My name is Jeryl Gray. My Connecticut Residence is 29 Shoreline Drive, PO Box 695 Stratford CT the location where | was visiting,
living, cohabitating with my mother Dolores Gray, an on-goingly assessed and Medically Diagnosed “Mentally Capable and
Competent” visiting Florida- voting, Florida ~driving, Florida home- owning Resident/Domiciliary who was violently abducted,
“granny -snatched “ from my company by her physically violent , historically predatory son, a2 son whom she had completely
disowned and disinherited , whom she considered to be a “monster” who she never wanted to see again and against whom she had
obtained an attorney- created Protective Order.

My Mom was violently abducted by Jay Gray of Milford CT and taken by him into unwilling captivity in his Milford house on October
31, 2010 and has been so imprisoned there against her will, and per the predatory and irredeemably corrupt
guardianship/conservatorship industry of Connecticut, the guardianship/conservatorship racket of Connecticut, this woman has
been permanently so imprisoned by the corrupt and predatory Probate/Family Judges who unlawfully, fllegally, without due
process, without representation or participation, have in secret ex parte actions that were engaged and participated in by all the
predators but which excluded Mom and me, sentenced my Mom to permanent imprisonment in the Milford house of her
abductor Jay Gray under the ownership of themselves and their crony’s, that being a permanent, illegally installed Guardian ad
Litem, and a permanently installed involuntary conservator of estate, und a permanently installed involuntary conservator of

person, and a permanently installed involuntary attorney who was forced upon my mother against her will or consent as instalied
when they illegally terminated the Connecticut attorney that she already had when she was abducted.

Each of these court-appointed owners of my mother glso has their own court-appointed attorneys to represent them in court
against my mother’s interests. Jay Gray and my mother’s predatory former attorneys from years ago, who are now, per probate
judges, in place as my mother’s opponents in representing Jay Gray against her, also are permanently in place via these probate
judges, to receive continued pay for themselves to operate against her as they had been for years in having secretly been colluding
with Jay Gray in robbing her of millions of dollars’ worth of assets in the years prior to the current Probate court theft and robbing of
her estate.

All of these predators are being paid to do this to her via the probate court seizure of my mother’s formerly $6 million dollar estate
that was completely and solely earned by the mother- daughter business that Mom and | created and built together in working 60-
80 hour weeks together since 1971. As seized by this predatory racket, seized by them in this stripping her of all civil rights and all
assets as they sentenced this fully mentally capable and competent visiting Florida home - owning domiciliary into their involuntary
conservatorship and guardianship, as they have involuntarily seized, liquidated and redistributed into their own pockets her assets
at the rate of $700,000.00 per year; this being the amount being robbed by them from her annually to pay themselves to do this
to her and can verified in one such Fiduciary Report that | am providing. They have created a permanent Order of Protection
against me, her loving daughter from ever seeing my imprisoned mother again, even as { am her legally designated POA, Health Care
Proxy, future chosen conservator in case of future incapacity, etc. As my mother is kept it total isolation and prevented all contact
with anyone outside of the imprisonment in the Milford house of her abductor Jay Gray, the order also includes any prevention from
any communication between Mom and me as she is court-prohibited from making any audio or written communication with me as |
am likewise prohibited from any communication at all with her. The probate prisoner Dolores Gray is prohibited by court order from
making any and all outside contact with me in any form. Mom is in such dark and desperate despair that she seeks suicide to
escape.

This is what the guardianship and conservatorship industry of Connecticut is all about; it is a vile predatory

racket of cronies who operate for one purpose only; to prey upon vulnerable targets so as to grab their

assets for themselves. Connecticut is currently ranked as the worst state in America in many categories; Connecticut is ranked

as the most corrupt state in America, Connecticut is ranked as having the worst fiscal budget performance of American states,
Connecticut has more residents fleeing for relocation into other states than any other American state, Connecticut is rankied dead
last as state to retire in per Connecticut’s rank as having the most corrupt and predatory probate/ guardianship racket of all fifty
states, a racket so corrupt and dirty that Yale Law Professor John Langbein testified to you folks here in the Connecticut Legislature
that the only recourse, the only solution to addressing this irredeemably malignant and irredeemably corrupt predatory racket is to
completely eliminate the corrupt predatory racket that js the Connecticut Probate and fold the operation and power these
predators own into the real court system,
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GOOD LAW - GONE BADI

The purpose of the law - known both as guardianship and _
conservatorship - )

is to "GUARD” and “CONSERVYE"”

. *To GUARD."Incompetent™ people agalnst
. hammning themselves or others;

* To CONSERVE thelr agsets and property
{by means of prudent Investment; and

**To PROTECT the faxpaying publio from .
that Individizal becoming a "gublic charge.”

BUT SOMETHING’S GONE TERRIBLY WRONGEF .

o

Ovar the years, a growing uncardng and unjust judiclat system has helped
convert guardlanship/consarvatorshlp . from an _appropriate .law to one
which, if misused, I3 damaging to tha general publlo. At present, i operates
to ensnafe the most vulnerable pecple In & larger and larger trawling net,
. Now Including -thosa mérely physically "incapacilated®| It has ‘bacome a

m ﬂ /’U E >/ o féedlg% trough for unsihical lawyers énd other *iduclaries* appolnted by the
e . co

: urlS to protect, but many of whom _becoh)e nothing more than pradators.
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Wards; Instead _ﬁf balﬁg_ prolacted by the system, are violimized by it.

glven total.and absolute contro} of life, liberty, and property of
yards 518 1obe alt dghls involving saif-datarminatian, -

Including:

* tha right to contract, Including the right o choose a lawyer; _
* tha right to control their assefs and make fnanclal declslons; Lt
* the right to remaln In thelr own homa and protect it from sale; DA L1
* ihe right to protact and enjoy thelf peido ‘?%erlz‘ Rauiz 10
’ lhe.d‘?ht to choose where {o live; Qd& ’hg e
* the rlght te acgept or refuse medieaf trealment, Including psychotrople
drugs; | GWQQGTO WMea - . ) N .
. the ight to deelda Thelr 3acial environments and contacts, DuAvis ] i
]+ the right to assure mmgg%meﬁkgnaxes and lfabilitles; HdHE 7
 thedghtlovote; P& JO P42 . T T
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'CITIZENS OF STATE OF CONNECTICUT
. |
 CITIZENS OF OTHER STATES VISITING N CONNECTICUT

. Dm Youggouf
‘YOU ARE COMPLETELY VULNERABLE TOA PREDATORY & CORRUPT INDUSTRY - THE PROBATE INDUSIRY

STRIPPING YOU OF ALL;OF YOURCIVIL RIGHTS AND ALL OF YOUR ASSETS WHILE YOU AREPHYSICALLY
LOCATED IN THESTATE OF CONNECI‘ICUR : ;

i
COLL USIVELYi-” REG

CONNECHICUT PROBATE IUDGES AREMEMBERS OF A COMPLETELY JUDIQ& QjEEP_EHQENE, COIviPLEI‘ELY
'REGULA'HNG AND COMPLETELY SELF-(X)NTAEIED BRANCHIN CONNECI'ICUT LAW YE'I‘I-IOI.D TOTAL

M FOR ALL OF 'I'HEIR R ACTIONS?

- 'IHESECONNECHCUI' PROBA’IEJUDGES CAN- @MUIARLYDO— S'I'RII}TARGE’I‘ED PERSONS OF 4LL OF THEIR
: THEIR ESTATES BY THER DECLARING OF ANY PERSON

’I‘HAT 'f[—IEY AND 'IHETR"INI‘ERES‘I’ED PARTIES" HAVE SELECI‘EDTI‘ ARGETED TO BE “MENTALLY INCOMPET,
PER THEIR OWN DISCRETION; . BY DECREEING ANY'SUCH TARGETED PERSON AS BEING PHYSICAELY SITUATED IN :
. CONNECI‘ICUI' TG BE INVOLUNTARILY DECLARED AS REKIDLNG]N CONNECTICUT AND THEREFORE SUBJECT TO
_THE PROBATE JUDGE’S DECLARATION OF “MENTAL INCOMPETENCE” AND' THUS SUBJECT TQ SUBSEQUENT-
I'NVOLUNTARY STRIPPING OF ALL FREEDOM, ALL CIVIL RIGHTS AND ALL ASSETS BY THIS PROBATE JUDGE PER
- CGNNECTICI'UI‘ PROBATE AW, A LEG‘AL PREEHSING ES'I‘A'I‘E PLAN IWILL CANBE O “WLEIEI’.X OVER- RH)DEN‘?

FIFTYSTATES? -

oomcncrrr PROBA’DEIUDGES wmcommﬁmsmcm OF REQUIRED DUE PRSPERFEDERAL

. CONSTITUTIONAL LAW, CAN'T REPERMAIEN’ILYAND IRREVERS—IBLY TAKE AWAYAILCIVH.RIGHISAND

AI.LFREEDOMAM)AILASSEI‘SFRQMA MEDIC, D _ Y
PABLE AND € ""MTARGETASBED AT'IHEPROBATE“OWNﬁISGRB‘ﬁON“AM)WH
AT FORTHESE ACTIONS “PER THEIR RULES IN. THEIR CONNECTICUT PROBATE

) W G RULEBOOK OF PROBA‘I’E LAWFOR eounst’ncur?

THE PROBATE IUDGE CANAND WILL THEN GRANT TOTAL POWER AND. QWNERSHEP OVER 'IHETARGEF VICTIM
AND TEHETARGEI‘ VICI‘IM’S ASSETS 'IBTHE JUDGE S GHOSEN APPOINTES AIL’I‘HEDESIGNA’}EB A’I‘I’ORNEYS

'emeﬁEm SIMULTANEOUS, | O A A e
. GUARDIANS, INVOIIM&RYOONSERYA‘I@ES eﬁmson ISIVOLUNTARY CONSERVATORS OFBSTAE (ASSEI‘S)?
mmmwﬁmmmmmmmmwmwmmms R I ATIORNE
WITH ALL OF THE PAYMENT FEES TO JHESE HANDLERS ALSO BE GTAKEKQiTEiﬁ;'“i—ﬁi{”' :

c 5 SO THAT THEY MAY FULLY PRESERVE THE SITUATION OF INVOLUNTARY CAPT
ANﬁ .1.4 B OFAS i ANB"H-IEVICI‘MCANNQTPOSSIBLYOWSSEORESCAPEANYOFWHATISBEHQGDO}IE?

THE CAPTIVE VICTIM IS THUS ROBBED OF ALL ASSETS SO AS TO PAY THESE PREDATORS FOR
THEIR “SERVICES” OF STRIPPING THE VICTIM OF ALL CONSTITUTION&L CIVHL, RIGHTS AND
FREEDOM AND FOR THEIR “SERVICES”.OF THEIR SEIZURE OF ALL THE VICTIM’S FINANCIAL
ASSETS SO ASTO TRANSFER THE ASSETS INTO THEIR OWN POCKETS




Gu’érdiahsﬁips,' Conservatorships and Abuse: The Probate Industry

otgs of her mother, whom she has been unable to see since last Christmas.
The two would

Norma Carpenter shiuffies through family ph r moth
Norma, nurse gnd school board mefriber, visited hier 82-year-old mothet regutarly ata. personal care home.
hug each other. .

walk hand In hand through the home, stpppi,ng to

Then, In October 2012, Norma was'.bénm_ad'fron‘_l visiting or calling he¥ mother, Mary Litle, who has dementia.
Her visits, she was fold, jeft her mother ‘sad and depressed.” ' .
In December, Norma discovered that her mother had been moved nea

riy 100 miles away ta a nursing home.

jons were made by a court-appointed quardian/conservator.

All of these decis
sed you and she needs us now more than ever,”

“1P’s terrible. [ mean, you can't see the. péfson who loved you and rat
Norma said. - N

In Norma's case, a probate judge appointed a nonprofit agency as guardian over Mary.' : .

‘f:’l;:_m 'ttl;tere. an agency casewarker had the power to decide where she fived, what she ate, what medical freatment she recelved, and _
10 she saw. ' 7 . _ - g

~You've got an eiderty, frall woman who's belfg tom between children, who has had he

2 ¢ life tumed upside down and thrown all about b
She doesn't know how to make this controversy end.” .- - : '

An industry with little scratiny

The National Center for State Courts estimated there were 1.5 million active -
guardianshipslconservatorspips in the U.S. in2011. o

7  PublicSource show the.difficuliles that guardlanshipsicons ervat
Forlhg past five year‘é,-Rité Denmark, a lifelong 'Pén_ns'y!vanian, has beend capu\ré ward of a Floridian guardian.

. In late’2007, two of Rita Denmark’s children filed for guardianship of their mothet in two different states — one I -

' E:nns_}gbizar%i% :;here Rita was a lifelong resident, another in Florida. The dispute came to a head while Rita was visiting
~ her'son in Florida. ) ; R - ‘ o

Attomeys engaged by the two children suggegteﬁ an indepen

So e"éases _reviewed.

dent gua}ﬁién serve for a short time.”
Now, Rifa has been an unwilling ward of a.guardian in Port Orange, !-;Ia., for more. t}ian five years; ’
Her daughter, Holly Peffer, has been trying to bring her g2-year-old mother back home. -

-The qﬁérdihn has billed nearly $94,000 from Riia’s esfate.

“| had no idea hi_)w dangerous guardian‘ship-_ is” Hdlly'said. _




m Kuziak, for several years. But through her
06. The sisters’ opinions on how to care for their

k said she was the primary caregiver for hier mother, Miria
fier being dccused of coercing her mother to

the probate court, Shelley’s sister became guardian in.20

Shelley said she repeatedly fought in court for visitation a ; :
Hted to visit her mother in the years leading up to her 20

Sheliey Kuzia
sngagement of
yother differed.
accept medical treatment. Shelley was not perm

was suffering. from deme, \tia, across country from her home in
tairied a fraudulent power of attomey to control her assets. Daughter Mary Claire

Connors, who had cared for her mother in California, {raveled east to feclaim her, but a probate judge appointed a
nonprofit agency as guardian. Mary Connors sald that, under guardignship, her mother's estate was depleted and she
She sald she spentat least $100,000 and went bankrupt trying to get r_1e'r .

Three people coercively brought Grace Connors; who-

California In 2001, One of them ob

was not allowed to visit without supervision.
mother badk. Grace died In 2006 at age 85.

f a human:being .... There is no escape.”

Guardianship, Mary sald, is “ownérship o

Elaihe Renoire, president of the Naﬂonal-Associaﬁon fo Stop Guardian Abuse, said the group

‘ daily abolt people who can afford homelfamily care being unwillingly
forced into other facllities and all of their assets seized and liquidated; wives being denied a
say-in the medical treatrnent of husbands, family photos and hejrlooms trashed or sold...

Renoire said the lax ov_e‘f"s_ith has allowed the unscrupulous to _
manipulate a good law - meant to protect the elderly and others from

‘abuse and neglect - into a profit In dustry. _
Too often, auardianship “promises to ‘protect’_them info indigence,” she said.

Most states don’t keep tabs on h'bw many residénts have guardiansico

county courts typically have an idea. ~ -
As of late 2010, a Federal Government Accountability Office report said, only 11 states required

professional guardians to be certified.
‘The victims need a voice; “A Jot of it is unethical. What would you want someane fo do on
behalf of you?” ' _ S - .

_Regai_-dless of any_dualiﬁed'h{edical Evaluation and Diagnosis 6f Mental Competency, itisa probate'.': .
judg that must be asked and who has full power to make the final declsion to defermine whether a
peison Is-able fo make sound decislons abo '

- can pverridg‘&lﬂed_ica%-Diagnosisotcompetency and chose.and appolnt.
have full control over a person and full.control over their assefs,
_c_ourt-selected;apppintees-:total and unrestricted access to the unwilling ward’s assets. :

Thus, an appointee can be a friend, family member of the person or of thie judge, ¢an be a professional

uardian/conservator assaclate of.the udge, can.and often is a fotal sfran the unwilling ward. - -

. (And full background checks are notrequired). PR e AR T T

slconservators can colfect.

“The probate judge decides what fees these court-forced guardian
it is only.the court who may choose’

guardians/conservators fo

"Only the probate court can review a guardianship at any fime and
to revise, remove or sanction the guardians/conservators.
- Norma Carpenter, 58, would have to ask the court to_review her complaint that her mother was unwillingly placed lhAa'fédlity and

then moved so far away that it is too costly herfovisit. - .- ot ¢ e
She belleves her mother Is being isolated and her assets depleted under an unnecessary guardianship,
tin this court-selected facity.

is first getting her mother moved to a doser facility.as the court keeps her mother i unwilfing intemmen

"I should be taking care of her after she taok care of me for 50 many yea
“We want to do what families are supposed to do.” .

re and was such a good grandmother.*‘ shosald.

08 death at age 77

nservators. However, individual .-~

ut finances, heaith and safety. Itis this probate judge who
thus epabllng this]udge an‘d these - O

she sald, But her main concem

-




- 1
Daniel Gross, an eighty-six-year-old resident of New York, went to a Connecticut hospital for treatment of leg
problems and ended up, as a result of a conservator’s appoihtment, & locked ward of a nursing home where he

unnecessarily remained for almost ten months. During that time, Gross charges that his assets were dissipated:

Connecticut Conservatorship

How Can This Happen? 77 |

Losing Control: Bringing Mazdellé Home

Maydelle Trambarulo's expected 30 to 60 stay in Connecticut lasted over three years:
New Haven Probate Judge Jack Keyes ordered her estate to pay for two lawyers to defeat her family’s

attempts to get her freedl!
Judith Desautell was forced into a nursing home, and her-house was sold to pay.for it. Her things were thrown

out, her cat was taken to the pound and only 10 garbage bags of her belongings were kept—a haphazard collection

of clothes (rno shoes, no coats), a dead plant and some material scraps: Losing Control

If you are elderly and you are driving through or visiting
relatives in Connecticut and become sick, Off1c1al Connecttcut

~vants to rip you and your heirs off: |
t is unsafe for Americans to live or even drive through Connecticut!

he as-yet unsuccessful push to substantially reform the state’s Probate Court system in the past has been
ropelled by studies showing parts of it to be inefficient, inequitable and, in some cases, unprofessional‘

robate woes becoming expensive, too ' _

ose Quattro: A phalanx of court-appointed lawyers — acting on hef behalf and on her dime — is fighting 88 year

d Rose’'Quattro and desire to live her_remaining days with her son. "Criminals receive better treatment than

Jattro”;

rameful Abuse.Of Probate _
rgot Claus: Alarmed German authorities are asking for an investigation into how Margot Claus, a German

ven woman, Linda Eger conservator of Claus sizable estate: -




Probate Abuses Yet Again

Death and taxes are said to be the two things in life that are inevitable but in Connecticut you can add going
- through the probate court system as well, Thesystem is running out of money-and if someone in your family dies

in the near future, you will probably pay more because of it:

Calls to revamp probate system in state: ,
“When citizens of our state ask me about Connecticut probate, give this simple advice: - .

Try not to die in Connecticut” '

The Scandal of Connecticut's Probate Courts |

According to an article about Daniel Gross who was placed in a Connecticut cdnservatorship even though he had

no {egal connection to Connecticut, Yale Law School Professor John Langbein had this to say:

_The propate system rewards the judges’ pals.”
‘These courts are venal and disgraceful.”

These aren’t real judges.”
These-people have o training or background in the procediires and evidence appropriate to

rentilating issues of liberty.”

I




Fishy Smell in Connecticut {1 Jydge James Lawlor, the probate court Sdnﬁnist;ator, gets the boot

“National Association to Stop Guardian Abuse A
. Connecticut

A public benefit civil rights organization founded by victims and for victims _

Fishy Smell in Connecticut - - -

CONNECTICUT PROBATE JUDGES '

Judge James Lawlor, the probate court administrator, gets the boot — .or rather; “made a decision to
retire,”” according to-Chief Court Admindstrator Barbara M- Quinn, What fnessage does that send to our
117 different probate courts that have been excoriated for trampling the civil rights of the-old, frail and -

'Lawlor has been the man pushing for change from inside, dragging. renegade probate court judges .
'kicking and screaming into the modern age; leading the charge to force them to conduet proceedinigs on |
the record, to stop them from rewarding cronies, to open for business at convenient hours and to rejri\i-nd_
Call involved that probate is a court, not a feeding trotigh for lawyers. - S

John Langbein, Sterling Professor of Law and Legal History at Yale Law School: RS

“His ouster shows the arvogance of the probute judges” = .. '. e
“They don’t wWanf reform, they want to keep their cushy little empires, and they will fight off even modest reforms”
“The legislature has to stand up to these guys if there istobereal reform”- . - I

- e

Full Article and Source: , ‘
Reformer’s Exit _ Smells Fishy (http://www.courant.com/news/local/columnists/hc-

rgreen0718.arg'u118,0,3695598.columnl

Rick Green’s column appears on Tuesdays and Fridays. He can be reached at rgreen@courant.com

(mailtoirgreen@courant. com)

See also: o _
Court _ Administrator Resignation (http://nasga—stogg;ardiahabuée.blogspotcom/2008/07/court—
administrator-resignation html) - ’

htip:// nasga.wordpress.com/2008/07/18/ shy-smeli-in-conpiecticut/



A-good explanation as to how elders are abused by petitions for guardianship- Boomers Against Elder Abuse

Boomers Agalnst Elder Abuse * 24,222 like this ' :
July 20 at 10:42am - : )

A good explanation as to how elders are abused by petitions for guardlanship. If deemed

Incapacitated by the court, an elder's constitutional rights to freedom, money, and independent legal
recourse can be stripped. Assets are then seized and spent by others for thelr own enrichment. It
happens every day! It could happen to you! http:/fwww.youtube.comywatch?v=elalB7mffOY ,




How A Fraudulent Guardianship/Conservatorship
CommencesAnd CQntiI"lUe:S"byAnge[av.Woodhuu,Ph-.o. |

.Qriginally published in PPJJ Gazetta
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Step One: Erﬁinéﬁidanger -—The Initial court E- At_ltton

Step Ywo; Tha.éxamining committeg
aas Ins

Ste req;: The east”

itep Fc;ur' The mysterious deaths

’redatg'guaggans; How courts are allowing g‘rofesslaual guardfans!conservator‘s to rob your assets-
The guardians need (o bé watched : i
An alarning! !

m cf
low it all beginyg
sheni

The legal contest commences - -
- Fanilly feud — or — an open invialion for fraud?
Differont namas, same slory ‘

Step One: Eminent danger —The initial court petition

The profassional guardian “for. conservator), with the assistance of her attorneys,

ommences the embezzlement process by filing . an emergency. petition in the probate courts to
ecome the "emergency” "temporary” guardian. ~ _.
Florida gtardlanship statutes (Chapter 744), like many states, require that there be an *sminent danger” in order for the patitioner
| becomea the "emergency lemporary guardian.” ) ’ : '
The guardian oftentimes fabricates the "eminent dangerby stating that there Is a nelghbor or relative or stranger

ho is taking advantage of the,elderly person. In some cases, this may be a somewhat frue statement, albeit an exaggerated claim. In
ost cases, upon further investigation, there has been no "eminent danger” whatsoever. ’

Step One takes away all of the victim's civil rights and-the'l_'.eft)re_ 7

itorneys full controf over the victim and his or her assets.

ives the quardian and her

e s ootas T oL The examining cOmmittes IR
Once the_professional guardian_has_taken confrol of the victim on a temporary basis the energency temporary
. Ofténtimas, the

1ardlanship order explrés Medical "professionals™ sfep In to “verify” the ailegation of meptal incapacity
{tim Is administered a cocklall of psychotrople drugs to enhance the claims that he or she Is incompetent. )

Ward* Elizdbeth: Faye Amold, forinstande; stated, *Froy pul me-on tugs that made-me-feet-vary-drunk: +couldn't evarn-remember - .-
¢ name. Now that they have all my money, they dont medicate me that way anymore.” Ona of the three medical professionals must
a psychiatrist and the vicim is generally always found to'be mentally incapacitated. The guardian usually has her own set of medical
»fessionals that she utilizes on a regular basls. For instance, one professlonal guardian is married to a medical doctor and therefore

s an entire fleet of medical profassional associates avaflable to her. .
Back in the courtroom, soon after the medical professionals file their reports, there is a capacity hearing. The
Him seldom-is petmitted to-attend this-hearin udge quic ns.t ical e tie at “verify”




_the deeds s itch_and sy

Step Three: The "feast” begins L -
‘ ' jtch several times ('klc,k‘backsr':ara

» Amotion to sell the ward"s-!'ynﬂhn. _ A T c I i
. A motion to iquidate stocks and Certificates of Deposit ' . Asicngastherels znple
« Amotion to transfer the ward to & different nursing home. . :ﬁwﬂ" iy dyagalan and
+ Amotion to sell the ward's homesteaded house. hot mﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁq'we:“h:g Wil
posit box. ; Mw md!qﬁtu the courls .
() b led

« Amotion ta open up a salely de

Each mollon ca

2, Puffing the monthly budget . | o
3, Salling the "Ward's" personal belongings for below market value then pocketing the
difference - , - , - :
; underastimates the amount of the #ale of personal items, such as jewslry, paintings, and antiques, for the
often no court oversight. o

. The guardiap 1
purpose of the court recoed Inventories, then [s fres fo keop the difference. Thers Is litle

4, Bills are simply not pald ' : L

" Oftentimaes, the bills of the "ward” are not even paid. When the Aysrd” dies,. the guardian simply places an ad ln an obscurs
newspaper, if there fs monsy loft for an estate to ba probated.Assuming creditors do not see tiie sd and file 8 claim against the estate
ﬁmmdmmmemumduwum : '_mimbﬁdaﬁummdabmmmcmm and not have
to pay any of the bifls, if she Is caught, she simply pays the bills of the creditors who caught her. This frequently includes edicald.

5, Accou s not ageurate | : ,
‘The gusedian clalms - much lower amaunt of liquid assets than what the victim Is sctually worth and then pockels the rest.
Examples: ) . T .

80,000.00 remalning when Swesten dled. More than $300,000.00 was spent in

» Julie Sweaten-§400,000.00 estate wilh an shagsd §
ﬁwﬂﬁmunﬁngﬁm =

- ___.u".. . Il" - - - —_— - — - I " ¥ ‘l =
- e e e e e — b e e ——t ._ﬁ._u__ﬁ__A

+ Lotise A Falvo started off with approvimatety $800,
the court stating that Falvo was worth only $872,000.00. Shortly thereafter, 8 bas
now had $449,000 after al accourits had bean Nquidated. So, appraximately $200,000 turnad up missing.

Tn this scenarlo, the guardian clalmed that Julle Swasten dasiced ta leava he estate to her bank. A forged will was antsred info [he B
les was then given $80,000 from the uncontestad, probated eslate. - .

acord. Wachgvia Bank trus .
: Step Four: The mysterlous deaths

Onice the funds have been spant, the Ward” oftentimes suddenly dles. - . ) . :
r_Tha ‘ward” dies. when thaete is stiil planly of monay —'if a huge probale batile can commence, theraby furthar enriching the
.-atramuyg and qua(dian, i ot e I RS - el
camples: T ' E - ' o
satlisle Bosworth died
lamas Daaton — 35 million, thrae years in pro

membars

soon after his 5250,000 had been spent , : :
bate — $3 miflion in attornay’s feas vath 2 piltance finally paid out to his family




op Guardianship Abuse, has adopted a three art theme
tioned exploitative guardianship process: ,

NASGA, National Assorﬁ_iéﬁgn to St
to succinctly describe the legally sanc

© . Isolate; Medicate, Take the Estates -~ - -

rofessional

Predatory guardians: Hlow.-courts:-a:;jef_al_lowin
guat__,’dianslconser’.\zators to rob your.assets

Exé{mples: L . I .
« Marie-Long was worth $1.3 million wheén ‘stie suffered a stroke and came.ynder the "profection” of a proféssional guardian. Three

short-years _later. she is penniless a’hr_!-s'ﬂbsisting off of a meager social séetrity pénsion and Medicaid.

~vLouisé A. Falvo, 91, had accumulated ne:ciﬂy one million dollars when she was placed under a guardianship that was commenced with
rney. Within three months, Louise A. Falvo was dead. Two and a half years

"~ a-forgery of her daughter's signature by a prebate atto I ] :
- - Jatek, the guardianship rematns opén.’ The guardian and her attorneys have, to date, been awarded by the judge more than
-—who is deceased: , ' :

$350,000.00 of Fatvo's estate — Yo benef® the ward™
artment of Children and Faniilies discovered that her home was

« Corretta Brown was placed under guardianship when the Dep
uninhabitable. Today, Brown Is deceased, her assets have disappeared (more than $100,000), and all of her debts — totaling more
than $75,000 in nursing home costs, remain unpaid. The professional guardian, it was discovered, was not licensed and has since

fled the state of Florida with Brown's assets.
- Marle Sandusky signed a power of attomey to guarantee that her beloved daughter, and ot her rejected son, would manage her
finandial affalrs and health care directives. Today, Sandusky has a court-appointed guardian who has spent more than $300,000 of
uked son hired an attomey and together they made false

Sandusky's money in attomey’s fees. The reason? Sandusky's reb
allegations against Sand_uskrs beloved daughter. As the "wheels of justice” move forward, Sandusky's maney Is legally used to fund

the frivolous feud.
« Debra Duffield, 58, has been under the control of a professional guardian for the last four years. She was only 54-years.old when an
involuntary guardianship was petitioned against her by a professional guardian wha gleefully discovered (tipped off by a social

~ worker) Duffield’s substantive worth when Duffield was hospitalized for anorexia and a broken hip. During the last four years, the vast
majority of her assets have been converted to attomey and guardian fees. Duffield, who was diagnosed as merely bipolar, had

~ allegedly been financially exploited by a friend — hence, the rationale for the guardianship. She is confined to a nursing home
f urine and fecal matter, watching television. The guardian and her attomey

without .rehabilitation. She sits in a bed, smelling o i , |
regularly-and steadfastly bill her account for merely “reading her fie” or cliecking on the latest whereabouts of her former gidfriend.
Soon, Duffield, who once owned a fabulous house complete with expensive antiques, valuable imported-rugs and fine paintings, will

. be penniless. .

think of someone who protects the '

When you hear the word " fian,” whe : .
elderly? Assists them with their daily needs? Guarantees they are protected from financial exploitation and

physical neglect?

Think again. ~ . | :
The pristine image of professional court-appointed guardians who allegedly protect the elderly Is being challenged. Grass root.
to Stop Guardian Abuse (N.A.8.G.A.) and Advocates for Natlonal Guardianship

organizations, such as the National Assoclati
Ethics and Ref AN.G.ER}areclaifiing that

ans, -their attorr

+ May 25, 2010. Lati’fa Ring of Eider Abuse Vigtims Advocates addressed the Committee on the Judiciary, Subcommittes on Crime,
Terrorism and - Homeland Security stating, *.. pxﬂation in gardfanshfes is ram&t. I s largely kept out of the public eye undgr‘

the gulse of 'Eotédion."' ; .r - , N
“Eamily members are portrayed as "Osama Bin Laden” or the devil incarnate, “ David Newmnan said, a-guardian reform advocate. .

These "unproven and often false afiégations” commence a flurry of Iegalv activity that can only be likened to Charles Dickinson’s
B]eakhous_g.l siaillcRE mily ran IA'I:_‘.J_j_ 0 al 4 10 endne 1 .'.,_‘s-,ié'-i‘ agai 5t the I .chsﬁo ..;. !

these sama accusers - oftentier [ nal guardians- somely. egal T2 :

The guardians need to be watched

~




The legal contest commences :
~ Instead of making amrangeménts for their safe return home, Kevin Gallagher suddenly found himself furiously searching for Florida
attorneys. Meanwhile, the guardian’s legal counsel quickly filed papers to block Kevin's attempts at removing his parents from Florida to
Maine. A hotly contested guardianship soon commenced with attorneys from both sides legally authorized to generously pay
themselves f_r_qr_n,the Gallaghers’ assets. : _ . . :

The story Is always tho same,” s\ates Newman;-awgu'ér‘dta‘n"ship—;efomadmt&j&{mrk_—mer@grjﬁgﬁ;t_s_ the guardianship; then
the family member later Wins thevcontest——- when alf the assets have been spentin attorneys'’ fees.” o T T

Three years passed. Kevin found nimseif switching attorneys four times in an attempt to get the legal nightmare to stop

Then, suddenly, it did stop. Kevin was dectared the winner of the contest.

All of the assets had been spent. - o :
' case with a broken zipper.” Kevin stated. *inside the sufcase were

o “They then placed my pareniSjbn a airplane with @ single suit
tattered clothies that had the names: of other people in Magic Marker insida the clothes. Everything they had owned — even thelr
clothes — had been soid or trashed by the guardian.” . ' . : - N

Both Elsa and Robert died shortly after returning to Malne.

pen invitation for fraud? : oW
Corrine Branson, 82, had peen happily living in ifiami Beach with the daily assistance of a CNA when her grandson secrotly

petitioned the court to become hlg grandmother's guardian. When Branson learned that she was to be moved into a nursing home, she

quickly phoned her beloved daughter, aunt to the grandson, who had been granted a springing power of.attorney many years before.
Bonnie Reiter, with littte knowledge of guardianships of guardianship law, quickly hired an attomey who styggested thata 'p{ofessional
guardian® be appointed duting the interim legal contest ) ©e

It turned out that the guardian he suggested works with him on a regular basis. Reiter ﬁre‘d'her attorney,
moved for a court hearing which her mother, planned to attend. _
sly dead,” Reiter stated.

*Two weeks prior to the hearing, my mother ended up mysterious 7
The guardianship remained open after Branson's death with Reitef, alone, having spent $130,000.00 in attorneys' fees.
s money in attomeys’ fees. The guardianship, in which my mother had never

*They tock more than $800,000 of my mother*
even been declared mentally incapacitated, lasted less than three mont_hs. This is a racketeering scheme that needs to be

investigated. The F.B.I should step in."

hired another, and then

Different. Names, Same Story

« An Orange County court-auditor discovered $50,000.00 missing
-Show Cause.” Prior to the hearing, the guardian and her aftomey simply broug

court. The judge dropped the scheduled hearing.

« Court records show that the guardian received $12,000 a month to pay the nursing home bills for Carlisle Bosworth. However, the

skilled nursing home facility where he was placed charges only 5,000 a month. No investigation has ever been conducted regarding

what happened to the exira $6,000 per month. Bosworth died shortly after all-of his money had been spent,

« Marion Copley was placed on Medicald — even though her guardian sold her home for more than $250,000.
» In another case a professional guardian petitioned the court to become an elderly woman's guardian when she discovered the woman
had no living relatives. She told the judge that the woman, who was still fiving independently in her home, had "bats fiying all over the
inside of the house.” The allegation rasulted in a guardianship and the victim was removed from her home. Neighbors fater stated
 that they had never seen "bats fiying all over fhe house.” -

« In yet another case a professional.guardian obtained a guardianship E\iéi“éhﬁgﬁén—%ﬁB‘e@kuﬁfstaﬁngmatneighbefshadexptoited .
him. -A quick search of the property records showed that the nelghbors who had allegedly exploited Van. Beokum had actually sold
their home and moved to another state six years prior. : : ’

« James, Deaton had owned an extensive coln collection, an expensive baseball card cotlection, and his deceased mother's diamond

LS g peA ncklaces, according to-setatives. Hlona of thase ffems wera ever listed on the guardian's Inventory repor

. The Denver Post has several times( 2010, 2011 ) published investigative reports exposing the problems with the probate court fhere.
~'In July 2012 World News od a video by Lisa Flurie and story about what has been done to fier brother Mark ip' Florida probate

courts. Links to many other stories qf guardian‘shlp!conservatorshtp fraud are available there.as well.
Law enforcement agents, soclal workers, and judges have been trained to malntaln a watchful eye over exploitative family
members. Yet no one seems {0 be guarding the guardians. Family members have complained to local law enforcement, the state
attorneys' office, and even the F.B.I.without_éﬁy'siﬁﬁ‘m—ﬁérﬁgwkenr'f“V‘ S R L

three days be:ft;re the ward died. The judge ordered an ‘Order (o
ht back the missing money and placed it pack with the

z-
L3

The problems grow worse with time as the probate courts become ever more dysfunctional.

e e i




Take, for example, the recently widely publicized case of Clay Gréene and Harald Scull, a-gay couple who had cogently cotiabitated
together for mare than 20.years, rendering mutual durable powers of attorney, wills, and other legdl declarations upon one another.
When Scull, 89, unexpectedly fell onto a stone patio, paramedics were called and the local sheriff department hastily alleged that -
Greene had intentionally shoved Scull to the ground. Yet, despite the fact that all charges were subsequently dropped, the public '
_guardianship office for Sopoma County. used-fhe already disproved physteal abuse: allegation to commence an Involuntary guardianship
against Scull. Scull was removéd to a nursing home, isotated him from Greéne, and the couple’s Jointly owned propery which.incldded
valuable painfings, expensive Persian rugs, antiques,.silverware, jewelry, and real estate — was sold for far less than appraised value
— at least according fo the court records. It was later discovered that the items had been sold for far more by the public guardianship

office. } . . ) _ -
“These types of guardianship irregularities have spatked a guardianship task force Sp ial Commiftee on Aging, which reported,

~ _.guardianship...has the potential of harming oider adults rather than protecting them... The...continulng reports of the failure of

courts...to prevent financial] exploitation of Incapacﬂatgd adults by thelrguardians have. fong been of concem to this Cormmitlea.” - -
Greene sued fhe public guardianship office who setfled with him for approximately $600,000.00 Just days before trial. Amy Todd-

Gher, Greene's attorney, stated: . . it

. *This victory sends an unmistakable message that all elders must be treated with respect and dignity...and that those who
mistreat elders must be held accountable. {But] Even as we celebrate this victory...we are deeply troubled that the Sonoma
[County] continues to refuse to take responsibility for their egregious misconduct...We urde every citizen...to demand more

oversight of the Public Guardian's office. They need to be watched.”

An alarmingly common practice: -

Is elder financial exploitation by professional quardians a

commonpladce occurrence? '
‘ eniors vs, Crime, a special project of the Florida Attomey

According to John Caravella, a‘formei'- dét_ective and-office rhanag_er for Seniors vs. Crime,
General's Office, Gainesville, Florida, the answer is "Yes.”

nd their attorneys a .

ed and disturbed by the court-sanctioned practices of professional guardians on their "wards"
{the legal term dubbed to those who have lost all of their civil rights under court-mandated guardianship) when one of his nelghbors
mysteriously disappeared shortly after receiving an-inheritance of more than a quarter of a miflion dollars. The neighbor, reforred to as
*Adello" ih Caravella's book, Marked for Destruction had been falsely induced by a stock broker, whom she had consulted about her
fledgling inheritance money, to sign papers that authorized a professional guardian and her attorney to manage Adele's finances — if
she should become mentally Incapacitated. Within a fow weeks, the guardian and her attorney petitioned the court alleging that Adele
was not competent to manage her own affairs. The couit authorized that she be stripped of all of her civil rights and placed in a nursing
home. Soon thereaftér, Adele's recently acquired $260,000+ was quickly consumed by the attomney and guardian for "professional

services” fees. And Adele soon passed away.

Caravella became simuitaneously intrigu

How it all begins _ - N :
o ime was “right, " he would make

a° came unexpectedly one day
after Sunday-services when R they happen-chanced upon orange

cones in a road defour. Kevin and Lisa, delighted fo hear that their parents were rea \dy to jouney home, began making altofthe _ .
necessary amangements. Kevin even phoned his estranged Orlando-based sister, Lofi, and asked if she would simply telephone” Mom

and Dad during the interim. The sister, however, consufted the Yellow Pages and telephoned a company, Geriatric Care .

Management, that specializes In elder care. . -

The sheriffS. arfive. .« .« - = 5o el s SeS s Sr oo T

Within 48 hours a professional guardian, and owner of the elder care company, arrived at the Gallagher’s doorstep with a court
order 4nd two deputy sheriffs. She had hastily petitioned to becoma the couple's "emergendy temporaiy guardian” after learning of their
subsfantive assets. Upon her amival, the couple were forcefully. removed from their home and placed in separate nursing home
facilities. Mrs. Gallagher, hysterical, secrefly phoned her daughter-in-law, her speech slurred, crying for help. She had been forcibly
administered psychotropic drugs. Three medical professionals quickly examined her while under the influence of the narcotics, and
declared hoth she and her husband simuftaneously. 100% mentally incapacitated. The temporary guardian was then quickly appointed

the permanent, plenary guardian.-

The guardians first move was to encumber a

arrangements for their safe re

ssefts.

Il of the couple's a




 Financial Elder Abuse

egregious abuse and by céurt-appointed

conservators contributes significantly to the widespread incidence of-elder financial abuse.

Rarely acknowledged or discussed, the illegal use of an elder’s income or assets has
become an increasingly common crime.

Sadly, 2014 will bring more instances of elder financial abuse - a societal blight resulting in estimated annual losses
of $2.9 billion. One of every six adults over the age of 65 has been a victim of elder financial abuse.

Women are twice as likely as men to be the victims, especially those who live alone and require assistance with health
care or other “activities of daily tiving.” _

The 2010 U.S. census recorded the greatest number and proportion of people age 65 and older in history: 40.3 million, constituting
13 percent of the total U.S. population. It is projected that by 2050, people 65 and older wilt comprise 20 percent of the total u.s.
population; the number of victims of elder financial abuse is_likely to greatly increase in the years ahead..

FINANCIAL ELDER ABUSE: The illegal or improper use of an elder’s
income or assets which includes not only outright theft by deception or
coercion, but also the intentional or negligent failure to use the elder’s
resources properly for her support and maintenance.

Also included in ELDER FINANCIAL ABUSE are: breaches of fiduciary
relationships, breach of fiduciary duty, such as the misuse of a power -
of attorney or the abuse of guardianship authority, abuse of
conservatorship authority, abuse of power, fraud, misrepresentation,

" constructive fraud, malfeasance, etc... disturbing recent trend of
 w“offensive” conservatorship proceedings that deprive the elder of her rights and

Sroperty and often facilitate the disposition of the elder’s estate as desired by ill-
intentioned parties.

In this context, another unsettling offensive tactic that has emerged in recent
years is “granny snatching,” by which an elder is removed involuntarily from her -
home state to another jurisdiction for the sole purpose of filing a conservatorship
- -action there based on he'r physical presence in that jurisdiction. Sadly, the

- probate courts are often complicit in this egregious assault and deprivations of

- rights as the probate/elder law industry of professionals that are involved are -

. collectively intertwined. '

. .court-appointed conservator for the elder; - ol
“this may be worst case scenario for the victim whose assets are thus :
involuntarily placed under total control of an individual who is selected by those
- who'may have self-serving interests. Increasingly, multiple stories of corruption .

and collusion occurring within i}his context are coming into light.
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A will can’t protect you from the state’s predatory |
~ probate system, considered a national disgrace
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1

bring youanether story abouta Butwith thaassisfancs ot somesLivk lawyering,
brobate-court kidnapping, another watnlng  dwughter Lbats Higglus took controlother -
ofthahﬂusﬂgaunfoldmgmmhganmas. mother's acgots, Along with anoblier slster she
antiquated judlcial systam. Jbrought her mother to Gresnwich, unbaknownst io
‘Thetale of 65-year-gM Martlyn Flank is a chllling +«  thresothersisters living elsewhere. Ona
exampla of why the renegads probate courts must of saven children fighting over control

" berelnedin.” ) g{uthaﬁmny’sl.ewﬂmrénchiﬂ‘
. chigan, Higglns moved the elderdy
VS BIGK GRERN —= Planktoan assisted itving fucility fn
Plank, amentally and physteslly frogils Greenwicli Just days before, she

womar and lifelong resident of Michigan, was signedaipase in Plank's name.

stealthily moved to Greenwich by two of her Plank, couitf documents say, was
daughters via private jet in May 2007, She told she wasgoing toa hotsl Sha
wasnotaresidentofthe state of hadleftherhoms inMichlzan
Connecticut. ’ thinking she would visita

She does pot want bobe_hg.re.

grardehlld in Callfornia fora fow

Another P robate fK:j_dﬁap'piﬂg? |

days. | ) .
¥¥ithin days of hex arrival In May 2007, .

Gmenwlchh‘ohate,fudgbnaviq}{opperappomted .

LindaHiggins as temporary “conseryator of the
person® for her mothen; based on thefnct that there
was&lease with Plank’snamaon it. That meany .

- Flanklesthercivilrights,

“Thestatitte 1s sbsolutely clear,” Suparior Court
Judge Joseph T Gorsntay Jt stafed in 200510 the
{tfamous case of Danlel Groas, another vicm of

* ‘probatesanctioned kitnapping. *Youcant appoint

aconservator of someone’s parson imless that
person Is domietled in the state of Conmectjeutor
resides Inthastateof Connecticut.”, ‘

. .. GREENA

I TR L L LTS T NG I R WO

. toprobate court .. and talked of Mrs, Plank’s
A exiensive involvernent in her community”

viishes. Sho hasfriends [InMichigan thatcame puts Ma, Plank deeperfnto finencial chaos”
For atime, the lires slsters fighting to move

=] » COURANT.COM/CINEWS k==

home mder'the guise that it was a hotal, and’
has éssentially beon incarcerated in locked

) Plankback tedfichigan bired state Sef. Taglity” ) ..
' o "Evon through her dementla, Mry, Plankis - Andxé;rfh_fcnonaldu theirf lawyer; until they . Mapbe Hopper willveconsider: Perhaps . .
VED FROM AL consistnt in her statementsaboutreturnmg fo  fanout ofmoney McDonaldhubeenatthe . ‘JudgePaulKnlerim, thenaw administrator of
i C Michigan,” Margenot wrate earifer thisyear  *forefront ofprobatereform efforts in the theimwielty 117-court probate system, will
merous chances to correct A consarvalor must Hstei to the wishesofthe  legislatwe wherehs cochalrs thefudlelary . tuckio thisrogiie fudiclary
¥, For thelast eight conserved Individusl” - | © dommitee, - o In themeantime, rememiber that Marilyn
ofapermansht “HNotonly does the eviderico support a return -“There i3 no quéstion but that this court " Flank Is not an excaption. Shais a sympiom ofa
1in July 2007 Has gone chigan, it 1s In her best Interest that s do Incks jurisdiction over dirs. Plarik, a cittzen, slck counrt system thatunblinkingly sanctons
N R i - domiciHarydnd vesident of Michigan,” . #nd ehiables the kidnapping of the eldedly nd -
Sourt will raview the - Meanwhile, Plank'sexponsivecareln . McDonald wrgte In a brjefflled in July 2007, infirm, - ° Cr U
3" thateonservator; . . Gonnectout—about $9,000per monthatthe FPlarik "has repeatedly expressed to varfous . " - i
froteluatrieffiledin . Gresnwich facllity —end the fees of aumarous ‘Eetéons"indu_djngharams, lawyer; pastorand . R ey
rpstbauom‘ltplmﬂm - lavryers working at $900 and $400 an hour hayve friends that she wants togohome,

aye” steadlly dopletedRer estata Margenothas
thelmingly supportsher . | condudei] thet “avery day spent in Conyecticut

fmres]

.

Flank, McDonald concluded, *wasbrought . > Rick Green's colomn appeacs bry Tuasdays and
‘herewithouther consent, admitted toa nursing < Fridays. Read his biég at cowsrant,gom/rick.
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Fishy Smell in Connecticut | 1 Judge James ‘_LQWZI_iQr, the 'prqbate,_c_gur't édMst;ator, gets the boot

"National Association to Stop Guardian Abuse '
2 Connecticut

A public benefit civil rights organization founded by victims and for victims ‘

Fishy Smell in Connecticut

b " C - ' ha .':-.-E‘/-.-'

CONNECTICUT PROBATE JUDGES - | PR
Judge Jémes Lawlor, the prqbate_s:nﬁrtadmjg'@h;étor,_—gets the boot — or rather; “made a deasiento
retire,” according to-Chief Court Administrator Barbara-M: Quinn. What fnessage does that send to our |
117.different probate courts that have been excorlated for trampling the civil rights of the old, frail and |

.impoverished?

‘Lawlor has been the man pushing for change from inside, dragging. renegade probate court judges |
‘kicking and screaming into the modern age; leadiirg the charge to force them to conduet .pmee_edﬁ'i'gfs on '
the record, to stop them from rewarding cronies, to open for business at, convehient hours-and to remind
_ allinvolved that probate is a court, ot a feeding trough for lawyers. : L

-

. %
i

His ouster shows the arrogance of the probute ju ges” | L , _ L
“They don’t warif reform, they want to keep fheir cus ty little empires, and they will fight off even modest reforms” |
“The legislature has to stand up to these.guys if there is to-be real veform”- "~ o I

John Langbein, Sterhng Professor-of Law and Legal History at ‘Yal.e Law ‘E’:éhoql':"' .

Full Article and Source: '.
eformer’s Exdit” . Simells Fishy

(http://www.courant.com/news/local/columnists/he-
‘green(718, artﬁi118,0.3695598.c01umi)

dick Green's column appears on Tuesdays and Fridays. He'can be reached at

rgreen@courant.com
mailto:rgreen@courant.com) ’
ee also:

ourt Administrator __Resignation (http:[[nasga—stopggardiahébuée.blogspot.Com/2008/07/court—
dministrator-resignation.html) - ' ’

-
— —— e

http://ngsga. wordpress.com/2008/07/1 8-/ﬁ shy~$fhell-i n-conrsecticut/




.onal Association To Stop Guardian Abuse

SATURDAY, NOVEMBER 2, 2013}

I'm not a lawyer, but | know this

The people are supposed to have constitdtionally protected rights and liberties - civit and human - but they are being deprived of
those rights in courts across the country responsible for their "best interests.” '

Those courts are the ones where guardianships and consetvatorships are handled - or mishandted?

DUE PROCESS 1S BEING DISREGARDED! h

And that's because the law is NOT clear and unambiguous.

Due process requires notice, opportunity and a fair and imﬁartial hearing.

1t isn't working that way in "protective” proceedings all across the country.

Elderly and disabled people who don't know their rights are being sucked into "The Protection Racket,” without notice, and then
being abused and financially exploited, even if they receive notice.

A NASGA ragmber was victimized by a judge because there was a word missing from the statute: _
Here's the.statutory language: "The court may schedule the hearing in less than seven (7) days from the date of service on the
respondent; provided, that actual notice of the hearing is given to the closest relative and the respondent.”

That should be clear enough for most people: provide notice and then hold a hearing. But because there was a word missing from -
the statute, the judse took advantage of thét omission, despite the fact that HE TEACHES LAW! \
What's the missing word? “Prior.”

P-R-1-O-R! Prior" means "before,” as in: You can't take a person’s
property before he has notice and an opportumty to appear and
participate in a hearing.

The law was not terribly unclear - even | understand it: You serve the person FIRST and then you hold a hearing.

Not that judge! He used telephone notice to hold a so-catled “hearing” without the victim, after which he had the clerk issue a
hearing notice for a future date. By that time, because of an unlawful order by the judge, the victim was no longer in controt of his
property - c;)ntrol had already been given to a “conservator” - and he could not hire a lawyer!

That judge must have forgotten what he léanwd in law school. So did the (egislators when they amended the law. The)} left that
word out - again! |

Dickens said “The law s an ass.” No, it's not the law! It's the tricky way the legislators write it!

That's just an egample of how due process fsn't working in our state courts. Congress promised to protect the'elderly
Why aren‘tthey dofng it?
By a NASGA member.




An Elderly Man's Lawsunt Could Brmg Probate
‘Reform’ -

 Vederal vl riahts lawsuit_|
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Mr. Green, Here s ane to keep your eye on. Florida resident Dolores Gray being Gt. by Miifo
probate judge Streft-Kefalas. it eppears fo be Yarge sums of money thatils keeping this womanfrom -

- belng retumed to her Fiorida abode. Apparenty the feds are just “mow, 19 Jouk into this case that
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SeL eV B\ UIIHEDLY e, 454778), Trapsfer of records upon removal of m:ﬁqﬁ under
Jrepresentation, -, Lo ' '
+ When aniy person inder voluntary or fnvoluntary representation

_ lnd @ becomes & settled fithabitsnt
. efany (own 1n the staie in a probate di§trict other than the ane in whic & CONSEIVAIOr WES ) _
sppounted. ands an gotual resident | ) Fhich, -y
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Dear Ms. Davis:

- T anvencloging: mxt as GtmdimAdme wiﬁuegmlto Dolores G:mx andthe hearing to
‘beheld o 120117,

- waﬁbeinatwqdmaatthehwmgwmomwmmngbmlmay be appro:dmaielyls minutes

 heafing. Please lst Judge es know that I will be ferwmmInes : ‘
e ods uj:i&“ :ymfaz&aﬂ % ﬁmngglVEMIES7?

" Tamudabje & fix dhisto Jeryt Gisy id would rgpeesiate you providi FEOL T TopOTT

. Sincerely, . R
Bra\mstsinm&’rodiseo,?c. . T
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: [Typ# ok print in black ink)

coUB'r OF rnomm Miiford - Ofange Probaté District DISTRICT NO: PD40

"ESTATE OF/IN THE MATIER OF — DATE OF ORDER
Dolores Gray (10-0430) - ‘March 31,2010

- "PETITIONER — — —
. Frederick W, K:ug, Esq. (attorney for Jayson Gray md_l.elgh Gray), Matzkin, Krug & Danen, P.C., 76 Center Street, P.O. Box

2027, Waterbury, CT 06722 ;

DATE OF HEARING TTIME __OF HEARING PLACE OF HEARING [Sireet and Tmm]

April 18, 2011 " 1:00 PM Milford-Orange Probate District

70 W, River St., P.O, Box 414

. i Milford, CT 06460-0414
UPON THE APPLICATION OF THE PETITIONER FOR: Applkmion‘for appoth:nent of Amy Todiwoﬁas tt!beu;or " /ator and

AS PER APPLJCATION ON FILE MORE FULLY APPEARS,

IT IS ORDERED THAT: -
Said application be heard and dotérmined at the court of probats at the date, time and place indicated sbove.
BY ORDER OF _ , Q. _
T'}.lE COURT . . -nc:up‘;&;:lniox;mn&;;ounn"tu

A: a person who may hava an interest in This- matier You may.atiend the hearing al!houg:;;-av are not required 10 attend, The comrt court does,

however, require the appearance of the attorney of record or the fiduciary If there is no
SPECIAL NOTI

If you wish to attend th!s hearing. but are unable to do so, please call or writs the pmbato court indicated above. The Court address n.nd

telephone number is MilfordOmgo Probate District, 70 ‘W Rivei 8t., P.O. Box 414, Milford, CcT 06460-0414 (203) 783-3205 :
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informatiort ot nmk:of commusiicate decisions tg siich an extent thgf ifie person in unablé; Ven
withi & ﬂﬁm priaté assistande; ta mieet essential requirements for personal figede” M, Grayis at
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Probatg District (PD-38) 8:00-5: oo
Hon. Joh A Keyes ,

Chief Cletk, Kathieen Donovan -

200 Orange Street,

P.Q. Box 905

New Haven, CT 06504-0905

Tel. (203) 946-4880 (673)*

Fax (203) 946-6962

Keyes John A Attorney in New Haven, CT - Fmancial Plannmg _(:onSultants: Yellow P_ag; Directory Iné.
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FIDUCIARY'S PERIODIC B o
OR FINAL ACCOUNT ' STATE OF comcucv'r-
_PC-441 REV. . .
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DISTRICT KO. 084
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- IN_THE MATIER QF TWame, address whaemidmg. andztpcpdeofwurdarnimr]

Dolores Gay (16-0430)
67 Meadowside Rd
* Milford, CT 06460-6303
% Hcmhuﬂetmlaredmulﬁc&tam. . :
Y (Name, address, 2lp e, and n{qaﬂam mmber} JPOSITION OF TRUST,

-Katilos K, Cuners, E5Q SISBWAWMG dewn,Cl'Oﬁu
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DECREE  STATE OF CONNECTICUT RECORDED:
PC-160 REV. 3/03 -

. COURT OF PROBATE
'COURT OF PROBATE, Milford - Grange Probate District DISTRICT NO. PR40

ESTATE OF/IN THE MATTER OF -
Dolores Gray (CIB) (11-0005) i

3.y The motion to list 42 Sampson Avenue is hereby approved. The listing at the proposed price fs approved. The actual sale
\t the proposed pche may be problematic, but it is a proper avenue to pursue. ) -*-

E

4.) Said Periodic Accountmg dated June 8, 2012 js true, and accordmgly, the same is appmvcd and allowed and ORD j b
recorded and filed., w
-
0u*ﬁaeous - (Lbbel- *‘(’9 Y

Dated Alriford, tonnectlcut this 18th day of September, 2012,
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Petitioning State of Connecticut Judiciary Committee: 2014

Connecticut is ranked as having the most corrupt and predatory probate
racket of all fifty states;

Connecticut probate/family judges appoint, with full power of their own discretion and full immunity from
liability for their actions, Guardian ad Litems and Involuntary Conservators to have complete control over the
lives of their target victims: these court- appointed controllers are then paid for their “services” in stripping the
“protected person” and the “protected person’s” family of basic civil rights regarding the court-“protected”
person via the judges’ seizure of the financial assets of the person/ family as the assets are involuntarily
redistributed into the pockets of the judge and GALs and conservators and the involuntarily appointed
attorneys AS PAYMENT FOR THEIR SERVICES in robbing the victim/victims family of their rights and
their assets. WE NEED TO

Reform the State's Corrupt and Broken
Guardian ad Litem System

Connecticut's Guardian ad Litem system is horribly corrupt and broken.
Family/Probate Court judges are routinely raiding every seize-able asset a family may
have available and diverting all assets possible of their available funds into the hands of
their self-selected Guardian ad Litems (GALSs) who operate without a system of checks
and balance, without any oversight or accountability of any kind, and without any
responsibility to the wards they are supposed to represent.

Many, many Connecticut families have experienced firsthand the very real damage and harm caused by

GALs who do not perform the services assigned to them by the state, or do so poorly and on purpese in
order to unnecessarily prolong cases in increasing billings.

Because GALs are given the protection of immunity and no one watches over their performance - or
even if they actually do their jobs, families who are forced by a judge into their GAL system are billed

many tens of thousands of dollars and have their basic Civil, Human and Parental Rights trampled in the
process. There is no means by which to file a complaint or to hold an unethical GAL accountable for
their failure to perform, or failures to properly represent their wards in accordance with state
requirements.

There is absolutely no oversight of any kind, no system of checks and balances, and no one to complain
to. This is because many Connecticut family/probate judges are historically complicit in this profiteering
system as they were themselves formerly GALs and they simply perpetuate the set-up.

This state's "family court" system is routinely financially and emotionally devastating parents and families
already suffering from a divorce and a poor economy. This is costing families their homes and their jobs - all
under the completely false premise that any of this is "'in the best interests of the court-protected person,’

Parents and families can no longer afford to pay for their own legal representation once straddled with
overbearing and completely unrealistic GAL costs, and there is no "financial means test" done by a court before
a GAL is assigned, there are no cost controls or limits of any kind imposed on a GAL,




As a result, 70% or more of ail litigants in our state's family court system, now appear Pro Se and without
proper legal representation. This has significantly impeded the ability of the courts to function efficiently, and
most importantly - prevents the Court from serving the best interests of families.

Rather than working to resolve problems, the Court has instead became a source of further harm and
abuse due to the complete lack of oversight of any kind over the GAL/consexvatorship system.

Judges de facto outsource their decision-making authority to these GALs and conservators and almost
automatically order whatever a GAL may recommend without law-required Due Process, furthering the
problem and causing poor and ineffective orders to be repeatedly entered and ordered in 3 vacuunt, all
while ignoring the basic laws and principles of Due Process and Civil Rights.

Many families come prepared to have their case heard before the family/probate court only to be turned away
for yet another day when it is anticipated by the Court that motions can’t be addressed in just half an hour,
wasting valuable human resources and dollars.

GALs do not meet with parents/court-protected wards prior to hearings to hear and review and solicit input
from these wards on their recommendations to the court, as the state requires them to do, causing further
confusion, operational dysfunction and delays and fraudulent self-serving, fabricated reports -

all while the GAL bills, bills, bills for their time.

Meanwhile, families are held hostage to this inept system that forces them to miss days from work, spend
scarce resources on daycare, and attend in-court "'status conferences' and hearings that are almost always
clearly focused on the GAL’s attendance in ensuring that GALs get more money paid to them, not any
meaningful progress to benefit to the court-“protected” ward, or the children and families of divorce.

Appointment of a GAL infuses immense financial stress at a time in families’ lives when personal issues are
reaching critical mass. Most families are terrified or reluctant to speak out due to the very legitimate pervasive
and overwhelming fear that their voices will result in retaliation by the GAL and court causing unfavorable
custody and visitation recommendations to be automatically ordered by a court and based solely on what
the GAL wants,

There is an inherent enormous Conflict of Interest when the GAL tasked with “reviewing” these matters

has a substantial financial interest and personal profit incentive, thereby enriching themselves at a rate of
$750, $1,000 or more per hour, thus creating a 100 % win_situation for the GAL to create FRUDULENT
reports.

Further, incredibly, despite the fact that the ostensible purpose of assignment is for a specific issue, GALS

are Qgplcallz assigned for the life of the “case,” even if there is no case before the court or any current or
ongoing conflict/issue, with no termination until the elderly court - “protected” ward dies or the child

reaches the age of majority. All the while, the GAL can charge whatever they deem fit to enrich
themselves, in effect creating a court and state sponsored and enforced annuity for themsclves.

Families are suffering deeply due to this inherent corruption and court dysfunction.

No public servant of any kind should be granted this kind of complete unmitigated power over any
“nrotected” elderperson’s or parent's or child's lives. No elected official and not even the President of the
United States enjoy this kind of special immunity.

Immediate legislative action and reform is needed now, because our Connecticut Judiciary has proven itself to
be simply incapable and unwilling to protect the actual best interests of court-“protected” elderly or children
and families of divorce, and is instead causing very real and long lasting harm.




