel, Gary Stephens, Denise Price, William Price, Warren Copier, Deborah Cryer, Robert 

Sajdak, Walter Neuhengen, Mikhail Sorokin, Veronika Nefedova, Denise Papendik, Charles 

Papendik, Loma Lydick, Marilyn Brock, James Brock, Robert Poss, Patricia Davis, Gary Davis, 

Antoinette Tomczak, Karen A. Clark, Charlotte Hunter Brown, Debra Rickert, Bernard Ferreri, 

Mary Ferreri, Nicholas Ferreri, Donald Berg, Agnes Berg, Patricia Elliott, Gloria Holland, Rita 

Cox, Thomas Strukl, Barbara Cardelli, Laura Plasketes, Dawn Zulas, Rosely Alexander, Eileen 

Minow, Vladimir Tsimberg, Joseph Santella, James Santella, Janet Murrell, Robert Meyers, 

Patrick Johnston, Elaine Kosiek, Patricia Genardo, Nancy Genardo, Peter Liska, Mark Riordan 

Saunders, Pasquale Perrone, Ralph Infusino, Rosemary Arnold, William Arnold, Zachary Zarr, 

Lora Saunders, William Hoium, Christopher Schiller, David Briggs, John Horvath, Dean 

Bonavolante, Catherine Wiesner, Diane Zwicker, Gerhard Becker, Richard Pondel, Denise 

Pondel, Stephen Loy, Dorothy Loy, John Rittenhouse, Steven Ziolkowski, Catherine Morask, 

Kevin V enechuk, Phiroz Darukhanavala, Nilufer Darukhanavala, Christopher Shealy, Thomas 

Harrison, Benjamin Roudebush, Minoo Sun1ariwalla, Amy Sumariwalla, Vito Letteri, Ted 

Seredynski, Kenneth Gerth, Anne Gerth, Diane Collins, Glenn Messmer, JoAnne Messmer, 
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Joseph Amstadt, DonnaJean Amstadt, Bonnie Greet, Robert Horvath, Ryan Golden, Lillian 

Powers, Nancy Golden, Samuel Thomas, Ann Thomas, Lee Williams, Scott Lyon, John Damas, 

Katherine Brody, Yea! Yang Nachowicz, Jayant Patel, Kalpana Patel, Steven Johnson, Kenneth 

Ziobro, Ramesh Patel, Kumud Patel, Gary Karas, John Bochantine, Michael McHale, Gregory 

Johnson, Denise Reho!, Diane Baschetti, Kenneth Griese, Jasper Tavolacci, Daniel Vaclav, 

Pamela Vaclav, Michael Keyes, Robert Carlson, Kathleen Carlson, Claudia Pryor, Bert Garnsey, 

Cynthia Garnsey, Linda Gabriel, James Spachman, Joyce Spachman, Walter Krope, Kim Fosse, 

Kenneth Machala, Denise D'Andrea, John Nowak, Laura DeNovo, Ernesto Torres, Larry 

Przebieda, Barbara Bishop, Orley Betcher (Trustee), Richard Martinaitis, Marsha Martinaitis, 

Joseph Tidaback, Rori Tidaback, Emil Koschnitzki, Robert Webb, Anna Lietzow, James 

Moellendorf, Christine Naybar, Bonnie Fisher, Philip Glavan, Denise Hoger, Diane Sutor, 

Bernard Egan, Patricia O'Ryan, Douglas Dahl andLori Dahl (collectively, "Defendants"), hereby 

alleges, based upon its lmowledge, information, and belief, as follows: 

NATURE OF THIS ACTION 

1. Continental brings this action to obtain a judicial determination and declaration

with respect to the rights and obligations of the parties under Master Policy Life Agent 

Professional Liability Policy No. 596737388 (the "Master Policy"), in which Defendants 

Goldstone, Michael Pellegrino and Anthony Pellegrino participate through a Certificate of 

Insurance (the "Certificate") issued to Goldstone for the Certificate Period of June 1, 2018 to 

June 1, 2019. 1 A true and correct copy of the Master Policy (except for the application for the 

Master Policy) is attached as Exhibit 1. A true and correct copy of the Certificate ( except for the 

application for the Certificate) is attached as Exhibit 2. 

1 Words in bold are bolded and defined in the Master Policy. 
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2. An actual, ripe, and justiciable controversy has arisen between the parties in

regard to their respective rights and obligations under the Certificate and, as such, the Master 

Policy. 

3. In particular, Continental seeks a determination and declaration by this Court that:

(i) the Certificate is void and Continental is entitled to rescind the Certificate as to all Insureds

who participate in the Master Policy through the Certificate, on the basis of material 

misrepresentations made during the application process to procure the Certificate; and (ii) 

because the Certificate is rescinded and void ab initio, Continental has no obligation to provide 

defense or indemnity coverage to any Insured in connection with any Claim asserted by third 

parties against any Insured, including but not limited to the Senese Demand, the Stoltmann 

Demand, the Class Action and the Crone Demand (as hereinafter defined, and as collectively 

referred to herein as the "1 Global Matters"). 

4. Continental also seeks a determination that, even if the Certificate were not

rescinded and void ab initio, Continental would have no obligation to provide defense or 

indemnity coverage to any Insured in connection with any portion of any of the 1 Global 

Matters based on the "Application Exclusion." 

5. Continental also seeks a determination that, even if the Certificate were not

rescinded and void ab initio, Continental would have no obligation to provide defense or 

indemnity coverage to any Insured in connection with any portion of any of the 1 Global 

Matters based on the Master Policy's "Bankruptcy Exclusion" (Section XVI.I). 

6. Continental also seeks a determination that, even if the Certificate were not

rescinded and void ab initio, Continental would have no obligation to provide defense or 

indemnity coverage to any Insured in connection with the lawsuit styled Mark R. Harrah Roth 

Page - 275 -



0 
w 
...J 

IRA v. Goldstone Financial Group, et al., Case No. 18-6643 (N.D. Ill.) (the "Class Action") 

based on the Master Policy's "Class Action Exclusion" (Section XVI.X). 

7. Continental further seeks a determination that, even if the Certificate were not

rescinded and void ab initio, Continental would have no obligation to provide indemnity 

coverage to any Insured in connection with any portion of any Claim, including any of the I 

Global Matters, involving any Wrongful Act committed prior to June I, 2018, based on the 

Master Policy's "Prior Acts Condition" (Section I). 

PARTIES 

8. Plaintiff Continental is a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the

State of Illinois and maintains its principal place of business in Chicago, Illinois. Continental 

legally transacts insurance business in the State of Illinois and within the geographical 

jurisdiction of this Court. 

9. Defendant Goldstone is an Illinois limited liability company with its principal

office located in Villa Park, Illinois. Goldstone is the Named Insured on the Certificate. At all 

times relevant to the subject matter of this action, Goldstone was an Insured under the Master 

Policy. 

I 0. Defendant Michael Pellegrino is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Michael 

Pellegrino is a Co-Owner and Managing Member of Goldstone. At all times relevant to the 

subject matter of this action, Michael Pellegrino was an Insured under the Master Policy. 

11. Defendant Anthony Pellegrino is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Anthony

Pellegrino is a Co-Owner and Managing Member of Goldstone. At all times relevant to the 

subject matter of this action, Anthony Pellegrino was an Insured under the Master Policy. 

12. Defendant Mark R. Harrah Roth IRA is a self-directed IRA that was established

by and is controlled, managed and directed by Defendant Mark R. Harrah, who is a resident and 
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citizen of Illinois. Mark R. Harrah Roth IRA is the named plaintiff in the Class Action and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent that he is awarded a judgment or settlement in the 

Class Action. Mark R. Harrah Roth IRA is named as a Defendant in this action in its individual 

capacity and also in its capacity as a representative of the class on which it purports to sue in the 

Class Action. 

13. Defendant Laura Senese is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Senese is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Senese Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent that she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Senese Demand. 

14. Defendant Stephen Crone's state of residence is unlmown to Continental.

Continental alleges that Mr. Crone has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to 

personal jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Crone is named as a defendant in this action because he 

is a claimant in the Crone Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent that 

he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Crone Demand. 

15. Defendant Eleanor Crone's state ofresidence is unlmown to Continental.

Continental alleges that Ms. Crone has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to 

personal jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Crone is named as a defendant in this action because she 

is a claimant in the Crone Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent that 

she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Crone Demand. 

16. Defendant Padma Bhosley is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Bhosley is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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17. Defendant Mary Geraci is a resident and citizen of IIJinois. Ms. Geraci is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

18. Defendant Eric Kelley is a resident and citizen of IIJinois. Mr. Kelley is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

19. Defendant Frank Iacovella is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Iacovella is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

20. Defendant John Gura is a resident and citizen ofIIJinois. Mr. Gura is named as a

defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

21. Defendant Sheila Gura is a resident and citizen ofIIJinois. Ms. Gura is named as

a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

22. Defendant Kirk Coleman is a resident and citizen of IIJinois. Mr. Coleman is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

Page - 278 -



claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

23. Defendant Michele Tomeo is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Tomeo is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

24. Defendant Srindhar Komandur is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Komandur

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

25. Defendant Claude Avvisati is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Avvisati is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

26. Defendant Jack Zander is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Zander is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

27. Defendant Linda Zander is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Zander is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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28. Defendant Christine Bondie is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Bondie is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

29. Defendant Carole Olson is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Olson is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

30. Defendant Walter Olson is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Olson is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

31. Defendant Wesley Randall is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Randall is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

32. Defendant Karlen Udarbe is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Udarbe is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

33. Defendant Kris Hajek is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Kris Hajek is named as

a defendant in this action because s/he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 
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interest in the Certificate to the extent s/he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

34. Defendant Mary Reichel is a resident and citizen of Arizona. Continental alleges

that Ms. Reichel has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Reichel is named as a defendant in this action because she is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she 

is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

35. Defendant Mary Jo Cernok is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Cernok is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

36. Defendant Patricia Lewis is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Lewis is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

37. Defendant Ron Krusinowski is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Krusinowski

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

38. Defendant Joanne Biga is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Biga is named as

a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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39. Defendant Richard Deitz is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Deitz is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

40. Defendant Susan Rott is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Rott is named as a

defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

41. Defendant Michael Rott is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Rott is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

42. Defendant Larry Lober is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Lober is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

43. Defendant Robert Rheinheimer is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Robert

Rheinheimer is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

44. Defendant Susan Rheinheimer is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms.

Rheinheimer is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann 
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Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

45. Defendant Ted Hokinson is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Hokinson is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

46. Defendant Jacqueline Hokinson is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Hokinson

is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

47. Defendant Jeff Rutter is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Rutter is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

48. Defendant Carole Wolfis a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Wolf is named as

a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

49. Defendant Maria Gatlin is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Gatlin is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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50. Defendant Richard Rutkowski is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Rutkowski

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

51. Defendant Phyllis Rutkowski is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Rutkowski

is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

52. Defendant Donna Baudry is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Baudry is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltrnann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

53. Defendant Janice Cierniak is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Cierniak is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

54. Defendant Joanne DeTrana is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. DeTrana is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltrnann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

55. Defendant Judith Dugan is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Dugan is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 
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an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

56. Defendant Marie Udarbe is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Udarbe is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

57. Defendant Roy Marcus is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Marcus is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

58. Defendant Ann Calabrese is a resident and citizen of Florida. Continental alleges

that Ms. Calabrese has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Calabrese is named as a defendant in this action because she is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she 

is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

59. Defendant Richard Giacalone is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Giacalone

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

60. Defendant Richard Deitche is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Deitche is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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61. Defendant Robert Litz is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Litz is named as a

defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in com1ection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

62. Defendant Maureen McLaughlin is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms.

McLaughlin is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

63. Defendant Carol Cramer is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Cramer is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

64. Defendant Mark Liszeo is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Liszeo is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

65. Defendant Virginia Petersen is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Petersen is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim. an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

66. Defendant David Hoyne is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Hoyne is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 
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interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

67. Defendant Matthew McGuire is a resident and citizen of New Hampshire.

Continental alleges that Mr. McGuire has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject 

to personal jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. McGuire is named as a defendant in this action 

because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to 

the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

68. Defendant David Dwyer is a resident and citizen of Florida. Continental alleges

that Mr. Dwyer has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Dwyer is named as a defendant in this action because he is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is 

awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

69. Defendant Jeffrey Schroen is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Schroen is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

70. Defendant Linda Gulotta is a resident and citizen of Wisconsin. Continental

alleges that Ms. Gulotta has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Gulotta is named as a defendant in this action because she is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she 

is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

71. Defendant Robert Ogle is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Ogle is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 
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interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

72. Defendant Joan Werner is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Werner is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

73. Defendant Barbara Andler is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Andler is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

74. Defendant Kathryn Andler is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Andler is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

75. Defendant Spencer Gerke is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Gerke is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

76. Defendant Salvacion Valerio is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Valerio is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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77. Defendant Robert Rieser is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Rieser is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmarm Demand. 

78. Defendant Dawn Trecartin is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Trecartin is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmarm Demand. 

79. Defendant Angela Rice is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Rice is named as

a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

80. Defendant Janis Havranek is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Havranek is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

81. Defendant Bernadette Cook is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Cook is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmarm Demand. 

82. Defendant Louisa Jennrich is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Jennrich is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

83. Defendant Susan Broucek is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Broucek is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

84. Defendant Roman Plichta is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Plichta is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

85. Defendant Joseph Kirby is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Kirby is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

86. Defendant Therese Stancik is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Stancik is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

87. Defendant Gerald Gross is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Gross is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Ce1tificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 
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88. Defendant Leonard Weber is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Weber is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

89. Defendant Edward Smith is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Smith is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

90. Defendant Natalie Smith is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Smith is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

91. Defendant Scott Metcalfe is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Metcalfe is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

92. Defendant John Lammie is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Lammie is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

93. Defendant Karl Lechowicz is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Lechowicz is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

94. Defendant Cynthia Lechowicz is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Lechowicz

is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

95. Defendant Noel Morgridge is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Morgridge is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

96. Defendant Linda Morgridge is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Morgridge is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

97. Defendant Nancy Paulos is a resident and citizen of Kentucky. Continental

alleges that Ms. Paulos has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Paulos is named as a defendant in this action because she is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she 

is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

98. Defendant Rita O'Connor is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. O'Connor is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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99. Defendant Ruth Fitzpatrick is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Fitzpatrick is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

I 00. Defendant Russell Rasner is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Rasner is 

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

IO I. Defendant Kun Rasner is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Rasner is named 

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

I 02. Defendant Dean Vance is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Vance is named 

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

103. Defendant Kathleen Biga is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Biga is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

104. Defendant Carl Wigginton is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Wigginton is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

105. Defendant Steve Duray is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Duray is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

106. Defendant Umesh Sharma is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Sharma is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

107. Defendant Chris Ann Komosa is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Komosa is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

108. Defendant Richard Milmont is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Milmont is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

109. Defendant Janice Marek is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Marek is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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110. Defendant Carol Vittorini is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Vittorini is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

111. Defendant Emma Udarbe is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Udarbe is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

112. Defendant Kannachan Parampil is a resident and citizen of Florida. Continental

alleges that Mr. Parampil has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Parampil is named as a defendant in this action because he is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is 

awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

113. Defendant Donna LaSota is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. LaSota is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

114. Defendant Edwin Mantel is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Mantel is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

115. Defendant Gary Stephens is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Stephens is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

116. Defendant Denise Price is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Price is named as

a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

117. Defendant William Price is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Price is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

118. Defendant Warren Copier is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Copier is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

119. Defendant Deborah Cryer is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Cryer is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

120. Defendant Robert Sajdak is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Sajdak is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 
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121. Defendant Walter Neuhengen is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Neuhengen

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

122. Defendant Mikhail Sorokin is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Sorokin is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

123. Defendant Veronika Nefedova is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Nefedova

is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

124. Defendant Denise Papendik is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Papendik is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

125. Defendant Charles Papendik is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Papendik is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

126. Defendant Lorna Lydick is a resident and citizen of Indiana. Continental alleges

that Ms. Lydick has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Lydick is named as a defendant in this action because she is a 
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claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she 

is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

127. Defendant Marilyn Brock is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Brock is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmarm Demand. 

128. Defendant James Brock is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Brock is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

129. Defendant Robert Poss is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Poss is named as a

defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

130. Defendant Patricia Davis is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Davis is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

131. Defendant Gary Davis is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Davis is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmarm Demand. 
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132. Defendant Antoinette Tomczak is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Tomczak

is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

133. Defendant Karen A. Clark is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Clark is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

134. Defendant Charlotte Hunter Brown is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms.

Brown is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand 

and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement 

in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

13 5. Defendant Debra Rickert is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Rickert is 

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

136. Defendant Bernard Ferreri is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Ferreri is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

137. Defendant Mary Ferreri is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Ferreri is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 
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an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

138. Defendant Nicholas Ferreri is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Ferreri is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

139. Defendant Donald Berg is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Berg is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

140. Defendant Agnes Berg is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Berg is named as

a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

141. Defendant Patricia Elliott is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Elliott is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

142. Defendant Gloria Holland is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Holland is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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143. Defendant Rita Cox is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Cox is named as a

defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

144. Defendant Thomas Strukl is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Strukl is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

145. Defendant Barbara Cardelli is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Cardelli is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

146. Defendant Laura Plasketes is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Plasketes is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

147. Defendant Dawn Zulas is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Zulas is named as

a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

148. Defendant Rosely Alexander is a resident and citizen of Florida. Continental

alleges that Ms. Alexander has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to 

personal jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Alexander is named as a defendant in this action 
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because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate 

to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

149. Defendant Eileen Minow is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Minow is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

150. Defendant Vladimir Tsimberg is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Tsimberg

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

151. Defendant Joseph Santella is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Santella is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

152. Defendant James Santella is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Santella is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

153. Defendant Janet Murrell is a resident and citizen of Florida. Continental alleges

that Ms. Murrell has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Murrell is named as a defendant in this action because she is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she 

is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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154. Defendant Robert Meyers is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Meyers is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

155. Defendant Patrick Johnston is a resident and citizen oflndiana. Continental

alleges that Mr. Johnston has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Johnston is named as a defendant in this action because he is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is 

awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

156. Defendant Elaine Kosiek is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Kosiek is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

157. Defendant Patricia Genardo is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Gernardo is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

158. Defendant Nancy Genardo is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Gernardo is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

159. Defendant Peter Liska is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Liska is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 
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interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

160. Defendant Mark Riordan Saunders is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr.

Saunders is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

161. Defendant Pasquale Perrone is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Perrone is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

162. Defendant Ralph Infusino is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Infusino is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stohmann Demand. 

163. Defendant Rosemary Arnold is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Arnold is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

164. Defendant William Arnold is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Arnold is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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165. Defendant Zachary Zarr is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Zarr is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

166. Defendant Lora Saunders is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Saunders is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

167. Defendant William Hoium is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Hoium is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

168. Defendant Christopher Schiller is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Schiller is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

169. Defendant David Briggs is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Briggs is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

170. Defendant John Horvath is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Horvath is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

Page - 305 -



claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

171. Defendant Dean Bonavolante is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr.

Bonavolante is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

172. Defendant Catherine Wiesner is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Wiesner is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

173. Defendant Diane Zwicker is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Zwicker is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

17 4. Defendant Gerhard Becker is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Becker is 

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

175. Defendant Richard Pondel is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Pondel is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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176. Defendant Denise Pondel is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Pondel is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

177. Defendant Stephen Loy is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Loy is named as a

defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

178. Defendant Dorothy Loy is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Loy is named as

a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

179. Defendant John Rittenhouse is a resident and citizen of South Carolina.

Continental alleges that Mr. Rittenhouse has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be 

subject to personal jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Rittenhouse is named as a defendant in this 

action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the 

Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann 

Demand. 

180. Defendant Steven Ziolkowski is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Ziolkowski

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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181. Defendant Catherine Morask is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Morask is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

182. Defendant Kevin Venechuk is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Venechuk is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

183. Defendant Phiroz Darukhanavala is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr.

Darukhanavala is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

184. Defendant Nilufer Darukhanavala is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms.

Darukhanavala is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

185. Defendant Christopher Shealy is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Shealy is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

186. Defendant Thomas Harrison is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Harrison is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

187. Defendant Benjamin Roudebush is a resident and citizen of California.

Continental alleges that Mr. Roudebush has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be 

subject to personal jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Roudebush is named as a defendant in this 

action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the 

Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann 

Demand. 

188. Defendant Minoo Sumariwalla's state ofresidence is unknown to Continental.

Continental alleges that Ms. Sumariwalla has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be 

subject to personal jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Sumariwalla is named as a defendant in this 

action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the 

Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the 

Stoltmann Demand. 

189. Defendant Amy Sumariwalla's state of residence is unknown to Continental.

Continental alleges that Ms. Sumariwalla has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be 

subject to personal jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Sumariwalla is named as a defendant in this 

action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the 

Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the 

Stoltmann Demand. 

190. Defendant Vito Letteri is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Letteri is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 
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interest in the Ce1tificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

191. Defendant Ted Seredynski is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Seredynski is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

192. Defendant Kenneth Gerth is a resident and citizen of South Carolina. Continental

alleges that Mr. Gerth has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Gerth is named as a defendant in this action because he is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is 

awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

193. Defendant Anne Gerth is a resident and citizen of South Carolina. Continental

alleges that Ms. Gerth has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Gerth is named as a defendant in this action because she is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she 

is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

194. Defendant Diane Collins is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Collins is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

195. Defendant Glenn Messmer is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Messmer is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

conoection with the Stoltmano Demand. 

196. Defendant J oAnne Messmer is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Messmer is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmano Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

conoection with the Stoltmano Demand. 

197. Defendant Joseph Amstadt is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Amstadt is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmano Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

conoection with the Stoltmano Demand. 

198. Defendant DonoaJean Amstadt is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Amstadt

is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmano Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

conoection with the Stoltmano Demand. 

199. Defendant Bonoie Greet is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Greet is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmano Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in conoection 

with the Stoltmano Demand. 

200. Defendant Robert Horvath is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Horvath is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmano Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

conoection with the Stoltmano Demand. 
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201. Defendant Ryan Golden is a resident and citizen of California. Continental

alleges that Mr. Golden has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Golden is named as a defendant in this action because he is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is 

awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

202. Defendant Lillian Powers is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Powers is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

203. Defendant Nancy Golden is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Golden is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

204. Defendant Samuel Thomas is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Thomas is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Den1and and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

205. Defendant Ann Thomas is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Thomas is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

206. Defendant Lee Williams is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Williams is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

207. Defendant Scott Lyon is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Lyon is named as a

defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

208. Defendant John Damas is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Damas is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

209. Defendant Katherine Brody is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Brody is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

210. Defendant Yeat Yang Nachowicz is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr.

Nachowicz is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

211. Defendant J ayant Patel is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Patel is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 
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212. Defendant Kalpana Patel is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Patel is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

213. Defendant Steven Johnson is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Johnson is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

214. Defendant Kenneth Ziobro is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Ziobro is 

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

215. Defendant Ramesh Patel is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Patel is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

tl1e Stoltmann Demand. 

216. Defendant Kumud Patel is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Patel is named as 

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

217. Defendant Gary Karas is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Karas is named as

a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 
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interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

218. Defendant John Bochantine is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Bochantine is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

219. Defendant Michael Mc Hale is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. McHale is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

220. Defendant Gregory Johnson is a resident and citizen of Wisconsin. Continental

alleges that Mr. Johnson has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Mr. Johnson is named as a defendant in this action because he is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is 

awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

221. Defendant Denise Re bot is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Re bot is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

222. Defendant Diane Baschetti is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Baschetti is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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223. Defendant Kenneth Griese is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Griese

Messmer is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

224. Defendant Jasper Tavolacci is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Tavolacci is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

225. Defendant Daniel Vaclav is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Vaclav is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

226. Defendant Pamela Vaclav is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Vaclav is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

227. Defendant Michael Keyes is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Keyes is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

228. Defendant Robert Carlson is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Carlson is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

229. Defendant Kathleen Carlson is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Carlson is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

230. Defendant Claudia Pryor is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Pryor is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

231. Defendant Bert Garnsey is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Garnsey is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

232. Defendant Cynthia Garnsey is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Garnsey is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

233. Defendant Linda Gabriel is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Gabriel is 

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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234. Defendant James Spachman is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Spachman is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmarm Demand. 

235. Defendant Joyce Spachman is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Spachman is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmarm Demand. 

236. Defendant Walter !<rope is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Krope is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

237. Defendant Kim Fosse is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Fosse is named as a

defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

238. Defendant Kenneth Machala is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Machala is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmarm Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

239. Defendant Denise D' Andrea is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. D' Andrea is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 
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claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

240. Defendant John Nowak is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Nowak is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

241. Defendant Laura DeNovo is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. DeNovo is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

242. Defendant Ernesto Torres is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Torres is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

243. Defendant Larry Przebieda is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Przebieda is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

244. Defendant Barbara Bishop is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Bishop is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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245. Defendant Orley Betcher is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Betcher is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

246. Defendant Richard Martinaitis is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Martinaitis

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

247. Defendant Marsha Martinaitis is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Martinaitis

is named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 

may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

248. Defendant Joseph Tidaback is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Tidaback is

named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

249. Defendant Rori Tidaback is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Tidaback is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

250. Defendant Emil Koschnitzki is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Koschnitzki

is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and 
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may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

251. Defendant Robert Webb is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Webb is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

252. Defendant Anna Lietzow is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Lietzow is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltrnann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

253. Defendant James Moellendorfis a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr.

Moellendorf is named as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltrnann 

Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or 

settlement in connection with the Stoltrnann Demand. 

254. Defendant Christine N aybar is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. N aybar is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltrnann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

255. Defendant Bonnie Fisher is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Fisher is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltrnann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 
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256. Defendant Philip Glavan is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Glavan is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

257. Defendant Denise Hoger is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Hoger is named

as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim 

an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

258. Defendant Diane Sutor is a resident and citizen oflndiana. Continental alleges

that Ms. Sutor has sufficient contact with the State of Illinois to be subject to personal 

jurisdiction in this matter. Ms. Sutor is named as a defendant in this action because she is a 

claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she 

is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

259. Defendant Bernard Egan is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Egan is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

260. Defendant Patricia O'Ryan is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. O'Ryan is

named as a defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may 

claim an interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in 

connection with the Stoltmann Demand. 

261. Defendant Douglas Dahl is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Mr. Dahl is named

as a defendant in this action because he is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 
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interest in the Certificate to the extent he is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection with 

the Stoltmann Demand. 

262. Defendant Lori Dahl is a resident and citizen of Illinois. Ms. Dahl is named as a

defendant in this action because she is a claimant in the Stoltmann Demand and may claim an 

interest in the Certificate to the extent she is awarded a judgment or settlement in connection 

with the Stoltmann Demand. 

JURISDICTION AND VENUE 

263. Pursuant to 735 I.L.C.S. § 5/2-701, an actual controversy exists because the

dispute between the parties is a concrete dispute that admits of an immediate and definitive 

determination of the parties' rights. 

264. Continental has a tangible, legal interest in the controversy.

265. Venue is proper in this Court pursuant to 735 I.L.C.S. § 5/2-101 because

numerous defendants joined in good faith reside in Cook County, Illinois. 

A. 

FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

The Procurement of the Certificate 

266. Before procuring the Certificate at issue in this matter, Goldstone previously

participated in the Master Policy through a prior Certificate of Insurance issued to it for the 

Certificate Period December I, 2016 to December 1, 2017. Goldstone experienced a lapse in 

coverage beginning on December I, 2017. 

267. In August 2018, Goldstone sought to procure a Certificate with a retroactive

Certificate Period beginning on December I, 2017, the date on which the prior Certificate had 

expired. 
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268. Ultimately, in reliance on the accuracy of the representations made by the

Insnreds in the application materials, the Certificate was issued to Goldstone with a Certificate

Period retroactively incepting on June I, 2018. 

269. In order to procure the Certificate, through which the Insureds participate in the

Master Policy, on August 6, 2018, Michael Pellegrino signed and submitted on behalf of 

Goldstone an E&O Claims Free Form (the "Claims Free Form"). Also on August 6, 2018, 

Goldstone electronically submitted an MGA Customer Application (the "Application"). A true 

and correct copy of the Claims Free Form is attached as Exhibit 3. A redacted copy of the 

Application is attached as Exhibit 4. Continental has redacted the Application to avoid 

disclosing publicly portions of the Application that Goldstone may consider to be confidential, 

but Continental has no objection to Goldstone submitting the entire, unredacted Application for 

the Court's consideration. 

270. Through the Claims Free Form, which was submitted on August 6, 2018,

Goldstone requested to participate in the Master Policy retroactively, effective June 2018. Ex. 3, 

Claims Free Form, at p. I. 

271. On the Claims Free Form, Goldstone represented that it "is not aware of any suits,

threatened suits, claims, demands or of any wrongful acts which may reasonably be expected to 

result in a claim being made against an insured." Id., at 2. 

272. The Claims Free Form, which identified Goldstone as the Certificate Holder,

provided: "The Certificate Holder understands that this letter will be relied upon in making 

underwriting decisions. The Certificate Holder also warrants and represents that the statements 

made above are true and that the Certificate Holder has not omitted or misrepresented any 

information." Id. 
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273. The Application defined "Applicant'' to mean the "Individual or Firm applying

for coverage, its directors, officers, partners, members, employees, independent contractors and 

any other person for whom coverage is requested." Ex. 4, Application, at p. 2. 

274. In one of its threshold Eligibility Questions, the Application asked Applicant to

aclmowledge that, in order to qualify for insurance coverage under the program, it must 

truthfully answer "no" to all of the Application's questions posed in the Claims, Complaints and 

Disciplinary Actions section. Applicant acknowledged that, if it answered "yes" to any such 

questions, it "will not qualify for coverage under this program without additional underwriting 

review and approval." Id. 

275. The Application also provided: "If Applicant fails to truthfully answer any of the

below questions, Applicant will not be insured under the program, and any Certificate of 

Insurance issued as a result of any such inaccuracy will be void from inception." Id. 

276. The Application then asked:

After review of Applicant's records, does Applicant have any knowledge
or information of any fact, situation, allegation or incident which may
result in a complaint, claim, suit or arbitration against Applicant?

Id. Applicant answered "No" to this question. See id. 

The Application Exclusion 

277. The Acknowledgement section of the Application included the following

statement and exclusion: 

I have no knowledge, as of the date of this enrollment application, of any 
wrongful act or any fact, circumstance, or situation which I have reason to 
suppose might result in a claim being made against me. I understand, and 
agree, that if I am aware of any wrongful act, or any fact, circumstance, or 
situation which I have any reason to suppose might result in a claim being 
made against me, such claim will not be covered under this policy. 

See id., at p. 5 (the "Application Exclusion"). Applicant answered with an affirmative "yes." 
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B. The Certificate

278. In reliance upon Goldstone's submission of the Claims Free Form and

Application, and subject to the foregoing admonitions and representations as to the accuracy of 

the matters set forth therein, the claims-made and reported Certificate was issued to Goldstone. 

As specifically requested by Goldstone, the Certificate was issued with a retroactive Certificate 

Period of June 1, 2018 to June 1, 2019. See Ex. 2, Certificate. 

279. The Certificate provides, in two places: "No coverage exists if the representations

made on the Named lnsured's Application for Insurance are discovered to be false." Id. 

280. The Certificate also provides: "Coverage is provided based on representations

made on the Named Insured 's Application for Insurance .... Failure to provide true and accurate 

responses to any of the questions on the Application for Insurance will result in the immediate 

voiding of the insurance coverage issued and/or the denial of claims asserted against the Named 

Insured." Id. 

281. The Certificate has a $2,000,000 per Claim limit ofliability and a $2,000,000

aggregate limit of liability, subject to a per Claim deductible of $5,000. See id. 

282. The Certificate provides that covered Claims are paid in accordance with the

terms of the Master Policy. See id. 

C. The Master Policy

283. Continental issued the Master Policy to Members of the NAP A Risk Purchasing

Group, Inc. on a claims-made and reported basis. Ex. I, Master Policy, Declarations, Item 1.(a). 

284. The Master Policy provides a $10,000,000 Policy Year aggregate limit of

liability. See id., Endorsement No. 1. 

The Prior Acts Condition 

285. The Master Policy's Insuring Agreement provides, in relevant part:
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The Insurer shall pay on behalf of the Insureds, excess of the applicable 
Retention and within the Limits of Liability as stated in the applicable Certificate 
of Insurance, that Loss which the Insureds become legally obligated to pay 
resulting from a Claim for a Wrongful Act solely in the rendering or failing to 
render Professional Services provided that: 

1. the Wrongful Act giving rise to such Claim occurred on or after the Prior
Acts Date.

Id., Section I (the "Prior Acts Condition"). 

286. The Master Policy defines Prior Acts Date to mean:

the date the Named Insured became continuously insured without interruption 
under any claims made professional liability policy (subject to written proof of 
such coverage at the time the Named Insured gives written notice to the Insurer 
of a Claim under this Policy). The Named Insured and any natural person who 
is a former or current secretarial, clerical or administrative employee of such 
Named Insured shall share the same Prior Acts Date. 

Id., Section III. 

287. Named Insured means the Registered Investment Adviser named in the

Certificate of Insurance. See id.

288. Goldstone is the Named Insured, as the Master Policy defines that term. See Ex.

2, Certificate. 

289. The date by which Goldstone, the Named Insured, became continuously insured

without interruption under any claims made professional liability policy is June 1, 2018. 

290. Accordingly, June 1, 2018 is the Prior Acts Date, as the Master Policy defines

that term. 

The Bankruptcy Exclusion 

291. According to the Master Policy, Continental is not liable to pay any Loss in

connection with any Claim: 

based upon, directly or indirectly arising out of, or in any way involving the 
insolvency, receivership, conservatorship, liquidation, bankruptcy or inability to 
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pay of a natural person, entity, benefit plan, insurance company, managed health 
care organization, reinsurer, risk retention group or captive ( or any self insurance 
plan or trust by whatsoever name), or limited partnership in which the Insured 
has placed business or obtained insurance coverage, or placed or recommended 
placement of the funds of a Client. 

Ex. 1, Section XVI.I (the "Bankruptcy Exclusion"). 

292. The Master Policy defines Client to include "a natural person to whom, or entity

to which, Professional Services are rendered by an Insured." Id., Section III. 

The Class Action Exclusion 

293. The Master Policy provides that Continental is not liable to pay any Loss in

connection with any Claim "that is a Class Action Claim." Id., Section XVI.X (the "Class 

Action Exclusion"). 

294. The Master Policy defines Class Action Claim to mean "a Claim under which

one party, or a group of parties, sue as representatives of a larger class. Claims brought in 

federal court are governed by Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23." Id., Section III. 

C. Undisclosed Knowledge of Facts and Circumstances

295. Unbeknownst to Continental, Goldstone made material misrepresentations and

omissions during the application process for the Certificate. 

The 1 Global SEC investigation and Bankruptcy Filing 

296. On July 5, 2018, the United States Securities and Exchange Commission (the

"SEC") issued a letter by overnight mail to Michael Pellegrino of Goldstone, in connection with 

the SEC's ongoing investigation of 1 Global Capital LLC ("l Global"), in the matter identified 

as In the Matter of 1 Global Capital, LLC (FL-4148) (the "1 Global Investigation"). The SEC's 

July 5, 2018 letter to Mr. Pellegrino included a Subpoena, which required him to testify under 

oath before the SEC, on July 23, 2018, in connection with the 1 Global Investigation. 
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297. On July 27, 2018, I Global filed a Voluntary Petition for Non-Individuals Filing

for Bankruptcy under Chapter 11 of the Bankruptcy Code (the "Bankruptcy Petition"), in the 

bankruptcy proceeding styled In re: I Global Capital LLC, Case No. 18-19121 (Banlcr. S.D. 

Fla.) (the "I Global Bankruptcy''). 

298. According to the Bankruptcy Petition, 1 Global estimates that it has between

1,000 and 5,000 creditors. 

299. Also on July 27, 2018, 1 Global filed in the 1 Global Banlcruptcy a List of

Creditors Who Have the 20 Largest Unsecured Claims and Are Not Insiders (the "1 Global 

Largest Creditors List"). A copy of the I Global Largest Creditors List is attached as Exhibit 5. 

Included on the I Global Largest Creditors List, and identified as the third largest unsecured 

creditor of 1 Global, is the Russell Rasner and Kimberly Ann Rasner Joint Living Trust, with an 

unsecured claim valued at $1,065,240.08. See Ex. 5, I Global Largest Creditors List, at p.1. 

300. The SEC ultimately instituted a lawsuit against 1 Global (as well as Carl

Ruderman, its founder, chairman and CEO) on August 23, 2018, as a result of an alleged "four­

year-long unregistered securities offering fraud" conducted by 1 Global to the detriment of more 

than 3,400 investors. 

301. The SEC alleges that, from no later than February 2014 until July 27, 2018, I

Global fraudulently raised more than $287 million from more than 3,400 investors, using a 

network of barred brokers, registered and unregistered investment advisers and other sales agents 

to offer and sell unregistered securities to investors. 

D. The 1 Global Matters

302. Goldstone placed business, or placed or recolllffiended placement of the funds of

certain of its clients, with 1 Global. 
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303. Since the I Global Bankruptcy, more than two hundred ofGoldstone's clients

have asserted claims against the Insureds concerning the placement or recommended placement 

of their business or funds with I Global. 

The Laura Senese Demand 

304. By letter to Goldstone dated August 13, 2018 (the "Senese Demand"), Laura

Senese demanded "full restitution" of her $25,000 "investment in I st Global Capital loan 

portfolio," which Goldstone allegedly had recommended to her in April 2018. 

305. According to the Senese Demand, Goldstone advised Ms. Senese of the I Global

Bankruptcy by email on August 7, 2018 - one day after Goldstone had submitted the Claims 

Free Form and Application to Continental. 

The Stoltmann Demand 

306. By letter to Goldstone's representative dated September 17, 2018, Stoltmann Law

Offices, P.C. (the "Stoltmann Firm") represented that it had been retained by 112 clients of 

Goldstone, "in the aggregate amount of damages of approximately $11,000,000." The letter 

asked that Goldstone provide the Stoltmann Firm with a copy of any potentially applicable 

insurance policy(ies) "which may cover some or all of the claims my clients intend to make." 

307. In a later letter, addressed directly to Continental and dated October I, 2018 (the

"Stoltmann Demand"), the Stoltmann Firm demanded that Continental pay the entire $2 million 

limit of liability under the Certificate, in settlement of the claims of its purported 211 clients 

"with nearly identical claims against [Continental's] insureds, Goldstone ... and its principals 

Anthony Pellegrino and Michael Pellegrino," 

308. According to the Stoltmann Demand, the claims arise from "the negligent

facilitation and promotion ofloans approved by [the] insureds' broker dealer to I Global." 

Page - 330 -



309. The Stoltmann Demand attaches as an Exhibit a list of the Stoltmann Firm's

purported clients and the alleged amounts of their respective investments in I Global. The 

identified investment amounts total $22,581,479.27, with the vast majority of the identified 

investment dates pre-dating June I, 2018 (the Prior Acts Date). 

310. The Exhibit to the Stoltmann Demand includes Russell and Kim Rasner among

the clients that the Stoltmann Firm purports to represent. As indicated above, in the I Global 

Largest Creditors List filed in the 1 Global Bankruptcy, the Rasners are identified as I Global's 

third largest unsecured creditor, with an unsecured claim valued at over $1 million. 

The Class Action 

311. By letter to Goldstone dated August 24, 2018, a representative of Mark Harrah

asked to be provided with copies of Mr. Harrah's Customer Agreement with Goldstone, his 

account statements, and "all other documentation relating to his investment in 1 Global Capital 

LLC." According to the letter, Goldstone had promoted the investment in 1 Global during a 

seminar that Mr. Harrah had attended. 

312. On September 29, 2018, Mr. Harrah, on behalf of the Mark R. Harrah Roth IRA,

individually, "and on behalf of all other persons similarly situated," instituted the Class Action 

against Goldstone, Anthony Pellegrino and Michael Pellegrino, as well as a non-Insured

defendant. A copy of the Class Action Complaint, with exhibits, filed in the Class Action is 

attached as Exhibit 6. 2 

2 Continental has redacted Exhibit 7 of the Class Action Complaint to avoid disclosing publicly in this matter 
beneficiary information associated with the Mark R. Harrah Roth IRA. 
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313. According to the Class Action Complaint, the Class Action is a "class action"

brought "on behalf of the customers of Defendants who were sold securities in I Global." Ex. 6, 

Class Action Complaint, ,r I. See also id., ,r,r 34-43 (Class Action Allegations). 

Id. 'I[ 2. 

314. The Class Action Complaint complains:

I Global was a fraudulent scheme in which more than 3,400 retail investors 
invested more than $287 million. More than one third of the investors were 
investing retirement funds. The money was not used by I Global for its stated 
purpose. Millions of dollars were misappropriated by insiders. I Global has filed 
for bankruptcy and is being sued for fraud by the U.S. Securities and Exchange 
Commission (SEC). 

315. According to the Class Action Complaint, the Class Action defendants "raised

millions of dollars from hundreds of investors who purchased the umegistered securities of 1 

Global. Defendants aggressively marketed and promoted 1 Global securities in a variety of 

venues to many people. Hundreds of their customers ended up purchasing the securities." Id. 

,r 3.

316. The Class Action Complaint asserts causes of action for violation of the Illinois

Securities Act and Sections 5(a), 5(c) and 15 of the Securities Act of 1933. 

317. The Class Action Complaint seeks relief in the form of rescission and the full

return of all consideration paid for I Global securities, plus interest; compensatory damages to 

persons who no longer own the securities; fees; and costs. See id., Prayer for Relief. 
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The Crone Demand 

318. By letter to Goldstone dated September 7, 2018 (the "Crone Demand"), Stephen

and Eleanor Crone demanded the return of their $101,000 investment in I Global "that was 

recommended by Goldstone Financial Group." 

319. According to the Crone Demand, the Crones "are investors that were directed to

I st Global Capital based upon the recommendation of Goldstone Financial Group." 

320. The Crone Demand states: "In the wake of the bankruptcy filing by I st Global, we

have been contacted by multiple attorneys advertising representation for the purposes of 

recovering losses from both the bankrupt company and the financial advisors that recommended 

the investment." 

321. The Crone Demand also states: "Prior to the filing of the bankruptcy, !st Global

Capital was under investigation by the SEC related to alleged possible security laws violations as 

well as investigations by the U.S. Attorney's office in southern Florida." 

E. Notice of the 1 Global Matters

322. On September 6, 2018, Goldstone provided Continental with its first notice of the

Subpoena that the SEC had issued to it on July 5, 2018 - more than one month before Goldstone 

had submitted the Claims Free Form and Application to Continental. 

323. Also on September 6, 2018, Goldstone provided Continental with notice of the

Senese Demand and Mr. Harrah's August 24, 2018 letter. 

324. The September 6, 2018 notice also indicated that, on August 17, 2018, the

Stoltmann Finn had advised Goldstone that it represented a client who had made a $100,000 

investment in I Global on the advice of Goldstone, and the Stoltmann Finn was in the process of 

communicating with other potential claimants as well. 
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