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My mentally disabled sister (Joanne Black) and I were victims of Judge Leith, conservator 

Jeanette Goodwin, and my sister’s court-appointed counsel, Lisa DiPonio and guardian-ad-litem 

(GAL) Gayle Young.  In 2012, while Joanne was temporarily in Colorado, I sought authority to 

become her conservator and carry out a disclaimer of a payable-on-death (POD) designation by 

my mother, so that the POD assets would flow into my mother’s estate and be distributed under 

her will, with two-thirds going to a Supplemental Needs Trust for the Benefit of Joanne Black 

(“SNT”) and one-third to a second, Issue Trust to benefit me and my children.  I sought 

authority: 

To disclaim Respondent’s interest as beneficiary under all payable on death or 

transferable on death accounts owned by Respondent’s mother, Renata Black, 

(DOD 5/1/2012) allowing Respondent’s share to pass under Article Fourth of the 

Last Will and Testament of Renata Black, dated 12/19/1997, under which two 

thirds of the estate of Renata Black will be contributed to [the SNT].   

Article Fourth of my mother’s simple will stated: 

I … bequeath all the rest, residue and remainder of my estate as follows: 

(A)  Two-thirds (2/3) to the Trustees of the [SNT]; 

(B)  The balance to the Trustees of the [Issue Trust]. 

Joanne’s counsel and GAL approved this request in writing, after reviewing the will and the 

trusts.  Judge Leith approved the disclaimer in December 2012 and again in March 2013.   

In April 2013, Joanne left Colorado, returned to her home in New York and never came back to 

Colorado.  In 2015, Joanne’s court-appointed counsel brought a claim against me, asserting that 

even though my disclosure expressly said two-thirds of the disclaimed assets would go to the 

SNT, she and Joanne’s GAL believed that all of the disclaimed assets would go to the SNT. 

This was an absurd claim.  Two-thirds cannot mean three-thirds.  I relied on experienced 

Colorado counsel to advise me on what to disclose. I thought the disclosure was clear; so did my 

counsel (as he testified).  In corporate and securities law, a claim of insufficient disclosure, on 

these facts, would have been dismissed.  Because two-thirds cannot mean three-thirds.  Judge 

Leith, however, found me liable in 2015 for “stealing” the one-third of assets that went to the 

second trust. 

In 2015 and many time since, I sought to settle for 100 cents on the dollar, by offering to move 

funds from the Issue Trust to the SNT, thus giving the SNT the three-thirds that Judge Leith and 

Joanne’s counsel and GAL claimed they believed the SNT should have received. All offers were 

rejected.  It became clear that the goal of the claim against me was not to obtain money for 

Joanne, but instead to spend trust funds to pay the guardianship professionals.  Judge Leith was 

uninterested in Joanne’s welfare, but intensely interested in extracting money from our trusts to 

pay the professionals. 

In March 2016, a N.Y. court found that Joanne no longer needed a conservatorship and that “I’m 

satisfied that Ms. Black, by clear and convincing evidence, not even close, does not lack 
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capacity, that she is, in fact, capable of handling her affairs.”1  Judge Leith received this decision 

and was required by Colorado law to terminate the Colorado conservatorship.  Judge Leith 

refused to do so.  Joanne’s right to be freed from an unneeded conservatorship did not matter – 

not to Judge Leith, nor to the professionals whom she appointed to represent her. 

Over the next 10 years, until my sister died in August 2025, the guardianship professionals paid 

themselves at least $2.1 million dollars and pursued litigation against me and my family in four 

states.  Judge Leith and the guardianship professionals are seeking to defund both trusts entirely, 

to extract still more millions to cover as-yet-unpaid legal fees.  Joanne received nothing for all 

this legal churning.  Literally nothing.  Not a penny.  Instead, a third trust that I created for her 

benefit was spent 100% on legal fees.  Of $800,000 in workers compensation benefits that I 

obtained for her as her conservator, she received $250,000 over 10 years, with the rest going to 

the guardianship professionals.   

Over that 10-year period, Judge Leith pursued me personally, by ordering the professionals to 

bring legal action against me in Illinois, where I live.  When that effort failed, she ordered them 

to bring similar actions directly to her, so that she could rule herself.  When they still did not do 

so, presumably for lack of legal basis, Judge Leith ruled against me and my family anyway, on 

her own motion (sua sponte, a lawyer would say).  Judge Leith has also acted sua sponte against 

my wife, Katherine Litvak, and my son, Samuel Black, neither of who were parties to the 

conservatorship.   

Judge Leith has repeatedly acted without notice, without evidence, without personal jurisdiction, 

without subject matter jurisdiction, or both.  She has repeatedly ignored decisions by other 

tribunals, including an Illinois federal court hearing an interpleader case and a Financial 

Institutions Regulatory Authority arbitration panel.  Judge Leith found me in contempt for 

refusing to turn over to her the assets which were frozen by the interpleader court and the 

arbitration decision.   

The federal interpleader judge stated on the record that “any reasonable probate judge” would say, 

“okay, I understand, you shouldn't be held in contempt because there are other court orders out 

there that are preventing you from complying.”2  Judge Leith found me in contempt, and issued a 

warrant for my arrest for not complying with an order that I clearly could not comply with.  In a 

later proceeding, Judge Leith again ignored the federal court order and announced that “The Court 

finds this attempt to weaponize [the Illinois federal] Court’s Order and pit this Court against the 

Illinois Court is repugnant and shocking to the conscience of the Court.”3  Judge Leith then issued 

her own order, that directly conflicted with the federal court order. 

For more details on Judge Leith’s many extraordinary, and extraordinarily improper actions, see 

my judicial ethics complaint, posted on my Northwestern faculty page, at Judicial Ethics 

Complaint v. Judge Leith-2025-05-14.pdf. 

 

                                            
1 In re Joanne Black, Index  80253/04, N.Y. Supreme Court (Richmond County), transcript (March 21, 2016), at 
276-277. 
2  Order by Judge Wood in Interpleader Case (June 19, 2019).  
3  Denver Probate Court, Consolidated Order Addressing Pending Motions (May 30, 2023). 

https://nuwildcat.sharepoint.com/:b:/r/sites/LAW-Shared-Folders/Shared%20Documents/BBlack_Shared/Guardianship%20Reform/Judicial%20Ethics%20Complaint%20v.%20Judge%20Leith-2025-05-14.pdf?csf=1&web=1&e=wI3ica
https://nuwildcat.sharepoint.com/:b:/r/sites/LAW-Shared-Folders/Shared%20Documents/BBlack_Shared/Guardianship%20Reform/Judicial%20Ethics%20Complaint%20v.%20Judge%20Leith-2025-05-14.pdf?csf=1&web=1&e=wI3ica

