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STATE OF ILLINOIS
COUNTY.OF COOK

LIS PENDENS

I, the undersig:ied, do certify, that on or about April 4, 2004 a request for arbitration was
filed by Marshall Castle, plainpiif, against Joseph Weiss, defendant, with the Beth Din Ecclesiastica)
Judicature of the Chicago Rabbinica ouncil, Inc. in the case entitled Castle v. Weiss io resolve
conflicting claims of ownership of that pzrcel of real estate otherwise commonly known as 6758
North California Avenue, Chicago, llinois (the “Pioperty™). After hearing argument, the Beth Din
Ecclesiastical Judicature of the Chicago Rabbinical Cotricll. Inc, ruled on September 14, 2004 that
the Property belonged to Mr. Castle. A copy of the order is-attached hereto ag Exhibit 1. The
Property affected by this ruling is legally described as follows:

PARCEL 1: LOTS 1,2,3,4IN SALLINGER AND HUBBARD'S ADDITION TO ROGERS PARK IN THE
SOUTH WEST 1/4 OF SECTION 36, TOWNSHIP 41, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE TdirD PRINCIPAL
MERIDIAN LYING NORTH OF INDIAN BOUNDARY LINE ACCORDING TO THE PLA1 THEREQF
RECORDED SEPTEMBER 15,1914 ASDOCUMENTNUMBER 5494309 IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
PARCEL 2: LOTS 1 IN CALIFORNIA ALBION ADDITION TO ROGERS PARK IN THE NORTH EAST
1/4 OF THE SOUTH WEST 1/4 OF SECTION 36, TOWNSHIpP 41, RANGE 13 EAST OF THE THIRD

PRINCIPAL MERIDIAN IN COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS.
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believe there is much mcie (o the case than the evidence presented by both sides suggests. -
Nevertheless, the Beth Dii will restrict itself to the issue af hand, namely, who is considered by Halacha to
. bethe owner and has the fight tz sl the property. , ”

The Beth Din rules as follows: ‘

1 The prima facie documentation We sew strongly indicated that this arangement was a fuil sale ang -
- full subsequent rental agreement. The papers were fully signetf by both parties. o

2 Nevertheless, experts with whom we coneulted inform us that such fransactions can indeed be
seen as loans and not sales, _ _ .

3 . Asaresuit we are faced with a case of halachic douht (P9V). Insuch a case, the fand remains in
the jurisdiction of the previous clear owner, namely M:, Castle. This follows the principle of Rav
Nachimanin 2p nwyn 21 of TP TN NN . This s also codified i
oI VoYL WN Vv o DY UMY yw 8o vavn jeon vy,

4 Mr. Castle’s right to use of the property is fully protected under {ra izms of the agreement, as long
as allfees are paid and responsibilities discharged per those termis s is indicated by the .
language in Section 10:5 of the agreement. ,

5 As both sides have signed the Shtar Berurin recognizing the authority of e Beth Din in this case,
the above psak precludes any eviction order in the Civil Courts, subject to the: cor.difions -
mentioned above initem 4. - . ‘

As indicated in the introduction'to the psak, there éeem to be many other issues within this airargement
that have not been shared with the Beth Din. The Beth Din will consider hearing other aspects ofthe case
if both parties agree. .

The Beth Din urges all parties to five in peace and harmony foflowing the resolution of this matier.
n testimony thereof we sat our hand "owm 2ON o N ) op Senfember 14, 2004
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