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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF TWELFTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT 
WILL COUNTY, STATE OF ILLINOIS 

JJhnOis Farmers Insurance Company and Farmers 
NO.2014 L 14L .00314Insurance Exchange, and all subsldlanes and/or related 

entitles ofllhnOlS Farmers Insurance Company and CALENDAR NO,____ 
Farmers Insurance Exchange, on behalfofthemseJves and 
all other slmtiarly sItuated persons, a putatlve Plamtlff HONORABLE _________ 
Class ActIOn, 

PLAINTIFFFS DEMAND 
Plamttf'fs, TRIAL BY JURY TRIAL 

AS TO ALL ISSUES 
,..,v SO TRIABLE I .­ - 1County of WILL. City of Napervtlle, Village of c: . 
';.J • 

....qBohngbrook, Village of PIam field. VIHage of New Lenox, 
-.ICIty of Joltet, VIllage of Shorewood, Vtllage of :" T­_. .Manhattan, Vlllagc of Umverslty Park, Village of Homer l - I I 1 

t - ... I . ,Glen, Vlllage of Frankfort, Village of Channahon. City of i=5 I-..Lockport, { l 
<...J 

Defendants 

ORIGINAL CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT AND DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

The Plamtlffs IIhnOis Farmers Insurance Company and Farmers Insurance Exchange, and all 

subsldlancs and/or related entltlcs of IIhnols Farmers Insurance Company and Farmers Insurance 

Exchange, on behalf of themselves and all other Similarly sItuated persons, as a putative PlamtdT 

Class WIth Subclasses as set forth herem, by and through thclr attorney Stuart M Brody, 

Sneckenberg, Thompson and Brody, state the followmg averments m the WILL County CIrCUIt 

Court 10 support ofthetr Ongmal Class ActIon Complamt and Demand for Jury Tnal agamst the 

Defendants County of WILL, City of NapervIlle. Village of Bohngbrook, Vtllage of Plamfield, 

VJllage of New Lenox, CIty of Joliet, VdJage of Shorewood, Village of Manhattan, Village of 

Umverslty Park, Village ofHomer Glen. Vlllage of Frankfort, Village ofChannahon, and City of 
Inlt I case management set for 

Lockport 
. - at:~" 
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I. JURISDICTION, VENUE AND PROCEDURAL AVERMENTS 

I.A. USAGES, DEFINITIONS AND INTENDED SCOPE OF CLAIMS 

These usages, defimtlons and statements are employed to shorten the length of this 

Complaint so as to make thIS Complaint a "short and concise statement" per 735 ILCS 512­

603 

2 The phra..c;e "At all relevant tImes" prefaces each averment unless another time or time trame 

IS employed In the averment or IS eVIdent from the averment 

3 The phrase "Upon 1Olonnatton and belief' IS deSIgnated by an asterisk (.) at the end of the 

phrase or sentence 10 the averment whIch It modIfies 

4 "ThIS Defendant" or uEach Defendant" means each defendant indiVidually and not 

Jomtly Each avennent IS directed to each Defendant 1Odlvldually. requlnng an 

mdlVtdual answer It IS not the mtent of thiS pleadmg to plead a "JOint" averment, that 

IS, an averment rcqumng thIS Defendant to answer as to another Defendant or the 

knowledgc of another Defendant Each Defendant IS requested to answer these 

averments only as to Its own knowledge "Jomt allegations", "Jomt counts", '~OInt 

knowledge" or Jomdcr ofclaims IS nol the Intent or thiS pleadmg 

5 The follOWing words and phrases have the followmg meamngs 

5 I "Occurrence" and/or "Occurrence Date" means the sewer water invasions sustamed by 

ItS members of the Plamtdfs' Class on Apnl 17 and/or Apnl 18.2013 

52 	"Person" means and mcludes (a) a natural person and (b) an artifiCIal person such as a 

corporatIon, partner, sole propnetorshlp or other artifiCial person created by law whIch IS 
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conferred the nght to own property "Person" also Includes an Insurer of property 

Includmg an msurer of real property and an msurer of personal property 

5 3 The phrase "Its members of the Plaintiffs' Class" or "Its Plamnfls" refers to members of 

the PlalOtlfTs' Class whose propertIes were serviced by thIs Defendant's stormwater 

sewers and/or s8mtary water sewer(s) wlthlO the Defendant's temtonal junsdlctlon 

54 The phase "County of WILL" means the Defendant County of WILL 

5 5 The phrase "WILL County" means thc jurlsdlctlonallemtory of the County of WILL 

5 6 The phrase "sewer water invasion" means a stormwaler and/or samtary sewer water 

mtruslon onto and/or mto a M("'Jllber of the Plmntlff Class' home, bUlldmg. bUSiness or 

otherrealand/orpersonalpro~y 

5 7 The phrase "storm-water sewer systemtt means a system of storm water structures 

mcludlOg but not limIted to (a) structures for receiving and collcctmg stormwater 

mcludmg but not hmlted to man-made structures and/or ongmally natural structures now 

used as part of a system of man-made stormw8ter management such as r(,....cnhon basms, 

detentIon baSInS, and open channels, (b) structures for transportmg stormwater mcludmg 

catchbasms, channels, condwts, pipeS and sewers and (c) outfall structures which 

dIscharge stormwater mto nver or stream which carners the storm waters further 

downstream beyond the junsdlctlon ofthe local pubhc entity 

58 	The phrase "sanitary-water sewer system" means (a) structures for recelvmg and 

collectmg samtary water or sewage mcludmg samtary sewers and pIPes, (b) structures 

for transportmg sanItary water sewers and pipes and (c) outfall structures whIch empty 

the samtary water mto a treatment plant and/or another outfall 

6 As to documents referenced hercm 

. 
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6 1 None of the documents IS an "mstrument" wlthm the meaning of 735 I LCS 5/2-606 

6 2 None of the documents IS an "exhlbu" hereto 

6 3 Any such document IS too volummous to attach and" Its attachment would only burden 

thiS record and affect the ability of this pleading to be a "shon and concise statement" 

per 735 lLCS 5/2-603 

64 These documents are pubhc records and equally available to each Defendant 

I.B. PARTIES 

7 	 The proposed Representative Plaintiff I1hnols Fanners Insurance Company and Farmers 

Insurance Exchange, and all Subsldlanes andlor related entities of IIhn01S Farmers Insurance 

Company and Fann~rs Insurance Exchange (herem all such entItIes refered to as ;"Farmcrs"), 

conducted and contmues to conduct a contmuous and systematic busmess wlthm Cook 

County 

7 I Fanners IS the subrogee of Its msureds who were propeny owners Within Cook County 

and who held propeny poliCies WIth Fanners 

7 2 Fanners has dutifully paId clrums to Its pohcy-holder Plamtlff Class members and IS 

subrogated to the claims of Its poltcy-holders to the extent of these payments 

8 The Defendant County of WILL was and IS a local pubhc entity and dId and continues to 

conduct a contmuous and systematic governmental busmess wIthIn WILL County 

9 	 The follOWing Local Pubhc EntIty Defendants were and arc local publiC entities and which 

conducted and contmue to conduct a contmuous and systematIc busmess Within WILL 

County, County of WILL, CIty of Naperville, VIllage of Bohngbrook, Village of Plamfield, 

VIJJage of New Lenox, City of Johet. Village of Shorewood. Village of Manhattan. Village 
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of Umverslty Park, Village of Homer Glen, Village of Frankfort, Vtllage ofChannahon, City 

of Lockport 

10 	This case has an amount m controversy that exceeds $75,000 and satisfies the other 

mlmmum legal and equitable JunsdlctlOnal amounts of the CIrcuIt Court for WILL County 

II 	WILL County CircUit Court and WILL County IS the proper venue for all these claims 

because (a) these claIms arose out of occurrences occumng m wlthm WILL County, (b) each 

defendant does bUSiness m WILL County, (c) the PlamtltTFanners conducted and continues 

to conduct busmess wlthm the WILL County and (d) members of the Plaintiffs' Class all 

owned propertIes wlthm WILL County 

I.C. CLASS ACTION AVERMENTS 

12 	 The proposed PlamtlffRepresentatlve Farmers Insurance Company conducts busmess wlthm 

WILL County mcludmg msunng real properties such as homes, other residential bUildings 

and structures, and commercIal buddlngs and structures (herem "real properties") Wlthan each 

watershed and/or subwatershed and wlthm each Named Defendant Mumclpahty and 

contmues to msure real propertIes Wlthm saId geographic regaon 

13 	The proposed Rcpresentatlve Plaintiff Farmers Insurance Company bnngs thIS proposed 

class action pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-801 on behalf of Itself and on behalf of all other 

property msuranee oompames. Insureds of these property Insurance compames and property 

owners wlthm each of the Defendant Local Pubhc Entity's JurisdIctional temtones that 

sustamed property and other economic losses anslng from a stormwater sewer invasion 

and/or a sanitary water sewer mtruslon which occurred on or about April 17, 2013 and/or 

April 18,2013 proximately caused by one or more Defendant Local Pubhc Entity's tortiOUS 

conduct 
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14 	The proposed Global Class exceeds 600 claims and/or claimants and the Watershed 

Subclasses exceed 100 affected claims and/or clrumants wlthm each watershed 

15 	 As detaJled herem relatmg to the ISSUCS of fact and law, thc Global Class and the Watershed 

Subclasses present common questions of fact and law common to Its members of the class 

and subclasses which predommate over questions affecting only mdlvIdual members as 

required by 735 ILeS 5/2-801 (2) SpeCifically, the common, central and fundamental Issue 

m this action IS whether the Defendants have failed to safely operate retention basins, 

detention basms, tnbutary enclosed sewers and tnbutary open sewers/drams for the purpose 

ofsafely conveYing stormwater wlthm the Defendants' temtonal Junsdletlons 

16 	The County-Wide Class and the Watershed Subclass will be fairly and adequately 

represented the Representahvc Plamtlffand ItS attorneys as required by 735 ILCS 5/2-801(3) 

17 GlVcn thc numbers of claIms, claimants and/or damages as to each claImant, thiS proposed 

Class Action IS an appropnatc method for the falf and effiCient adjudication of thiS 

controversy as contemplated by 735 ILCS 5/2-801 

18 The Plamtlff CountY-Wide Class relates 10 all County-Wide Defendants and IS defined as 

those property Insurance companies, Insureds of these property Insurance compames, and 

property owners wlthm WILL County temtory that sustamed property and other economic 

losses anslng from a stonnwater and/or sanitary sewer water mtruslon which occurred on or 

about the Occurrence Date ansmg from one or more County Defendants' ownership, 

operatIon and/or control of a stonnwater sewer system and/of san1tary water sewer system 

sCTVlcmg these members ofthe PlamuffClass 

19 	Further, the PlamtdTs shall seek certification ofsubclasses as to each Defendant as follows 
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19.1 	1 a subclass based upon the local public entIty's junsdlctJonal geographic temtory, 

and/or 

19 I 2 a subclass, wlthm a local pubhc entity's geographIc temtory, based upon a 

specIfic stonnwater sewer system and/or samtary sewage subsystem 

II. FACTUAL OPERATIVE FACTS 

II.A. OWNERSHIP, OPERATION, AND CONTROL OF SEWERS 

20 ThIs Defendant owned, operated and controlled the local stonnwatcr sewer systems wUhm ItS 

junsdlctlon dlsehargmg the storm water from Its local stonn sewers Into regIOnal stonn 

sewers operated by the County'" 

21 The County owned, operated and controlled the regaonal sanitary sewers mto whIch the other 

Local Public Entity Defendants' discharged their local sanItary scwer waters ... 

22 Each Mumclpal Defendant, excluding the County, owned, operated and controlled the local 

sanitary water sewer systems Wlthm theIr jUnSdlctlon discharging the sanItary water from 

thclr local sanitary water sewer systems Into regIOnal samtary water sewers owned, operated 

and contro11ed by the County'" 

23 	The County owned, operated and controlled the regIOnal samtary sewers Into which the other 

Local Public Entity Defendants' dIscharged their local sanitary sewer waters 

II.B. KNOWN DETAILED WATERSHED PLANS 

24 This MUniCIpal Defendant investigated the stonnwater management defects wlthm Its 

stonnwater sewer system(s) and/or sanitary water sewer syslem(s) under Its Junsdlctlon 

25 	Pnor to the Occurrence, these stonnwater management defects In thiS Defendant's 

stonnwater sewer system(s) and/or sanItary water sewer system(s) caused stonnwater sewer 
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invasions and/or samtary water sewer invasions wlthm the temtonal boundanes of each 

Mumclpallty Defendant 

II.C. KNOWN DEFECTS 

26 Studies by Ihls Defendant disclosed the following dangerous and hazardous defects posed by 

the dangerous and hazardous dcfectlve stonnwater sewer systems and sanitary water sewer 

systems and the dangerous and hazardous stormwater management practlces of each 

MUDlclpal Defendant * 

26 I ThIs Defendant failed to proVIde safe, adequate mitIgatIOn storage for stonnwater 

to prevent stonnwatcr invasIons onto members of Plamtlff Class' properties *, 

262 This Defendant failed to provide safe, adequate stonnwater control storage for 

stonnwater mc\udmg but not limited to ralsmg the banks and discharge culvert 

elevattons for retention basms, detentIOn basms and other stonnwater storage structures 

wlthm the watershed, subwatcrshed, and/or storm water sewer system *, 

263 This Defendants failed to provide safe, adequate mItigation conveyance for 

stonnwater* , 

26 4 This Defendant failed to proVide safe, adequate stormwater control storage for 

stonnwater • • 

26 5 This Defendant faded to proVide safe, adequate bamers such as temporary and/or 

permanent levees to protect Plamtl.Ts· propertIes from stonnwater *. 

26 6 This Defendant faded to proVide safe, adequate bamers such as levees to mcrease 

protection from stonnwater *, 

26 7 11115 Defendant failed to prOVide safe, adequate bamers from storm water *, and 
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268 TIus Defendant failed to pump down stormwater storage basms, sewers and/or 

structures 

27 These same defects eXisted wlthm the ChIcago Cuy Watershed and were known to the 

Defendants 10 the Chicago C,ty Watershed • 

n.D, TEMPORARY REMEDIES KNOWN 

28 The Metropohtan Water Reclamation Dtstnct of Greater Chicago owns, operates and 

controls the Tunnel and ReservlOr Plan ("TARP") tunnels and reservoirs which IS commonly 

known as the "Deep Tunnel" 

29 Since the commencement of the operation of the Tunnel and Reservlor Plan ("TARI''') no 

later than 2006, the Reclamation Dlstnct has adopted a pohcy of pumpmg out the T ARP 

tunnels and reservoirs before each rainfall If the rainfall poses a substantial nsk of causing 

sewer water invasions 

30 The purpose of the Reclamation Dlstnct's TARP Pump Out Pohcy IS to maxImIze the 

capacity to store stonnwater Within the TARP tunnels and reservOIrs dunng a ramfall 

3] For example, on or about April 15 and/or April 16, 2013. the Reclamation Dlstnct began to 

pump out and did pump out sewer water collected 10 Its TARP tunnels and reservOIrs WIth 

knowledge that the known. approachmg ramfall on or about April 17 and/or April 18, 2013 

would cause more sewer water mvaslons mto the PlamufT Class' properties than would 

otherwise occur 

32 This Defendant could have remedied these stonnwatcr sewer systcm(s) defects by pre­

ramfall proper operatIOn of the storm water sewer system(s) Includmg but not hmtted to the 

followmg operational pracuces that would temporanly Increase and control stonnwater 

storage 
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32 I Temporanly Increasmg eXlstmg storm water storage andlor conveyance capacity 

by pre-rain pumpmg out and pumping down stonnwater storage andlor conveyance 

structures, 

322 Temporanly Increasmg eXlstmg stonnwaler basm storage capacity by pre-stagmg 

actlV1tles such as pre-fam mstallatlon of water-mflatable property protection systems, 

and/or 

323 Temporanly mcreaslng eXlstmg conveyance capacity by pre-staging activities 

such as pre-fam mstaliatIon ofwatcr-mflatable property protection systems 

33 	 These temporary remedlcs are cost-effecttve m terms of a benefit-cost analYSIS because the 

cost of Implementmg one or more of these rcmedles IS substantIally and matenally less than 

the damages suffered by the PlaintIff Class for each rainfall and the frequency of these 

temporary actions IS on a frequency ofabout once each per year for a penod ofa few days 

II.E. CLIMATE CHANGE 

34 	Dunng the past 40 years, chmate change In WILL County has caused roms to bc of grcatcr 

volume, greater mtenslty and greater duratlon than pre-1970 ralnfaJi history eVidenced, 

rendcnng the rainfall frequency return tables employed by the Reclamation Dlstnct and each 

Named MUniCipal Defendant maccurate and obsolete 

35 In or around 1008, the ReclamatIOn Dlstnct, the County of Cook, the City of Chicago and 

other MUnIclpahtles adopted the SCientific pnnclple that clImatc change has caused mcreases 

10 ra.m fall amount, intensity and duration dunng a rom 10 the WILL County as eVidenced by 

thelT adoptIOn of the ChIcago Chmate Action Plan 

35 1 Said CCAP IS not an "Instrument" Wlthm the meamng of 135 ILCS 5/2-606 
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35 2 SaId CCAP IS too volummous to attach exceedmg 100 pages and Its attachment 

would on1y burden this record and affect the ablhty of thIS pleadmg to be a ··short and 

concisc statement" per 735 ILCS 512-603 

353 The CCAP was and IS publicly available on the www ChlcagoActlOnPlan org 

Website 

36 	This Defendant knew or should have known that chmate change 10 WILL County has 

resulted In greater ram fall volume, greater nunfall mtenslty and greater ramfall duration than 

pre- I 970 ramfall hIstory eVidenced, resultmg 10 greater storm water runoff from a ramfall 

With WILL County and ItS Watersheds 

37 ThIs Defendant knew that, because of chmate change causmg mcreased ramfall, thiS 

defendant had to mcrease stOImwater storage capacity of Its stonnwater sewer system(s) to 

prevent sewer water mvaslons 

II.F. APPROACHING APRIL 17 AND/OR APRIL 18,2013 RAINFALL 

38 	On or about the days before Apnl 17 and/or Apnl 18, 20] 3, mcludmg on Apnl 17,2013 and 

Apnl 18,2013, thiS Defendanl knew or should have known thaI the Occurrence ramfall was 

approach109 WILL County Watersheds 

39 	TIus Defendant had adequate tIme and opportumty to plan, pre-stage and take other actions 

before the Occurrence ramfall to maximize stormwater storage and/or transportation capacity 

wlthm Its storm water sewer system(s) and sanitary water sewer systcm(s) 

II.G. FAILURE TO 1M PLEMENT REASONABLE PRE-STORM PRACTICES 

40 	Dunng (a) the pre-ramfall stagmg penod mcludmg on or about ApnJ IS and/or ApnJ 16, 

2013, (b) the ramfall on or about Apnl 17 and/or Apnl 18,20) 3 and (c) after the ramfall on 

or about the Occurrence Date, thiS defendant failed to adopt and/or Implement pohcles which 
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would maximize the stonnwater storage capacity of Its stonnwater sewers and samtary water 

sewers so as to prevent mJury to Members of the Plamtlff' Class ... 

41 SpecIfically, (a) dunng the pre-ramfall stagtng penod Includmg on or about Apnl 15 and/or 

Apnl 16, 2013 dunng whIch the ReclamatIon Dlstnct commenced the pump out and pump 

down of the T ARP tunnels and reservOirs, (b) dunng the ramfall on or about Apnl 17 and/or 

Apnl 18. 2013, and (c) after the ramfal1 on or about Apnl 17 and/or Apnl 18, 2013, thiS 

Defendant faded to adopt and/or Implement any of the followmg speclfic actions to safely 

manage stonnwatcr mcludmg safely managmg stonnwatcr sewer system{s) and sanItary 

water sewer system(s) to prevent sewer water mvaslons onto and/or mto Members of the 

PlamtlffClass' propertIes ... 

41 I This Defendant failed to provlde safe, adequate mltlgatlon storage for stormwater 

to prevent stonnwater mvaslons such as through the usc of qUickly water-mflatablc 

property protection systems, sandbags or other qUick solutions to mcrcase mitigation 

storage, for example, the CIty of Des Plamcs deployed qUIck water-mflatable property 

protectIOn systems on occasions before thiS Occurrence'" , 

41 2 This Defendant faded to proVide safe, adequate storrnwatcr control storage for 

stonnwater mcJudmg but not IImJted to f8lsmg the banks such as through the use of 

qUickly water-mflatable property protection systems, sandbags or othcr qUick solutions 

to mcrease stormwater control storage for retenhon basms, detentIon basms and other 

stonnwater storage structures wlthm the watershed, subwatershed, and/or stonnwater 

sewer system, e g, the CIty of Des Plames deployed qUJck water-mflatable property 

protectlOn systems on occasions before thiS Occurrence for stonnwater protection'" , 
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41 3 Relating to each discharge culven In a retentlOn basln(s), a detention basm(s), 

and/or another stonnwater storage structure(s), this Defendant (a) faIled to attenuate 

stonnwatcr flows through the discharge culverts through the use of sandbags or other 

temporary systems. (b) falled to temporary raise the dlscharge elevation of the culvcrt(s) 

through sandbags or other temporary systems and/or (c) faded to block the stonnwater 

flows through the discharge culvert(s) through the use of sandbags, flapgates or other 

temporary or adjustable gates and/or systems • , 

41 4 This Defendant failed to provide safe. adequate mitigation conveyance for 

stormwater including but not limited to uSing qUickly Inflatable property protection 

systems such as the systems used by the Clty of Des Plaines or simtiar systems to 

Increase the banks of channels and/or streams for safe conveyance ofstormwatcr ., 

41 5 This Defendant fatled to provide safe. adequate stormwater conveyance for 

stonnwater including but not lImlted to uSing qUickly Inflatable property protectIon 

systems such as the systems used by the City of Des Plames or slmtiar systems to 

lRcrease the banks of channels and/or streams for safe conveyance of storm water ., 

4] 6 Thls Defendant faded to proVlde safe, adequate stormwater bamers such as 

temporary stormwater-protectlOn walls and/or stormwater-protectton levees to protect 

Members of the Plamhff Class' propertles from stormwaler mcludlng but not hmlted to 

usmg qUickly Inflatable property protectton systems such as the systems used by the City 

of Des Plaines or Similar systems to Increase the banks of channels and/or streams for 

safe conveyance ofstonnwater ., and/or 

4] 7 ThiS Defendant failed to pump down and/or pump out stonnwater storage basinS, 

sewers and/or structures before and/or dunng the rain • 
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42 Each of these actions would have a benefit to cost ratio greater than 1 because the dollar 

benefits from the temporary achon In tenns of prevented damage to members of the Plalnllff 

Class exceeds the dollar cost to thiS Defendant of the temporary action 

43 	 It IS socially useful to require each of these actions to prevent sewer water invasIOns because 

these actlons protect the health, safety and welfare of members of the PlamtttTs' Class from 

sewer water 

II.H. APRIL 17 ANDI18, 2013 RAINFALL 

44 On or about Apnl 17 and/or Apnl 18, 2013, ram fell over the WILL County Watersheds 

45 The rain whIch fell on Apnl 17 and/or Apn I 18, 2013 was (a) reasonably manageable by thiS 

Defendant, (b) was an ordmary ralnfallm the expenence of this Defendant and the hlstoncal 

expenencc of the WILL County, (c) was a reasonably foreseeable rmnfall based upon the 

prevIously expenences by thiS Defendant wlthm the WILL County Watershed and (d) was 

not an "Act of God" ramfall unknown to and/or unexpenenced by thiS Defendant 

46 ThiS ramfall fall was wlthm the 100 year ramfall return frequency promulagated by the 

Reclamation Dlstnct 

46 ) Alternatively. thiS ramfall was Wlthm the chmate--change adjusted 100 year 

ramfall return frequency relatmg to the Chicago Chmate Action Plan 

47 ff thIS Defendant had adopted reasonable stonnwater management practiCes, the sewer water 

invasions sutTered by members of the Plamuff Class would not have occurred 

48 Dunng and/or after thiS ramfall. thiS Defendant mvaded ItS members of Plaintiff Class wllh 

sewer water when thiS Defendant failed to take reasonable action to prevent excess 

accumulations of stonnwater and/or sanitary water from IDvadmg Its Members of the 

Plamtlff Class' properties 
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49 	Dunng the ramfall on the Occurrence date, thIS Defendant's tortIOUS act or omISSion 

combmed wIth the known defects 10 ItS stonnwatcr sewer systCnl(S) andlor sanItary sewer 

water system(s) to cause sewer water invasIOns mto andlor onto propertIes of Members of the 

Platntlff' Class 

III: COMMON LEGAL AVERM ENTS AS TO ALL MUNICIPAL DEFENDANTS 

III.A FIRST COUNT: 745 ILCS §3-102(A) NEGLIGENT MAINTENANCE LIABILITY 

50 	The preccdmg paragraphs are Incorporated hereIn by reference 

51 	 As used 10 thIS Complaint, "First Count" means a cause of action against each Defendant 

based upo~ 745 ILeS §ILeS §3-102(A) for neghgcnt mamtenance and opcrdtlon of Its sewer 

system(s) as set forth In thiS Part III.A. herem All averments 10 thiS Part III.A. are 

tncorporated mto each "'First Count" agamst each mdIVldual Defendant set out later m thiS 

Complamt 

52 ThIs MUnICipal Defendant's storm water sewer system(s) andlor samtary sewer systems was 

and IS "property" wlthm the meanmg of 745 ILCS§ 10/3- I 02(a} 

53 The sewer water m thIS MURlclpal Defendant's sewer system was and IS "property" wlthm 

the meanmg of7451LCS§ lO/3-102(a) 

54 TIlls MUnIClpul Det~"I1dunt was under a duty to safely and properly mamtam and operate Its 

sewer propertIes under 745 ILCS §3-102(a) which prOVIdes In part 

Sec 3-102 (a) Except as othcl'Wlse provuied In thiS Arncle, a local pubhc entity has the 
duty to exercise ordmary care to mam.ain Its property In a reasonably safe 
condition for the use In the exercIse (If ordmary care of people whom the enttty mtended 
and penmtted to use the property In a manner m which and at such tIme.... as It was 
reasonably Ibresceable that It would be used 

S5 ThlS MUnICipal Defendant owed the foregomg duties to members of the PlamtlfTs f Class 

because members of the Plamtlff Class are serviced by thiS MUnlcJpal Defendant's sewers 
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Based upon pnor sewer water mvaSlons, thiS Defendant knew that members of the Plamtlff 

Class would be foreseeably mJured by breaches of these statutory duties because Invading 

sewer water from this MUfllclpal Defendant's stormwater sewer system(s) and saOltar)' sewer 

water(s) Into Members of the Plaintiffs' homes and other bUlldmgs posed a known nsk to the 

health, safety and welfare of Its members of the Plrunttff s and their properties 

56 This MUOlclpal Defendant owed thIs duty for safe operatIOn under §3·102(a) rclatmg to thIS 

MUfllclpal Defendant's stormwater basms, stonnwater storage structures and stonnwaler 

conveyance structures and/or sanItary water sewer(s) and/or saIlJtary water sewer strueturc(s) 

owned, operated and/or controlled by thiS Defendant 

57 ThIs Defendant had actual or constructive notice of the eXIstence of sewer defects based upon 

pnor sewer water inVaSiOns, pnor mvestlgatlons of sewer water Invasions, pnor studies of 

thiS Defendant's sewer system(s) and/or the ReclamatIOn DIstncfs Detailed Watershed 

Plans 

58 	 The hkehhood and magnitude of the potential danger of Its failure to properly manage 

stormwater and/or sanitary sewcr water was foreseeable and greatly outweIghed the 

practlcabJiltyand cost of proper management of ItS sewers 

59 Notwlthstandmg thIS statutory duty and constructive notIce of the consequences offalhng to 

perfonn ItS statutory duty, thiS Defendant neghgently breached thiS general duty to properly 

mamtam the stonnwater sewer systems and/or sanitary water sewer systcm(s) by the 

fonowmg conduct • 

59 I ThIs Defendant falled to proVIde safe, adequate mlllgauon storage for stonnwatcr 

to prevent stormwater mvaslons such as through the use of qUickly water-mflatable 

property protection systems, sandbags or other qUick solutions to Increase mItIgation 
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storage, for example, the City of Des Plaines deployed qUick water-Inflatable property 

protectton systems on occasions before thiS Occurrence • , 

592 This Defendant failed to provide safe, adequate stonnwater control storage for 

storrnwater mcludmg but not hmlted to ralsmg the banks such as through the use of 

qUIckly water-Inflatable property protechon systems, sandbags or other qUIck solutions 

to Increase storm water control storage for retention baSinS, detentIOn basinS and other 

stonnwater storage structures wlthm the watershed, subwatershed, and/or stormwater 

sewer system, e g. the City of Des Plames deployed qUIck water-Inflatable property 

protection systems on occasions before thiS Occurrence for stonnwater protection ., 

593 Relatmg to each discharge culvert m a retention basm(s). a detention basm(s), 

and/or another stonnwater storage strueture(s), thIS Defendant (a) faded to attenuate 

storrnwater flows through the discharge culverts through the use of sandbags or other 

temporary systems, (b) failed to temporary raise the discharge elevatJon of the culvert{s} 

through sandbags or other temporary systems and/or (c) faIled to block the stormwatcr 

flows through the d1scharge culvert(s) through the usc of sandbags, flapgates or other 

temporary or adjustable gates and/or systems • , 

59 4 ThIS Defendant faded to prOVide safe, adequate mitigation conveyan~e for 

storrnwater mcludmg but not hmlted to usmg qUickly mflatable property protection 

systems such as the systems used by the CIty of Des Plames or SImilar systems to 

mcrease the banks ofchannels and/or streams for safe conveyance of storm water *, 

595 This Defendant failed to proVide safe, adequate stormwater conveyance for 

stonnwater lOcludmg but not hmlted to usmg qUickly mflatable property protecllon 
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systems such as the systems used by the City of Des Plames or similar systems to 

mcrease the banks ofchannels and/or streams for safe conveyance of storm water •• 

59 6 This Defendant failed to proVide safe, adequate stonnwater barners such as 

temporary stonnwater·prolectlon walls and/or stormwater-protectlon levees to protect 

member of the Plamtlff Class' propertIes from storm water mcludmg but not hmlted to 

usmg qUickly mflatable property protechon systems such as the systems used by the City 

of Des Plames or slmtlar systems to mcrcase the banks of channels and/or streams for 

safe conveyance of storm water ... , and/or 

S9 7 1111S Defendant faIled to pump down and/or pump out stonnwater storage basms, 

sewers and/or structures before and/or dunng the ram ... 

60 	As a cause-m-fact of one or more of these breaches, thiS Defendant caused m fact Its Plamtlff 

Class to be damaged by thiS Defendant'S foregomg breaches because, but for thiS 

Defendant's failures to properly manage stonn sewer water and/or samtary sewer water as set 

forth above, thiS Defendant's sewer water would not have escaped from thiS Defendant'S 

sewer(s) and mvaded properties of members of the PlamtlffClass from the stonnwater 

sewer(s) and/or samtary sewer(s) under thiS Defendant's exclUSive ownership, operatlon 

and/or control on the Occurrence Date 

61 	 As a proximate cause of one or more of these breaches, thiS Defendant proximately caused Its 

members of the Plamtlff Class to be damaged by the foregomg breaches of ItS dunes because 

one or more of these breaches was and/or were the direct, Immediate, substanttal and matenal 

causes of excess accumulatIOns of stormwater and/or samtary water escapmg from thiS 

Defendant's sewers and ,then, Invadmg from thiS Defendant's sewers mto the properties of 
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members of the PlamhffClass whose properties were servlced by this Defendant's sewers on 

the Occurrence Date 

62 This Defendant's members of the PlamttffClass were Immediately and directly damaged as a 

proximate cause of thiS Murtlclpa) Defendant's acts and omlSSlons as set forth m the 

"'Damage Section" set out later herem and Incorporated herem by reference 

Wherefore, the PlamtlfTs request the rehef agamst thJs Defendant set forth m the Rehef SectIOns 

III.B. SECOND COUNT AS TO EACH MUNICIPAL DEFENDANT: 745 ILCS §J-IOJ(A) 
FAILURE TO REMEDY KNOWN DANGEROUS CONDITIONS 

63 The precedmg paragraphs are mcorporatcd herem by reference 

64 As used m thiS Complamt, "Second Count" means a cause of action agamst each Defendant 

based upon 745 ILCS §ILCS §3-J03(A) for neghgent fadure to remedy known dangerous 

sewer condltlon(s) as set forth m thiS Part III.B. herem All averments In thiS Part III.B. are 

mcorporated mto each "Second Count" against each tndlvldual Defendant set out later 10 

thiS Complamt 

6S ThIs MUrtlclpal Defendant's stonnwater sewer system(s) andlor sanitary sewer systems was 

"property" IS used wlthm the meanmg of745 I LCS§ 10/3-102(a) 

66 The sewer water m thIS MUniCipal Defendant's sewer system was and 1S "property" wlthm 

the meanmg of745 lLCS§ 10/3-103(a) 

67 Pnor to the Occurrence, thIS Mumclpal Defendant had constructed a storm water sewer 

system(s) and/or samtary water sewer system(s) 

68 ThIs Mumclpal Defendant knew that Its eXlstmg constructed stonnwater sewer system(s) 

and/or sanItary water sewer systcm(s) created unreasonable dangerous condlhons to members 

of the PJamtlffClass as sewer water mvaslons frequently resulted from the operatIon of thIS 
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Municipal Defendant's stonnwater sewer systcm(s) and/or sanitary sewer water(s) mto 

members of the Plaintiffs' Class properties which were serviced by thiS MUnicipal 

Defendant's sewers • 

69 11us MUnicipal Defendant was under a duty to remedy an unsafe condition ansmg after the 

execution of thiS MUnicipal Defendant's constructlOn plan relating to stonnwater sewer 

system(s) and/or sanitary water sewer system(s) sewer water mvaslons Into members of the 

PlamtlffClass' homes, bUildings and propertIes under 745 ILCS Sec 3-103(a) 

Sec 3-103 (a) A local public entity IS not hable under thiS Article for an injury caused by 
the adoption of a plan or deSign (.If a construction of, or an Improvement to pubhc 
property where the plan or dcslgn has been approved In advance of the construction or 
Improvement by the legislative body of such entity or by some other budy Or employee 
exerclsmg dlscretlOnary authonty to give such npproval ur where sueh plan or deSign IS 
prepared 10 contonmty with standurds prevIously so approved The local public entity is 
babic, however, If after lhe execution of such plan or design It appears from .Is use 
that it has created a condition that it IS not reasonably safe. 

70 	Despite the Detailed Watershed Plan and/or other mUnicIpal reports det8lLmg thiS Munlc1pal 

Detendant's known defects causing sewer water mvaslons, thIS MuniCipal Defendant faded 

to remedy these known detects • 

71 	 This Defendant owed to members of the Plamtlffs' Class whom properties were serviced by 

thiS Defendant's sewers a duty as these Plamtlffs would be foreseeably mjured by breach of 

these statutory duties because mvoomg sewer water from thiS Defendant's stonnwater sewer 

system(s) and sanitary sewer water(s) mto these Plamtlffs' homes and other bUlldmgs posed 

a known nsk to the health, safety and welfare ofthcse Plamtlffs' propertlcs 

72 	 This MUniCipal Defendant owed thiS duty under §3-103(a) as to a1l stonnwater baSinS, 

stonnwater storage structures and stonnwater conveyance struetures owned, operated and/or 

controlled by thiS MUniCipal Defendant 
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73 ThIs Defendant breached thIs duty to properly mamtam the stonnwater sewer systems and/or 

samtary water sewer faet11tles by the fol1owmg conduc~ '" 

73 I TIus Defendant fatled to provIde safe, adequate mItigation storage for stonnwatcr 

to prevent stormwater mvaslons such as through the use of qUickly water-mtlatable 

property protectIOn systems, sandbags or other qUick solultons to mcrease mItIgation 

storage, for example, the City of Des Plames deployed qUick water-mflatable property 

protection systems on occasions before thiS OccurrcrJce "', 

73 2 This Defendant fatIed to proVide safe, adequate stonnwater control storage for 

stonnwater Includmg but not hmlted to ralsmg the banks such as through the use of 

qUIckly water-mflatable property protection systems, sandbags or other qUIck solutions 

to mcrea. ..e stormwater control storage for retention busms, detention basm~ and other 

stonnwater storage structures wlthm the watershed, subwatershed, and/or stormwater 

sewer system, e g, the CIty of Des Plames deployed qUick water-mtlatable property 

protection systems on occasIons before thiS Occurrence for stonnwater protectlon •• 

73 3 Relatmg to thIS discharge culvert m a retentton basm(s), a detention basm(s), 

and/or another stonnwater storage stfucturc(s), thIS Defendant (a) fal1ed to attenuate 

stonnwater flows through the dIscharge culyerts through the use of sandbags or other 

temporary systems, (b) faIled to temporary raise the discharge elevation of the culvcrt(s) 

through sandbags or other temporary systems and/or (c) fatIed to block the storm water 

flows through the dIscharge cu(verl(s) through the use of sandbags, flapgates or other 

temporary or adjustable gates and/or systems'" , 

73 4 ThiS Defendant fatled to proVide safe, adequate mitigation conveyance for 

Slonnwater mcJudmg but not hmned to usmg qUIckly mflatable property protection 
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systems such as the systems used by the City of Des Plalncs or simIlar systems to 

mcrease the banks of channels and/or streams for safe conveyance of stonnwater "', 

735 This Defendant failed to provide safe, adequate stormwater conveyance for 

stormwatcr mcludmg but not hmlted to usmg qwckly mflatable property protection 

systems such as the systems used by the City of Des Plames or Similar systems to 

Increase the banks ofchannels and/or streams for safe conveyance of stormwater "', 

736 ThiS Defendant failed to provide safe, adequate stormwater bamers such as 

h..-mporary stonnwater-protectlon walls and/or stormwater-protectlon levees to protect 

-members of Plamtlff Class properties from stormwater mcludmg but not limited to usmg 

qUlckly mflatable property protection systems such as the systems used by the City of 

Des PIames or slmtJar systems to mcrease the banks of channels and/or streams for safe 

conveyance ofstorrnwater "', and/or 

73 7 This Defendant faded to pump down and/or pump out stormwater storage basinS, 

sewers and/or structures before and/or dunng the ram ... 

74 This Defendant caused 10 fact damage to member of the Plamtlffs' Class by the foregOing 

breaches because, but for these fadures to properly manage stonn sewer water and/or san1tary 

sewer water, sewer water would not have Invaded members of PIamtl fIClass propertIes from 

the storm water sewer(s) and/or sanitary scwcr(s) under thiS Defendant's exclUSive 

ownership, operation and/or control 

75 	ThIs Defendant proximately caused members of the Plamtlffs' Class damages by the 

foregomg brcaches because these breaches were the dIrect and ImmedIate cause of excess 

accumulations of storm water and/or sanitary water to escape from the control of thJS 

FARMERS V COUNTY OF WILL-ORJ<!1lNAlHcoNfp·ltAI~~.Q40416 PO 22 



04/17/14 14:12:20 WCCH 


Defendant and to escape from this Defendant's sewer system(s) and, then, to mvade from thIs 

Defendant's sewers mto thc PlamtlffClass Members' properties on the Occurrence Date 

76 Members of the PlamhffClass were Immediately and directly damaged as a proximate cause 

ofthIS MUnICipal DefendanCs acts and omISSIons as set forth m the "Damage Section" 

recited later herem and mcorporated herem by reference 

Wherefore, the Plamtl ffs request the relief agamst thiS Defendant set forth m the Relief Sections 

III.C. THIRD COUNT: VIOLATION OF ILLINOIS CONSTITUTION ART. I, SEC. 15 
AND FIFTH AMENDED TO THE U.S. CONSTITUTION 

77 	The precedmg paragraphs are mcorporated herem 

78 	 As used In thiS Complamt, "Third Count" means a cause of acllon agamst each Defcmdant 

based upon a ViolatIons of the Takmg Clause of the IllmOls Constitution bemg Article I, 

Section 15 and the Taking Clause set forth m the Fifth Amendment to the Umted States 

Constitution as set forth m thlS Part III.C. herem All averments m thiS Part III.C. are 

Incorporated mto each "Third Count" against each mdlvldual Defendant set out laler m thIS 

Complamt 

19 	On the Occurrence Date, thiS Defendant's members of the PlamtdTClass suffered a direct 

encroachment upon then real properties when stonnwater andlor sewer water Invaded theIT 

real propertIes from thiS Defcndant's sewers and subjected Plaintiffs' real properties 

mcludmg reSidences and other buddmgs to a pubhc use as retention basinS andlor detention 

basms of thiS Defendant's stonnwater andlor sewer water 

80 	On the Occurrence Date, thIS Defendant'S sewer water mvaslons mto ItS members ofthe 

Plamtlffs' Class homes and propcrtles excluded or rcstncted the PlalnttffClass' dommlon 
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and control over theIr real propertlcs mcludmg then residences and homes and personal 

propertIes 

8] 	 IIhnOls Constitution Art I, Sec 15, entttied "TaklOg of Real and Personal Property" and the 

Fifth Amendment to the Umted States Constitution prohibit the taking of pnvatc property for 

pubhc use wIthout payment ofJust compensatIon to the cItizen whose property was taken 

82 	Pursuant to the I1hnOls and Umted States ConstItution, thiS Defendant was under a duty to 

provide Just compensation for thiS Defendant's takmg of Its members of the Plaintiff Class' 

real and personal property Includmg resIdences, butldmgs, other real property and personal 

property 

83 As to thIS Defendant, thiS Defendant's members of the PlamtJffs' Class are parhes 

benefiCIally mterested to mamtam thiS actIOn because they are entItled to Just compensatIon 

from thiS Dcfcndant relatmg to thiS Defendant's Taking ofPJamuffs' real and personal 

property by thiS Defendant's discharge of sewer water mto ami/onto the properties of Its 

members of the Plamuffs' Class 

84 Because stonnwater and/or samtary water from thiS Defendant's propertles mvaded Its 

members of the Plamtlff Class, these phYSical stormwater and samtary water overflows and 

IOvaslOns mto Its members of the PlamtlffCJass' homes, reSidences and propertles was for a 

pubhc use specIfically, thIS Defendant took and appropnate the ItS PlamlifTs' propertJes for 

use as retentIon basms, detenllon basms and/or other storage structures ofthiS Defendant 

storm water and/or samtary water 

85 	 By these acts ofpubhc use and appropnauon for publtc use oftts PlalOufTs' properties as 

sewer water basms for thiS Defendant's sewer water, thIS Defendant unjustIfiably and 

unlawfully, mterfered, hmdered, and prevented PlalOtlffs from thelf exclUSIve ngllt to use 
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Plamtiffs' properties for their mtended purposes and use as guaranteed by the IIhnols and the 

Umted States Constitution 

86 	The repeated presence of this Defendant's accumulated water 10 ItS Plamtlffs' properties and 

the ongomg threat dunng ramfalls of the Significant nsk ofadd I tlOnal lOvaslons has resulted 

m a permanent and substantial mterference With Its Plamtlffs' usc and enjoyment of their real 

properties and personal properties mcludmg but not hmltcd to a permanent and substantial 

reducllon Ifnot total destructIOn ofthe market value of ItS Plamtlffs' real and personal 

property mcludmg their homes and bUlldmgs 

87 	ThiS Defendant took Its members of the PlamtlffClass' homes. other real property and 

personal property Without Just compensatIon to vlolatton these prOVISions of the IlhnOls and 

US ConstItution Despite these destructive sewer water lOvaslons. Plmntlffs have not 

received Just compensation for thiS substantial mterference of their real properties and 

personal properties 

88 	ThiS Defendant has proXimately caused damage to the PlamUO's' real properties mcludmg 

thClr homes and other butldmgs and personal properties as these properties became partially 

and/or totally unmhabltable and/or usable as a result of this Defendant's actions and/or 

mactlOns as set forth herem resultmg m sewer water mvaslOns mto the Plamtlffs' real 

properties mcludmg homes and bUlldmgs and personal property on the Occurrence Date 

89 	The Plamtlffs request the damages set forth In the Damage Section herem 

Wherefore, the PlamttfTs request the rchefagamst thiS Defendant set forth 10 the RehefSectlons 

IV. DAMAGES 

90 	These sewer water mvaslons were so rapid that thiS Defendant's members of the Plamtlffs' 

Class were not able to protect their properties from the sewer water mV8Slons 
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91 	 These sewer water mvaslons were so rapid that this Defendanfs members of the Plamtlffs' 

Class mcludmg elderly men and women and young children were forced to evacuate parts or 

all of their homes because ofsafety concerns ansmg from these sewer watcr mvaslons 

92 Many samtary sewer water invasions from thIs Defendant's sanitary sewers were so rapid 

that geysers of sewer water shot oul from floor drams, toilets, showers and other basement 

floor opemngs In members of the Plamtlffs' Class 

93 As a direct and proximate result of the foregomg sudden. daneerolls and calamltolls 

occurrences damagmg this Defendant's members of the PlamtlfTs' Class, Its PlamtJffClass' 

homes, residences, other real property and personal property were Invaded by sewer water 

from thiS Defendant's sewers and Its Plamttffs suffered the followmg damages set forth for 

purposes ofdesenptJOn but not hmltatlon and mcludmg, but not hmlted to 

93 I The Insurer members of thiS Plamtltf Class paid momes to then msureds for 

emergency restoratIOn and remediation of sewer water contammated homes of their 

Insureds, and/or 

93 2 The Insurer members ofthe Plamtlff Class paid momes to the msureds based upon 

damage to the real properties of then msureds, and/or 

933 The msurcr members ofthe PlamtlffClass paid momes to the msureds based upon 

damage to the personal properties of their Insureds, and/or 

934 The msurer members of the Plamtlff Class paid momcs to the msurer's busmess 

msureds bascd upon loss of mcome, loss of profits and/or other economic damages 

under busmess interruption prOVISIons ofthe msurors' msurance pohCICS, and/or 

93 5 Members of the Plamtlff Class Incurred evacuation costs relatmg to evacuation 

from thelT homes, and/or 
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936 Members of the Plaintiffs' Class sustained uninsured losses to their real properties 

due to contact with the sewer waters which damaged the Intenor finishes of their homes 

and bUlldmgs mcludmg but not hmlted to damage to mtenor walls consisting ofdrywall 

or other wall finishes, wall partltlons, floonng andlor celhngs and other parts of theIr 

real property, andlor 

937 Members of the Plamtlffs' Class sustained uninsured losses for damages to their 

personal properties mcludlng but not hmlted to furniture, horne electromcs, clothmg 

andlor other Items of personal property, andlor 

93 8 Members of the PlamulTs' Class sustamed unmsured losses relatmg to out-of­

pockct costs and expended substantial amounts of tIme, effort and money for Plamtlffs 

to clean thelT homes, reSidences, properties andlor vehicles due to the conditions caused 

by the sewer water invasions mto their residences, properties andlor vehicles, andlor 

93 9 Members of the PlaintIffs' Class have SIgnificantly reduced andlor destroyed 

market value of thear homes, rcsldences and propertIes due to these sewer water 

InvaSIons, andlor 

93 	]0 Members of the Plalnuffs' Classes have sustamed other economic losses 

V. RELIEF AS TO THIS DEFENDANT 

Wherefore, thiS Defendant's members of the PlalntJlTs Class seek the folJowmg rehefagamst 

thiS Defendant 

A The award of compensatory damages against thiS Defendant as to Its members of the 

PlamtlfTs' Class m excess of the Junsdlcuonal rnmlmum of thiS Court, and 

B 	 Such other reherto which thiS Defendant's members of the Plamtlffs' Class may be 

entitled 
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l. Claims Against County of Will 

94 As used for these chums, "Ih,s Defendant" means County ofWdl 

95 The Plamtrffs mcorporate by reference the preceding paragraphs 

96 Incorporating Part IIl.A. herem, the First Count against thIs Defendant IS for breach of745 

ILSC §3-102(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to ItS Plaintiffs to safely malntam 

and operate Its storm water sewer(s) and/or sanitary sewer(s), proximately causing sewer 

water invasIons mto Its Plaintiffs' propertIes which directly and ImmedIately resulted m 

property damage to ItS P lamtrff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

97 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem, the Second Count agamst thIs Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3- J03(a) because this Defendant breached ItS duty to Its PlamtIffs to remedy 

scwer defects whIch created unreasonable safe condItions hazardous to Its Plamtlffs, 

proximately causing sewer water invasIOns mto Its PlaintIffs' properties whIch directly and 

Immediately resulted In property damage to Its Plamtlff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

98 	 Incorporatmg Part III.C., the Third Count agamst thlS Defendant IS for Violations of the 

Taking Clause of the mmols ConstitutIOn, being ArtIcle I, Section 15, and the Takmg Clause 

of the Untted States Constitution. bemg the Flfth Amendment, because thIS Defendant 

mlsappropnated US Plamtlffs' propertIes for a pubhc use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retention and/or detentIon basinS WIthout Just compensation, proximately causmg sewer 

water mvaslons mto ItS PlamtllTs' propertIes which duectly and ImmedIately resulted m 

property damage to Its Plamttffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore. the members of this Defendant's PlamtlffSubclass who own and/or msured property 

wnhm thiS Defendant'sJunsdlctlon requests the Rehefset forth herem agamst thIS Defendant 
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2. Claims Against City of Naperville 

99 As used fOT these claims, "thiS Defendant" means City ofNaperville 

100 The Plamtlffs mcorporatc by reference the precedmg paragrclphs 

101 IncorporatIng Part II I.A. herem, thc First Count agamst thiS Defendant IS fOT breach of 

745 ILSC §3· J02(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Its PlamtltTs to safely 

mamtam and operatc Its stonnwatcr sewer(s) and/or sanitary sewer(s), proxlmatc1y causmg 

sewer watcr mvaslOns mto Its PJa1OlltTs' propertIes which directly and Immediately resulted 

m property damage to Its PlamtdfSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

102 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem, the Second Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-103(a) because thIS Dcfendant breached Its duty to ItS Plamtlffs to remedy 

sewer defccts which created unreasonable safe conditions hazardous to Its Plamtlffs, 

proximately causmg sewer water invasIOns 1Oto Its PJamufl"s' properties which directly and 

Immedlatc1y resulted m propcrty damage to Its PlamtdfSubcJass on the Occurrence Date 

103 Incorporatmg Part III.C., the Third Count agamst thIS Defendant IS for ViolatIOns of the 

Takmg Clause of the lIhnols ConstItution, bemg ArtIcle 1. Section 15, and thc Takmg C1ause 

of the United States ConstItution, bemg the Fifth Amcndment, because thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated Its PlamtIO's' properties for a pubhc use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retentIOn and/or detentton basms wtthout Just compensation, proximately causmg sewer 

water mvaslOns mto Its PlamtltTs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted In 

property damage to ItS Plaml1ffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore, the members of this Defendant's PlamtltTSubclass who own and/or msured property 

wlthm thiS Defendant'sJunsdlctlOn requests the Rehcfset forth herem agrunst thiS Defendant 
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3. Claims Against Village of Bolingbrook 

104 As used for these claJms, "thIS Defendant" means VIUage of Bolingbrook 

105 The Plamtlffs mcorporate by reference the precedmg paragraphs 

106 Incorporatmg Part III.A. herein, the First Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for breach of 

745 I LSC §3-I02(a} because this Defendant breached ItS duty to ItS Plamtlffs to safely 

mamtam and operate Its storm water sewer(s) and/or sanitary sewer(s), prox.lmately causmg 

sewer water mvaslons mto ItS Plamtlfis' propertlcs which dlrecl.1y and Jmmedlatcly' resulted 

10 property damage to Its Plamtl ff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

107 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem, the Second Count agamst thIS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-103(a) because thIS Defendant breached ItS duty to Its Plamtlffs to remedy 

sewer defects which created unreasonable safe conditions hazardous to Its Plamtlffs, 

proximately causmg sewer water mvasions mto Its PlamtltTs' properties which directly and 

ImmedIately resulted 10 property damage to ItS PlamtlffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

108 Incorporatmg Part IlI.C., the Third Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for ViolatIons of the 

TaJong Clause of the IlhnOls ConstitutIOn, bemg Article I, SectIon IS, and the TaJung Clause 

of the Untted States ConstitUtiOn, bemg the Fifth Amendment, because thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated Its PlamtllTs' properties for a pubhc use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retention and/or detentIon basloS Without Just compensatIOn, proXImately causmg sewer 

waler mvaslons mto Its Plamtlffs' properties which dtrectly and Immediately resulted In 

property damage to Its PlamtllTs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore, the members OfthlS Defendant's PlamtllTSubclass who own and/or inSured property 

wlthm thiS Defendant's Junsdlcl10n requests the Rehef set forth herem agamst thiS Defendant 
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4. Claims Against Village of Plainfield 

109 As used for thesc claims, "thIS Defendant" means Village of Plamfield 

I 10 The Plamtdfs mcorporate by reference the precedmg paragraphs 

III Incorporatmg Part III.A. herem. the First Count agamst this Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3-102(a) because this Defendant breached Its duty to Its Plamtlffs to safely 

mamtam and operate Its stormwater sewer(s) and/or sanitary sewer(s), proximately causmg 

sewer water mvaslons mto Its Plamuffs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted 

10 propcrty damage to Its Plamtlff Subclass on thc Occurrence Date 

I 12 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem, the Second Count agamst this Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-103(a) because tlus Defendant breached Its duty to 11s Plamuffs to remedy 

sewer defects which created unreasonable safe conditIOns hazardous to Its Plamtlffs, 

proximately eausmg sewer watcr mvaslons mto ItS Plalntlffc;' propertlcs which directly and 

Immedlately resulted 10 property damage to Its PlamttffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

113 Incorporatmg Part IIJ.C., the Tbird Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for ViolatiOns of the 

Takmg Clause of the IllinOiS Constitution, bcmg Article 1, Section 15. and the Takmg Clause 

of the Umtcd States Constitution, bcmg the Fifth Amcndment, beeause thiS Defendant 

ffilsappropnated Its PlamtllTs' properties for a pubhc use as thiS Defendanfs sewer water 

retentIOn and/or detentton basms WIthout Just compensatIon, proXimately causmg sewer 

water invasions mto Its Plamtlffs· propertIes which directly and ImmedIately resulted 10 

property damage to Its PlamhlTs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore. the members of thIs Defendant's PlamtlffSubclass who own and/or msured propeny 

wlthm thiS Defendant's JUflsdlctlon requests the Rehefset forth herem agamst thiS Defendant 
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5. Claims Against Village of New Lenox 

114 As used lor these claims, "this Defendant" means Village of New Lenox 

1 I 5 The Plamtlffs Incorporate by reference the precedmg paragraphs 

116 Incorporatmg Part III.A. herem, the First Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3-102(8) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Its Plamuffs to safely 

mamtam and operate Its storm water sewer(s) and/or sanitary sewer(s), proximately causmg 

sewer water mvaslons mto Its Plamtlffs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted 

m property damage to Its PlamtlffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

117 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem, the Second Count agamst thIS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-103(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Its PlamtItTs to remedy 

sewer defects whIch created unrcasonable safe conditions hazardous to Its Plamtlffs, 

proximately causmg sewer water mvaslons mto Its Plamuffs' propertlcs whIch directly and 

ImmedIately resulted m proper1y damage to ltS PlamttffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

118 Jncorporatmg Part III.C., the Third C{)unt agamst thiS Defendant IS for vlolatlons of the 

Takmg Clause of the illinOIS ConstItution, bemg Article I, SectIon IS, and the Taktng Clause 

of the United States ConStitutIOn, bemg the FIfth Amendment, bccause thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated ItS Plaintiffs' properties lor a public use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retention and/or detention basms Without Just compensation, proXimately causmg sewer 

water mvaslons mto Its Plamtlfl's' properties which directly and ImmedIately resulted 10 

property damage to Its Plamttffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore, the members of thiS Defendant's Plamtlff Subclass who own and/or msured property 

Wlthm thiS Defendant's Junscbctlon requests the Rehef set forth herem agamst thIS Defendant 
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6. Claims Against City of Joliet 

119 As used for these claims, "this Defcndant'~ means City of Johet 

120 The Plaintiffs Incorporate by reference the precedmg paragraphs 

121 Incorporating Part III.A. herem, the First Count agamst tlus Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3-102(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Its Plaml1ffs to safely 

malntam and operate Its stonnwater sewer(s) and/or sanitary sewer(s), prox1mately causmg 

sewer water invasions mto Its Plamhffs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted 

m propt.'Tty damage to Its Plamtlff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

122 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem, the Second Count against thiS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3- J03(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Its Plamtlffs to remedy 

sewer defects whIch created unreasonable safe condltJOns hazardous to Its Plamt1ffs, 

proxImately causmg sewer water mvaslons mto ItS P1amtlffs' propertIes whIch directly and 

ImmedIately resulted 10 property damage to Its PlamttffSubelass on the Occurrence Date 

123 Incorporating Part III.C., the Third Count agamst thiS Defendant 1S for ViolatIons of the 

Takmg Clause of the 11ImOis Constltutton, bemg Article I, SectIon 15, and thc Takmg Clause 

of the Untted States ConstltutJOn, bemg the FIfth Amendment, because thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated Its Plamtlffs' properties for a pubhc use as ttus Dctcndanfs sewer water 

retenhon and/or detention basms WIthout Just compensatJOn~ proXimately causmg sewer 

water invasIOns Into us Plamufl'S' propert1es which directly and ImmedIately resulted 10 

property damage to Its PlaintIffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore, the members orthls Defendant's PlaintIff Subclass who own and/or msured property 

wllhm thIS Defendant'S Juns(hctlOn requests the Rehef set forth herem agamst thiS Defendant 
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7. Claims Against Village ofSllorewood 

124 As used for these claims, "this Defendant" means VIllage of Shorewood 

125 The Plaintiffs Incorporate by reference the preceding paragraphs 

126 Incorporatmg Part III.A. herem, the First Count against thiS Defendant IS for breach of 

745 I LSC §3-102(a) because thIS Defendant breached Its duty to ItS Plaintiffs to safely 

mamtam and operate Its stonnwater sewer(s) andlor samtary sewer(s), proximately causmg 

sewer water invaSions Into us Plaintiffs' propertIes whIch dtrectly and Immediately resuJted 

In property damage to ItS PlamtlffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

127 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem. the Second Count agamst thIS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-103(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to ItS Plamtlffs to remedy 

sewer defects whIch created unreasonable safe conditions hazardous to Its Plamtlffs. 

proximately causmg sewer water mvaSIons 1010 Its Plamtlffs' properties which directly and 

Imme<hately resulted m property damage to ItS PIamtiffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

128 Incorporating Part HI.C., the Third Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for Violations of the 

Takmg Clause of the lit. nOls ConstitutIOn, bemg ArtIcle I, Section 15, and the Takmg Clause 

of the UnIted States Conshtullon, bemg the FIfth Amendment. because thiS Defendant 

misappropriated Its PlamtdTs' properties for a public use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retention andlor detentIOn basms Without Just compensation, proximately causmg sewer 

water mvaslons mto ItS Plamtlffs~ properties which dtrectly and Immediately resulted In 

property damage t<? Its PI81nuffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Dale 

Wherefore, the members of thIS Defendant's Plamtlff Subclass who own andlor ms~rcd property 

wlthm thiS Defendant'sJuTlsdlctlOn requests the Rehefset forth herem agams1 thiS Defendant 
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8. Claims Against Village of Manhattan 

129 As used for these clanns, "this Defendant" means Village of Manhattan 

130 The Plamhffs Incorporate by reference the preccdmg paragraphs 

13 ] Incorporatmg Part III.A. herein, the First Count against thiS Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3-102(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Its Plaintiffs to safely 

malntam and operate Its stormwatcr sewcr(s) and/or samtary sewer(s), proximately caUSing 

sewer water mvaslons into Its Plaintiffs' properties which directly and Immediately resultcd 

In property damage to Its PlamtlffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

132 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem, the Second Count against thiS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-103(a) because thiS Dcfendant breached ItS duty to Its Plamllffs to remedy 

sewer defects which created unreasonable safe conditions hazardous to ItS Plamtlffs, 

prmomately causmg sewer water invaSions mto Its Plamttffs' properties which directly and 

Immediately resulted m properly damage to Its Plaintiff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

133 Incorporatmg Part III.C., the Third Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for Violations of the 

Taking Clause of the 111 mOtS Constttutlon, bemg Article I, Section 15. and the Taking Clause 

of the Untted States Constitution, bemg the Fifth Amendment, because thiS Defcndant 

mlsappropnated Its Plamtlfls' properties for a public use as thIS Defendant's sewer water 

retention and/or detentlOn basinS WithOUt Just compensatlon, proximately causmg sewer 

watcr mvaslons mto Its Plamtlffs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted m 

property damage to Its Plamtlffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore, the members of thiS Defendant's Plamtlff Subclass who own and/or Insured property 

wlthm thiS Defendant's Junsdlctlon requests the Rehef set forth herem agamst thiS Defendant 
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9. Claims Against Village of University Park 

134 As used for these claims, "this Defendant" means Village ofUmverslty Park 

135 The Plaintiffs mcorporate by reference the precedmg paragraphs 

136 Incorporating Part III.A. hercm, the First Count against thiS Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3- I 02(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Its Plamhffs to safely 

maintain and operate Its storm water sewer(s) and/or sanitary sewer(s), proximately causmg 

sewcr water InvaSIOns mto Its Plamtlffs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted 

In property damage to Its PlamtlffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

137 Incorporating Part III.B. herem. the Second Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3- I 03(a) because thlS Defendant breached Its duty to ItS Plamtlffs 10 remedy 

sewer defects which created unreasonable safe conditIOns hazardous to Its Plamtlffs, 

proximately caUSIng sewer water InvasIOns mto Its Plamtdls' properties which dIrectly and 

Immediately resulted m property damage to ItS PlaintltfSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

138 Incorporating Part III.C., the Third Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for vlolattons of the 

Taking Clause of the lIhnOls COnStitution, bemg Article I, SectIOn 15. and the Takmg Clause 

of the Umted States Constitution, bemg the FIfth Amendment, because thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated Its PlamtlfTs' properties for a pubhc use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retention and/or detention basinS Without Just compensation, proximately causmg sewer 

water invasions mto Its Plaintiffs' properties whIch dlfectly and Immediately resulted In 

property damage to Its Plamttffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore, the members of this Defendant's PlamtllfSubclass who own and/or msured property 

wtthm thiS De fendant' s Junsdlctlon requests the Rehef set forth herem agamst thiS Defendant 
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10. Claims Against ViUage of Homer Glen 

139 As used for these claims, "this Defendant" means VIUage of Homer Glen 

140 The Plamuffs Incorporate by reference the precedmg paragraphs 

141 Incorporating Part III.A. herem, the First Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3-J02(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to ltS Plamuffs to safely 

mamtam and operate Its stonnwater sewer(s) and/or sanitary scwer(s), proximately causmg 

sewer water mvaslons mto Its PlamtttTs' properties which duectly and Immediately resulted 

m property damage to Its Plaintiff Subc1ass on the Occurrence Date 

142 Incorporatmg Part III.B. herem, the Second Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-I03(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Jts Plamtlffs to remedy 

sewer defects which created unreasonable safe conditIOns hazardous to Its Plamtlffs, 

proximately causmg sewer water lO\'aSlons mto Its Plaintiffs' propenles which directly and 

Immediately resulted 10 property damage to Its Plamttff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

143 Incorporating Part III.C., the Third Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for Violations of the 

Taking Clause of the llhnOis ConStitution, bemg Article I, Section 15, and the Takmg Clause 

of the Umted States Constitution, bemg the FIfth Amendment, because thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated Its Plamtlffs' properties for a pubhc use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retention and/or detentIOn basms Without Just compensation, proXimately causmg sewer 

water invasIOns mto Its PlamtltTs' propenles which directly and Immediately resulted In 

property damage to Its PlaintIffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore. the members of this Defendant's PlamltO'Subclass who own and/or Insured property 

wlthm thiS Defendant's Junsdlctlon requests the Rehef set forth herem against thiS Defendant 
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11. Claims Against Village of Frankfort 

'44 As used for thesc claims, "this Defendant" means VlIlage ofFrankfort 

145 The Plaintiffs mcorporate by reference the preceding paragraphs 

146 Incorporating Part III.A. herem, the First Count against this Defendant IS for breach of 

745 IlSC §3-102(a) because this Defendant breached Its duty to Its Plaintiffs to safely 

maintain and operate Its stOInlwater sewer(s) and/or sanitary sewer(s). proxImately causing 

sewer water invaSions Into Its PlamtIffs' properties which duectJy and Immediately resulted 

In property damage to Its Plaintiff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

147 Incorporating Part III.B. herein, the Second Count against thiS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 rlSC §3-103(a) because thiS Defendant breached ItS duty to Its Plaintiffs to remedy 

sewcr defects whIch created unrcasonable safe conditIOns hazardous to ItS Plaintiffs. 

proxlmatcly causing sewer watcr invasions Into Its PlamtltTs' propertIes whIch directly and 

Immediately resulted 10 property damage to Its Plaintiff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

148 Incorporating Part III.C., the Third Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for violatIOns of the 

Takmg Clause of the illinOIS Constitution, being Article I, Section I S, and the Takmg Clause 

of the Untted States Constitution, being the Fifth Amendment, because thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated llS Plaintiffs' properties ror a pubhc use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retentIOn and/or detention basms Without Just compensatIon, proximately causmg sewer 

water invasIOns mto ItS Plaintiffs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted m 

property damage to Its Plamtlffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore. the members of thIS Defendant's PlalOutTSubclass who own and/or Insured property 

wlthm thIS Defendant'sJuns(hctlon requests the Rehef set forth herem agamst thIS Defendant 
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12. Claims Against Village of Channahon 

149 As used for these claims, "tIllS Defendant" means V IJlage ofChannahon 

150 The Plamtlffs mcorporate by reference the precedmg paragraphs 

151 Incorporatmg Pan III.A. herem, the First Count against thiS Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3-102(a) because thiS Defendant breached Its duty to Its Plamtlffs to safely 

mamtam and operate Its stonnwater sewcr(s) and/or samtary sewer(s), proximately causmg 

sewer water mvaslOns mto Its PlamtlfTs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted 

10 propeny damage to Its PlamtlffSubcJass on the Occurrence Date 

152 Incorporatmg Part IIl.B. herem, the Second Count agamst thIS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-103(a) because thiS Defendant breached ItS duty to Its Plamuffs to remedy 

sewer defects which created unreasonable safe condlltons hazardous to Its Plamtlffs, 

proximately causmg sewer water mvaslons mto ItS Plamut1s' properties which dIrectly and 

ImmedIately resulted m property damage to ItS Plamtlff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

153 lncorporattng Part III.C•• the Third Count agamst thIS Defendant IS for VIolatIons of the 

Takmg Clause of the IlImoIs Constitution. bemg Article I. Section I S. and the Takmg Clause 

of the Umted States Constitution. bemg the Fifth Amendment, because thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated Its Plamtlffs' propertIes for a pubhc use as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retentIOn and/or detention basms WIthout Just compensatIOn, proximately causmg sewer 

water mvaslons mto Us Plamuffs· properties whIch directly and Immediately resulted m 

property damage to ItS Plamtlffs' Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore, the members of this Defendant's PlamtlffSubclass who own and/or msured property 

wnhm thiS Defendant's Junsdlctlon requests the Rchefset forth herem agamst thIS Defendant 
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13. Claims Against City of Lockport 

154 As used for these claims, "this Defendant" means CIty of Lockport 

155 The Plaintiffs Incorporate by reference the preceding paragraphs 

156 Incorporating Part IIl.A. herem, the First Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for breach of 

745 ILSC §3-102(a) because thiS Defendant breached 1£s duty to Its Plamtlffs to safely 

mamtam and operate Its stonnwater sewer(s) and/or samtary sewer(s). prmnmately causmg 

sewer water mvaslons mto Its Plamhffs' properties which directly and Immediately resulted 

10 property damage to Its PlamtlffSubclass on the Occurrence Date 

157 Incorporating Part III.B. herem, the Second Count agamst thiS Defendant IS for breach 

of 745 ILSC §3-103(a) because thiS Defendant breached ItS duty to Its Plamtlffs to remedy 

sewer defects which created unreasonable safe conditions hazardous to ItS Plamuffs. 

proXimately causmg sewer water mvaslons mto Its PlamtJf'ls' properties whIch directly and 

Immediately resulted 10 property damage to Its Plamtlff Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

158 Incorporatmg Part III.C., the Third Count agamst thIS Defendant IS for VIolatIons of the 

Takmg Clause of the lIhnOis ConstItUtion, bemg ArtIcle I, SectIOn 15, and the Takmg Clause 

of the Umted States Constitution, bemg the FIfth Amendment, because thiS Defendant 

mlsappropnated Its Plaintiffs' properties for a pubhc usc as thiS Defendant's sewer water 

retention and/or detention basms without Just compensation, proXImately causmg sewer 

water invaSions mto Its Plamtlffs· propertIes whIch directly and Immediately resulted m 

property damage to Its Plamtlfls· Subclass on the Occurrence Date 

Wherefore, the members of this Defendant's PlamuffSubclass who own and/or msured property 

wnhm thIS Defendant's Junsdlctaon requests the Rehefset rorth herem against thiS Defendant 
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XIV. RELIEF 

WHEREFORE, the Plamtdfs request class certification of the classes and subclasses 

IdentIfied In this Complamt, compensatory rehef and such other relief as IS Just and proper 

agamst these Defendants 

Date Apn1 16,2014 ~+Wdham J Sneckenberg 
Steven M Thompson 
Sneckenberg, Thompson, Brody 
Counsel for Plamtlffs 
161 N Clark Street, Ste 3575 
Chicago, lL 60601 
Ph 312·782·9320 
Fx 312·782-3787 
ARCD No 6203873 

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL 

Date Apnl 16,2014 
tu Brody 

WIlliam J Sneckenbcrg 
Steven M Thompson 
Sncckenberg, Thompson, Brody 
Counsel for PlamtdTs 
161 N Clark Street, Stc 3575 
Chicago, IL 60601 
Ph 312-782-9320 
Fx 312-782-3787 
ARDC No 6203873 
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