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1. McCarthy v. Pedersen & Houpt
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  July 23, 1993  250 Ill.App.3d 166  621 N.E.2d 97


Malpractice. Client was not precluded from bringing malpractice claim against trial counsel by fact that he had
settled underlying action.


...who represented him in that claim for malpractice, the circuit court certified the question for appeal under Supreme Court
Rule 308(a) 134 Ill.2d R. 308(a) As...


...noted, the issue that has been certified is one of first impression in Illinois. We therefore look for guidance outside of
Illinois...


2. In re Marriage of Dahm-Schell and Schell
Supreme Court of Illinois.  November 18, 2021  2021 IL 126802  185 N.E.3d 1269


FAMILY LAW — Child Support. Nonmarital mandatory distributions and withdrawals from inherited IRAs
constituted “income” for purposes of calculating child support and maintenance.


...Court, Neville , J., held that: (1) as a matter of first impression, husband's receipt of mandatory distributions and
withdrawals from inherited individual...


...and child support calculations, and (2) as a matter of first impression, fact that husband reinvested nonmarital monetary
distributions and withdrawals from...


3. In re Estate of Anderson
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  March 15, 2011  408 Ill.App.3d 428  945 N.E.2d
661


INSURANCE - Automobile. Underinsured motorist (UIM) benefits arising from fatal automobile accident were
wrongful death proceeds distributable under Wrongful Death Act.


...Act. The Circuit Court, Cook County Jeffrey A. Malak , J., certified a question to Appellate Court. Holding: The Appellate
Court, Connors , J., held that on an issue of first impression, proceeds from UIM policy were wrongful death damages
distributable to...


4. State by Raoul v. Elite Staffing, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, FIFTH DIVISION.  June 03, 2022  --- N.E.3d ----  2022 IL App (1st)
210840


ANTITRUST — Conspiracy. The classification of alleged antitrust conspiracy as horizontal or vertical is
determined by existence or absence of concerted horizontal action.


...forbidding anticompetitive restraints on services, and (2) as matter of first impression, the classification of alleged antitrust
conspiracy as horizontal or vertical...


...Cases or questions reported, reserved, or certified. When reviewing a certified question, the Appellate Court is limited to
answering the specific question certified by the...


5. Sproull v. State Farm Fire and Casualty Company
Supreme Court of Illinois.  September 23, 2021  2021 IL 126446  184 N.E.3d 203
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INSURANCE — Liability. When calculating “actual cash value” of loss, property and materials, but not labor,
were subject to a depreciation deduction for depreciation.


...Court, Michael J. Burke , J., held that in matter of first impression, when calculating “actual cash value” of covered loss,
property structure...


...Cases or questions reported, reserved, or certified. When the Supreme Court accepts an appeal involving a question of
law certified for appeal, the scope of its review is broad and...








 (735 ILCS 5/2-1003) (from Ch. 110, par. 2-1003)
    Sec. 2-1003. Discovery and depositions.
    (a) Discovery, such as admissions of fact and of genuineness of documents, physical and
mental examinations of parties and other persons, the taking of any depositions, and
interrogatories, shall be in accordance with rules.
    (b) (Blank).
    (c) (Blank).
    (d) Whenever the defendant in any litigation in this State has the right to demand a
physical or mental examination of the plaintiff pursuant to statute or Supreme Court Rule,
relative to the occurrence and extent of injuries or damages for which claim is made, or in
connection with the plaintiff's capacity to exercise any right plaintiff has, or would have
but for a finding based upon such examination, the plaintiff has the right to have his or
her attorney, or such other person as the plaintiff may wish, present at such physical or
mental examination.
    (e) No person or organization shall be required to furnish claims, loss or risk
management information held or provided by an insurer, which information is described in
Section 143.10a of the "Illinois Insurance Code".
(Source: P.A. 99-110, eff. 1-1-16.)
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1. Zimmerman v. Schultheis
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  July 12, 2017  Not Reported in N.E.3d  2017 IL App (5th) 150451-
U


¶1 Held: Where plaintiff violated Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213 (eff. Jan. 1, 2007) by not disclosing expert
opinions, the trial court's orders striking plaintiff's evidence and granting defendants' motion in limine were not
an abuse of discretion. Where there is no genuine issue of material fact, the trial court's order...


...127 We find that the plain and unambiguous language of Rule 211(c)(1) and Rule 213(g) supports defendants' argument
that a contemporaneous objection during Dr. Duboe's evidence deposition was not absolutely necessary. That being said, the
analysis of...


...whether the questions posed to Dr. Duboe in his evidence deposition were of a type that could have been remedied during
the deposition. The defendants claim that the opinions at issue had not been previously disclosed and were therefore in
violation of Rule 213(f)(3) If the opinions had not...


2. Andrews v. Northwestern Memorial Hosp.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  May 26, 1989  184 Ill.App.3d 486  540 N.E.2d 447


Patient brought corporate negligence suit against hospital arising from two operations performed at hospital
by neurosurgeon. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Edwin Berman, J., granted summary judgment in favor of
hospital, and patient appealed. The Appellate Court, Lorenz, J., held that: (1) patient bringing suit against...


...refer to specific sections of the JCAH standards that defendant violated. However, Helman did state the specific nature of
the standards violated. For example, JCAH required periodic reappointment every one to two...


...standards, he did state specific circumstances of defendant's conduct that violated JCAH standards. The trial court,
therefore, improperly granted defendant's motion...
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Cases  View all 7


First Trust & Sav. Bank of Kankakee v. Commonwealth Edison Co.
Appellate Court of Illinois, Third District.  March 06, 1986  141 Ill.App.3d 668  490 N.E.2d 255


Administrator of estate of decedents, killed when citizens band antenna they were attempting to remove
from premises of seller made contact with overhead powerlines, sued power company. The Circuit Court,
Kankakee County, John F. Michela, P.J., dismissed complaint, and administrator appealed. The Appellate Court,
Wombacher, J., held...


...dismissal of Count III is also affirmed. Plaintiff alleged that Rules 211 and 214 of General Order 160 were violated by the
construction of the power lines in question. Rule 211 states: “All electrical supply and communication lines and equipment
shall...


...The trial court found that Rule 232 took precedence over Rules 211 and 214. Rule 232 provides for a minimum clearance
of...


St. John v. City of East St. Louis
Supreme Court of Illinois.  January 01, 1869  50 Ill. 92  1869 WL 5180


This record is brought here by appeal from the Circuit Court of St. Clair county, to reverse a judgment of that
court in favor of the City of East St. Louis, against Louisiana St. John, for the amount of a special assessment
for macadamizing Third street, on which defendant was the owner of several lots. It is admitted by the parties
that the work...


...upon the property assessed. This we held to be a violation of that rule of equality of burthens prescribed by the
constitution-- that the...


...case of The City of Ottawa v. Spencer, 40 ib. 211, the same rule was applied, for a like assessment, for the construction of...


Statutes & Court Rules


Rule 211.Warrant Calendar
IL R 11 CIR Rule 211  West's Smith-Hurd Illinois Compiled Statutes Annotated


West's Smith-Hurd Illinois Compiled Statutes Annotated
Rules of the Eleventh Judicial Circuit, State of Illinois [Ford, Livingston, Logan, Mclean, and Woodford Counties]
Rules 201-299. Criminal Felony, Misdemeanor, Dui, Traffic and Ordinance Violation Court Rules


...IL R 11 CIR Rule 211 IL Eleventh Judicial Circuit Court Rule 211 West's Smith-Hurd Illinois Compiled Statutes Annotated
Currentness Rules of...


...Rules 201-299 . Criminal Felony, Misdemeanor, Dui, Traffic and Ordinance Violation Court Rules Rule 211.Warrant
Calendar A.Transfer of Cases. Any pending case in...


Administrative Decisions & Guidance  View all 5


VILLAGE OF RANTOUL, Petitioner v. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, Respondent
Ill.Pol.Control.Bd.  April 03, 1980  1980 WL 13498  PCB 80-34


...proscribe delivery and acceptance of special wastes without a manifest. Rule 211(C) provides an exemption from Chapter 9
for persons who...
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...wastewater treatment plant sludge pursuant to established Agency policy. The Rule 211 exemptions are provided for special
waste haulers who are subject...


Secondary Sources  View all 48


10-144 § 211-10 REVOCATION, SUSPENSION OR REFUSAL TO ISSUE LICENSE
State Healthcare Laws Library  St. Healthcare L. Libr. 4179955


The Department make revoke, suspend or refuse to issue a license or renewal or place a licensee on probation
if the person: Has been convicted of a crime related to the practice of micropigmentation. B. Has engaged in
any deception or misrepresentation to the Department or the public in applying for a license or in the advertising
or practice of...


...10-144. Department of Health and Human Services - General Chapter 211. RULES RELATING TO MICROPIGMENTATION
PRACTITIONERS Regulation 10-144 § 211-10...


...danger to the public in the practice of micropigmentation. Has violated any of these rules. 10. Health & Human Services
10-144 Department of Health and Human Services - General Chapter 211. RULES RELATING TO MICROPIGMENTATION
PRACTITIONERS The Department make revoke, suspend or...


Briefs  View all 4


Supplemental Brief and Argument for Respondent/Appelant Denise Kadleck
In Re: THE MARRIAGE OF Jerome M. KADLECK, Petitioner-Appellee, v. Denise KADLECK, Respondent-Appellant.


Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  May 17, 1993


...inappropriate to use the benefit of hindsight in judging alleged violations of the rule. Lewy, 211 Ill.App.3d at 334, 155 Ill.Dec.
at 851-52, 570...


Trial Court Documents  View all 4


Plaintiffs' Memorandum on Use of Dr. Graboff Deposition and Waiver
James J. GRECO, et al., Plaintiffs, v. ORTHOPEDIC & SPORTS MEDICINE CLINIC, P.C., et al, Defendants.  Circuit
Court of Illinois, Third Judicial Circuit.  June 17, 2019


...to be admitted separately as direct examination is not a violation of Rule 212(c) [D]efendants chose to cross- examine Dr.
Strasberg instead...


...form over substance. e. Plaintiffs Right to Object Preserved by Rule 211(c) Even in the absence of the stipulation of the...
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1. Plaintiff's Memorandum in Opposition to Defendant Major Energy's Motion of Entry of a Certified
Question Under Supreme Court Rule 308
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, ex rel. Kwame Raoul, Attorney General of the State of Illinois, Plaintiff, v.
MAJOR ENERGY ELECTRIC SERVICES LLC, a New York Limited Liability Company, Defendant.  Circuit Court of
Illinois., County Department Chancery Division.  February 08, 2019


...Opposition to Defendant Major Energy's Motion of Entry of a Certified Question Under Supreme Court Rule 308 Aaron
Chait , Attorney No: 99000, Thomas J. Verticchio...


2. Memorandum in Support of Defendants' (I) Motion for Reconsideration of Ruling of May 23, 2014,
and (II) Alternative Motion for Certification of Questions Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 308
PROSPECT DEVELOPMENT, LLC, et al., Plaintiffs, v. Donald J. KREGER, et al., Defendants.  Circuit Court of
Illinois., County Department, Law Division  June 26, 2014


...Ruling of May 23, 2014, and (II) Alternative Motion for Certification of Questions Pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 308
Donald Kreger and Schiff Hardin LLP, Michael L...


3. Defendant Major Energy Electric Services' Reply in Support of Its Motion for Entry of a Certified
Question Under Supreme Court Rule 308
PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF ILLINOIS, ex rel. Kwame Raoul, Attorney General of the State of Illinois, Plaintiff, v.
MAJOR ENERGY ELECTRIC SERVICES LLC, a New York Corporation, Defendant.  Circuit Court of Illinois.


February 15, 2019


...Reply in Support of Its Motion for Entry of a Certified Question Under Supreme Court Rule 308 Carmen L. Fosco , Rooney
Rippie & Ratnaswamy LLP, 350...
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Cases  View all 7


First Trust & Sav. Bank of Kankakee v. Commonwealth Edison Co.
Appellate Court of Illinois, Third District.  March 06, 1986  141 Ill.App.3d 668  490 N.E.2d 255


Administrator of estate of decedents, killed when citizens band antenna they were attempting to remove
from premises of seller made contact with overhead powerlines, sued power company. The Circuit Court,
Kankakee County, John F. Michela, P.J., dismissed complaint, and administrator appealed. The Appellate Court,
Wombacher, J., held...


...dismissal of Count III is also affirmed. Plaintiff alleged that Rules 211 and 214 of General Order 160 were violated by the
construction of the power lines in question. Rule 211 states: “All electrical supply and communication lines and equipment
shall...


...The trial court found that Rule 232 took precedence over Rules 211 and 214. Rule 232 provides for a minimum clearance
of...


St. John v. City of East St. Louis
Supreme Court of Illinois.  January 01, 1869  50 Ill. 92  1869 WL 5180


This record is brought here by appeal from the Circuit Court of St. Clair county, to reverse a judgment of that
court in favor of the City of East St. Louis, against Louisiana St. John, for the amount of a special assessment
for macadamizing Third street, on which defendant was the owner of several lots. It is admitted by the parties
that the work...


...upon the property assessed. This we held to be a violation of that rule of equality of burthens prescribed by the
constitution-- that the...


...case of The City of Ottawa v. Spencer, 40 ib. 211, the same rule was applied, for a like assessment, for the construction of...


Statutes & Court Rules


Rule 211.Warrant Calendar
IL R 11 CIR Rule 211  West's Smith-Hurd Illinois Compiled Statutes Annotated


West's Smith-Hurd Illinois Compiled Statutes Annotated
Rules of the Eleventh Judicial Circuit, State of Illinois [Ford, Livingston, Logan, Mclean, and Woodford Counties]
Rules 201-299. Criminal Felony, Misdemeanor, Dui, Traffic and Ordinance Violation Court Rules


...IL R 11 CIR Rule 211 IL Eleventh Judicial Circuit Court Rule 211 West's Smith-Hurd Illinois Compiled Statutes Annotated
Currentness Rules of...


...Rules 201-299 . Criminal Felony, Misdemeanor, Dui, Traffic and Ordinance Violation Court Rules Rule 211.Warrant
Calendar A.Transfer of Cases. Any pending case in...


Administrative Decisions & Guidance  View all 5


VILLAGE OF RANTOUL, Petitioner v. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY, Respondent
Ill.Pol.Control.Bd.  April 03, 1980  1980 WL 13498  PCB 80-34


...proscribe delivery and acceptance of special wastes without a manifest. Rule 211(C) provides an exemption from Chapter 9
for persons who...
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...wastewater treatment plant sludge pursuant to established Agency policy. The Rule 211 exemptions are provided for special
waste haulers who are subject...


Secondary Sources  View all 48


10-144 § 211-10 REVOCATION, SUSPENSION OR REFUSAL TO ISSUE LICENSE
State Healthcare Laws Library  St. Healthcare L. Libr. 4179955


The Department make revoke, suspend or refuse to issue a license or renewal or place a licensee on probation
if the person: Has been convicted of a crime related to the practice of micropigmentation. B. Has engaged in
any deception or misrepresentation to the Department or the public in applying for a license or in the advertising
or practice of...


...10-144. Department of Health and Human Services - General Chapter 211. RULES RELATING TO MICROPIGMENTATION
PRACTITIONERS Regulation 10-144 § 211-10...


...danger to the public in the practice of micropigmentation. Has violated any of these rules. 10. Health & Human Services
10-144 Department of Health and Human Services - General Chapter 211. RULES RELATING TO MICROPIGMENTATION
PRACTITIONERS The Department make revoke, suspend or...


Briefs  View all 4


Supplemental Brief and Argument for Respondent/Appelant Denise Kadleck
In Re: THE MARRIAGE OF Jerome M. KADLECK, Petitioner-Appellee, v. Denise KADLECK, Respondent-Appellant.


Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  May 17, 1993


...inappropriate to use the benefit of hindsight in judging alleged violations of the rule. Lewy, 211 Ill.App.3d at 334, 155 Ill.Dec.
at 851-52, 570...


Trial Court Documents  View all 4


Plaintiffs' Memorandum on Use of Dr. Graboff Deposition and Waiver
James J. GRECO, et al., Plaintiffs, v. ORTHOPEDIC & SPORTS MEDICINE CLINIC, P.C., et al, Defendants.  Circuit
Court of Illinois, Third Judicial Circuit.  June 17, 2019


...to be admitted separately as direct examination is not a violation of Rule 212(c) [D]efendants chose to cross- examine Dr.
Strasberg instead...


...form over substance. e. Plaintiffs Right to Object Preserved by Rule 211(c) Even in the absence of the stipulation of the...
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1. Somers v. Quinn
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  April 25, 2007  373 Ill.App.3d 87  867 N.E.2d 539


HEALTH - Malpractice. Unlicensed doctor can testify as expert on standard of care.


...2501(c) (2004 Bar Ed.). [21] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(C) Discovery Depositions
307AII(C)3 Examination in General 307A 156 k. Objections and...


...thereof. Defendant doctor was not required to object, at evidence deposition of plaintiff patient's designated expert witness
on standard of care...


2. Bireline v. Espenscheid
Appellate Court of Illinois, Third District.  November 30, 1973  15 Ill.App.3d 368  304 N.E.2d 508


Automobile occupants brought dram shop action against tavern operator and others for injuries sustained in
automobile accident. The Circuit Court, Tazewell County, Robert E. Hunt, J., rendered judgment in favor of the
plaintiffs and the defendants appealed. The Appellate Court, Dixon, J., held that fact that most of the medical
expenses incurred by...


...cross-examination, absent objection at time of taking of the deposition. Supreme Court Rules, rules 206(c)(2), (e) 211(c...


...was taken to site of the tavern during taking of deposition in order to identify the tavern as place where driver...


3. Lundell v. Citrano
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  December 07, 1984  129 Ill.App.3d 390  472 N.E.2d
541


Action was brought for personal injuries received in an automobile accident involving defendant's automobile.
The Circuit Court, Cook County, William Cousins, Jr., J., entered judgment on a jury verdict in favor of plaintiff,
and defendant appealed. The Appellate Court, Mejda, P.J., held that: (1) in limine order preventing...


...part or all of the testimony contained in the evidence deposition of Dr. Sargent which was read to the jury. Defendant...


...to Dr. Sargent's competency by failing to object at the deposition. Dr. Sargent, defendant asserts, lacked a history of the
plaintiff's...


4. Smith v. Ashley
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fourth District.  July 03, 1975  29 Ill.App.3d 932  332 N.E.2d 32


Action was brought to recover from defendant for injuries which plaintiff sustained when defendant allegedly
negligently permitted his automobile to move just as plaintiff was attempting to enter it. The Circuit Court,
Vermilion County, Ralph S. Pearman, J., rendered summary judgment for defendant and plaintiff appealed. The
Appellate Court,...


...time on appeal, even in summary judgment cases. Supreme Court Rules, rule 211(d) S.H.A. ch. 110A, § 211(d) [4] 30
Appeal...


...Any error in defendant's use of excerpts from plaintiff's discovery deposition in support of summary judgment motion could
not be preserved...
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5. Prince v. Hutchinson
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  May 31, 1977  49 Ill.App.3d 990  365 N.E.2d 549


Action was brought for injuries sustained in an automobile accident. The Circuit Court, McHenry County, James
H. Cooney, J., rendered judgment for the plaintiff in the amount of $2,500 and plaintiff appealed, asserting that
the award was not adequate. The Appellate Court, Rechenmacher, P. J., held that: (1) rejection of evidence was
not prejudicial...


...of party who takes it and any portion of evidence deposition may be offered by either side. [5] 307A Pretrial Procedure
307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(C) Discovery Depositions 307AII(C)5 Use and Effect 307A 201 Use 307A 205 k.
Part of deposition. In action for injuries sustained in automobile accident, cross-examination of physician in deposition was
properly excluded by trial court where cross-examination concerned...


...30XVII(B) Particular Errors 30XVII(B)3 Discovery 30 4262 k. Depositions. (Formerly 30k1043(6) In action for injuries
sustained in automobile accident, exclusion of portion of deposition in which physician expounded upon his view that most
of...


6. Schultz v. Richie
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fourth District.  October 30, 1986  148 Ill.App.3d 903  499 N.E.2d 1069


Police officer brought negligence action against homeowners after he slipped and fell on ice patch on front
porch of home. The Circuit Court, Sangamon County, Richard J. Cadagin, J., entered judgment on jury verdict
for homeowners, and officer appealed. The Appellate Court, Spitz, J., held that: (1) evidence of prior...


...in granting defendants' motion in limine to exclude the evidence deposition of Martin McEvoy, plaintiffs' proposed expert
witness. Plaintiffs first argue that pursuant to Supreme Court Rule 211(c)(1) 87 Ill 2d R. 211(c)(1) ), defendants...


...some of the questions and answers at the time McEvoy's deposition was taken. Defendants assert that they did object to
McEvoy's...


7. Hahn v. Norfolk & W. Ry. Co.
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  April 17, 1978  59 Ill.App.3d 904  375 N.E.2d 914


In action under the Federal Employers' Liability Act, defendant railroad appealed from judgment of the Circuit
Court, Madison County, Victor J. Mosele, J. The Appellate Court, Moran, J., held that: (1) there was no error in
directing verdict for plaintiff on issue of contributory negligence in light of total lack of evidence that plaintiff had
in...


...U.S.C.A. § 51 et seq. [6] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(C) Discovery Depositions
307AII(C)3 Examination in General 307A 156 k. Objections and...


...waived error in failing to make objection at time of deposition. Supreme Court Rules, rule 211(c)(1) S.H.A. ch. 110A, §
211(c)(1) [7...


8. Neuner v. Schilling Petroleum Co., Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  February 25, 1975  26 Ill.App.3d 148  325 N.E.2d 34


Action was filed by store owner to recover for damage to his business allegedly caused when gasoline seeped
into basement and well. The Circuit Court, St. Clair County, D. W. Costello, J., entered judgment against one
defendant, and such defendant appealed. The Appellate Court, George J. Moran, J., held that defendant's
objections to factual...
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...J., held that defendant's objections to factual insufficiency of a deposition witness' conclusions were waived; and that trial
court's verdict that...


...evidence. Judgment affirmed. West Headnotes [1] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(B)
Perpetuation of Testimony 307A 81 k. Defects and objections. (Formerly 122k111(3) 122k1(3) Depositions) Where
defendant's counsel was required to be seen as acquiescing in deposition witness' responses to amended hypothetical
questions, after objection by defendant's...


9. Peterson v. Henning
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fourth District.  July 18, 1983  116 Ill.App.3d 305  452 N.E.2d 135


Pedestrian brought action for personal injuries against motorist. The Circuit Court, McLean County, Luther H.
Dearborn, J., entered judgment on verdict in favor of pedestrian, and motorist appealed. The Appellate Court,
Mills, J., held that: (1) evidence of motorist's leaving scene of accident was admissible, and (2) verdict...


...allowing plaintiff's motion to strike a phrase from Mary Mooney's deposition before it was read into evidence at trial. The
stricken...


...objection by failing to raise it at the time Mooney's deposition was taken. Supreme Court Rule 211(c)(1) 87 Ill 2d R. 211(c)
(1) ) provides...


10. Wilson v. Wilson
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, First Division.  August 24, 1987  159 Ill.App.3d 1091  513 N.E.2d
121


Ex-wife brought suit to recover past-due child support owed by her ex-husband. The Circuit Court of Cook
County, John J. Beatty, J., entered summary judgment for ex-wife, and ex-husband appealed. The Appellate
Court, Campbell, J., held that: (1) there was fact question as to whether ex-husband had paid court-ordered
child...


...is that the trial court erred in considering the respondent's deposition in ruling on the motion for summary judgment. The
respondent claims that use of the deposition was improper because it was not certified, sealed, or filed...


...Rule 207 sets forth the procedure for signing and filing depositions. (87 Ill.2d R. 207.) The respondent, relying on Bezin...


11. Hammer v. Plontke
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fourth Division.  July 10, 1968  98 Ill.App.2d 235  240 N.E.2d 429


Action under dram shop law. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Nathan M. Cohen, J., entered judgment for
plaintiff and defendant appealed. The Appellate Court, English, J., held that objection to competency of
deposition of neuro-psychiatrist not raised in trial court was waived. Affirmed.


...Appellate Court, English, J., held that objection to competency of deposition of neuro-psychiatrist not raised in trial court
was waived...


...Rulings Thereon 30 202 Evidence and Witnesses 30 203 . 2 k. Depositions. (Formerly 30k203(2) Objection to competency
of deposition of neuro-psychiatrist not raised in trial court in action...


12. Moore v. Jewel Tea Co.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, First Division.  October 27, 1969  116 Ill.App.2d 109  253 N.E.2d
636







List of 31 results for adv: (rule /3 211(c)(3)) 211(c)(3) (rule /3 211) /255 deposition


 © 2022 Thomson Reuters. No claim to original U.S. Government Works.


Action against manufacturer and distributor of drain-cleaning product and others for injuries sustained when a
can containing that product exploded. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Henry W. Dieringer, J., entered judgment
in favor of plaintiffs, and appeal was taken. The Appellate Court, Burman, J., held that evidence was sufficient
for jury...


...not constitute abuse of discretion. [7] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(B) Perpetuation of
Testimony 307A 81 k. Defects and objections. (Formerly 122k107(10) Depositions) Claim that testimony of expert given by
deposition prior to trial erroneously included two assumptions without evidentiary support...


...waived because of failure to make objection at taking of deposition. Supreme Court Rules, rule 211(c) S.H.A. ch. 110A, §
211(c) [8] 157 Evidence...


13. Fountaine v. Hadlock
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Third Division.  March 18, 1971  132 Ill.App.2d 343  270 N.E.2d
222


Action by lessee for injuries sustained in fall on staircase of apartment building owned by defendant. The
Circuit Court, Cook County, Ben Schwartz, J., entered summary judgment for defendant, and plaintiff appealed.
The Appellate Court, Schwartz, J., held that issue as to whether there was agreement between plaintiff and
defendant for compensation...


...fell while cleaning lessor's stairs, plaintiff's unequivocal answers in her deposition that she had never been told to clean
stairs and...


...191(b) 212(a) (2) [4] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(C) Discovery Depositions
307AII(C)5 Use and Effect 307A 201 Use 307A 202...


14. Moore v. Jewel Tea Co.
Supreme Court of Illinois.  September 29, 1970  46 Ill.2d 288  263 N.E.2d 103


Action was brought against manufacturer and distributor of drain cleaning product and others for injuries
sustained when can containing such product exploded. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Henry W. Dieringer, J.,
entered judgment in favor of plaintiffs, and appeal was taken. The Appellate Court affirmed, 116 Ill.App.2d 109,
253 N.E.2d 636. On...


...originally present in can, was not objected to at time deposition was taken, defendants waived their right to object at trial...


...had indulged in two assumptions without evidentiary support. Supreme Court Rules, rule 211(c) S.H.A. ch. 110A, § 211(c)
Wildman, Harrold, Allen...


15. Rigor v. Howard Liquors, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  April 03, 1973  10 Ill.App.3d 1004  295 N.E.2d
491


Dram shop action by wife and children of injured passenger in vehicle. The Circuit Court, Cook County, James
D. Crosson, J., denied plaintiffs' posttrial motion after verdict for defendants and plaintiffs appealed. The
Appellate Court, Stamos, P.J., held that it was error to permit impeachment of witness on material issue by use
of deposition that...


...permit impeachment of witness on material issue by use of deposition that it was not authenticated and it was error to...
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...Formerly 410k392(1) Rule regarding waiver of errors and irregularities in depositions was inapplicable to case in which one
party claimed that...


16. Banwart v. Okesson
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  April 22, 1980  83 Ill.App.3d 222  403 N.E.2d 1234


Plaintiffs brought suit under Structural Work Act for damages for injuries received in fall from scaffolding. The
Circuit Court, Kane County, John Leifheit, J., entered verdict in favor of plaintiffs, and defendant appealed.
The Appellate Court, Woodward, J., held that: (1) evidence was sufficient to create a jury question on issue
whether...


...trial or hearing. Where defendant's attorney was present at evidence deposition and had opportunity to challenge both
hypothetical question used and...


...objection in that area at trial was waived. Supreme Court Rules, rule 211(c)(1) S.H.A. ch. 110A, § 211(c)(1) James...


17. Urban v. Village of Inverness
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  May 06, 1988  176 Ill.App.3d 1  530 N.E.2d 976


Landowners brought action against village and park district, seeking injunctive relief precluding unnatural
increase of flow of water over landowners' properties and blocking of natural flow of water, and seeking
damages for injuries to structures allegedly caused by flooding. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Harold A.
Siegan, J., granted...


...212(a)(4). However, the rule allowing the use of deposition testimony in support of a motion for summary judgment
contemplates that the deposition relied upon is one which has properly been made a...


...Court Rule 207 prescribes the procedure for signing and filing depositions. Ill.Rev.Stat.1985, ch. 110A, par. 207.) The
deposition must either be signed by the deponent or contain a waiver of signature. It is further required that the deposition
be certified, sealed and filed with the clerk of the...


18. Yamada v. Hilton Hotel Corp.
Appellate Court of Illinois,First District, Third Division.  December 21, 1977  60 Ill.App.3d 101  376 N.E.2d
227


Woman who sustained injuries resulting from slashings inflicted by assailant while woman was staying at hotel,
and administrator of estate of other woman who died as a result of attack at such hotel brought action against
hotel owner. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Harry G. Hershenson, J., entered judgment in favor of hotel owner,
and plaintiffs...


...perceived damaging effects of evidence. [5] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(B)
Perpetuation of Testimony 307A 81 k...


...and objections. Where, before defense counsel proceeded to take evidence deposition of witness as a hostile witness,
plaintiffs' counsel objected on...


19. Zimmerman v. Schultheis
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  July 12, 2017  Not Reported in N.E.3d  2017 IL App (5th) 150451-
U
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¶1 Held: Where plaintiff violated Illinois Supreme Court Rule 213 (eff. Jan. 1, 2007) by not disclosing expert
opinions, the trial court's orders striking plaintiff's evidence and granting defendants' motion in limine were not
an abuse of discretion. Where there is no genuine issue of material fact, the trial court's order...


...of care and the resulting consequences. In Dr. Duboe's discovery deposition, he testified that he would not render any
opinions regarding...


...argues that the objection must be made during the evidence deposition; argues that Dr. Duboe's opinion was an elaboration
on an opinion made in his discovery deposition; and argues that the trial court erred in granting the...


20. Jones v. Karraker
Supreme Court of Illinois.  October 21, 1983  98 Ill.2d 487  457 N.E.2d 23


In medical malpractice action, plaintiff sought to recover for wrongful death of unborn fetus. Defendant doctor
appealed from judgment of the Circuit Court, Rock Island County, David DeDoncker, J. The Appellate Court,
109 Ill. App. 3d 363, 64 Ill. Dec. 868, 440 N.E. 2d 420,affirmed, and defendant doctor appealed. The Supreme...


...into evidence and did not again offer Dr. Powell's evidence deposition. Defendant first contends that Dr. Powell's
deposition contained “a proper hypothetical question” and thus was admissible. At...


...Defendant next suggests that the objection made at the evidence deposition was not sufficiently precise to satisfy Supreme
Court Rule 211(c) 87 Ill 2d R. 211(c) We disagree. The transcript of the evidence deposition shows that defense counsel was
well aware that in order...


21. Payne v. City of Chicago
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Third Division.  July 16, 2014  2014 IL App (1st) 123010  16 N.E.3d
110


GOVERNMENT - Public Safety. Blanket immunity for provision of police service applied to officer's actions in
subduing individual who took drugs.


...¶23 Although section 2–1005 refers to reliance on depositions that are “on file” ( 735 ILCS 5/2–1005(c) (West 2004)), the
filing of depositions is governed by Illinois Supreme Court Rule 207 Supreme Court...


...Rule 207 provides the following regarding certifications and filing of depositions: “(a)Submission to Deponent; Changes;
Signing. Unless signature is waived...


22. Jansen v. Visotsky
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, FOURTH DIVISION.  April 30, 2020  Not Reported in N.E. Rptr.  2020
IL App (1st) 190761-U


¶ 1 Held: Affirming the judgment of the circuit court of Cook County where plaintiff failed to demonstrate the
circuit court's rulings on discovery sanctions, evidentiary matters, and jury instructions constituted either an
abuse of discretion or prejudicial error. ¶ 2 Plaintiff, Kimberly Jansen, brought a medical malpractice action in...


...circuit court erroneously struck testimony from Dr. Noskin's videotaped evidence deposition based on defendants’ objection
at trial. Plaintiff argues defendants waived...


...objection by objecting on other grounds during the videotaped evidence deposition. ¶ 59 The issue presented here revolves
around whether or...


23. Koukoulomatis by Koukoulomatis v. Disco Wheels, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  August 24, 1984  127 Ill.App.3d 95  468 N.E.2d 477
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Roller skater, by her mother, brought negligence action against roller skating rink to recover damages for injuries
sustained when skater fell while skating on a carpeted hallway in the skating rink. The Circuit Court, Cook
County, Thomas J. O'Brien, J., denied plaintiff's request to compel discovery and entered a summary judgment
in favor...


...4] Plaintiff further argues that because the attachment of her deposition testimony to the summary judgment motion did not
conform to...


...the trial court should not have accepted or considered the deposition excerpt. Pursuant to Rule 207 , a deposition must be:
(1) signed by the deponent or contain a...


24. In re Estate of Panagiotis
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  April 22, 2016  Not Reported in N.E. Rptr.  2016 IL
App (1st) 142244-U


FAMILY LAW - Judgment. Evidence supported finding that wife lacked notice of divorce until husband's death
50 years later, thus laches did not bar action to vacate.


...wife's failure to raise argument during other putative wife's evidence deposition, on other putative wife's motion seeking to
vacate divorce judgment...


...putative wife made on grounds of Dead Man's Act during deposition. S.H.A. 735 ILCS 5/8–201 Sup.Ct.Rules, Rule 211(c)
[7] 410 Witnesses 410III Competency of Witness 410III(D...


25. David Wexler & Co. v. Industrial Commission
Supreme Court of Illinois.  October 02, 1972  52 Ill.2d 506  288 N.E.2d 420


Widow of deceased traveling salesman sought to recover workmen's compensation for death of the salesman.
The Circuit Court, Cook County, Edward J. Egan, J., affirmed Industrial Commission's award in favor of the
widow and the salesman's employer appealed. The Supreme Court, Ward, J., held that even if traveling
salesman, who was killed in an...


...first time concerning admission in proceedings before arbitrator of certain deposition testimony. Supreme Court Rules, rule
211(c)(1) S.H.A. ch. 110A, § 211(c)(1) [3...


...N.E.2d 661 [2] The record shows that an evidence deposition of Andrew McClanahan, the manager of the motel in which...


26. Green v. Papa
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  February 05, 2014  2014 IL App (5th) 130029  4 N.E.3d 607


LEGAL SERVICES - Malpractice. Attorney's alleged breach of duty of care did not proximately cause client's
damages.


...reported. ¶18 As to IDOT's motion to exclude the deposition of Dr. Schoedinger, the Court of Claims found that because the
deposition was not designated an evidence deposition in the notice of deposition, and Papa did not take steps to correct
the designation pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 211 , the deposition was to be considered a discovery deposition
pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 202 (eff. Jan. 1, 1996). Accordingly, the Court of Claims excluded the deposition...


...an agreement with counsel for IDOT that all of the depositions that were taken of Darlene's treating doctors would be
designated as evidence depositions. He testified that it is his custom and practice to conduct evidence depositions of
treating physicians, and he would never have occasion to take a discovery deposition of a treating doctor for an injured client.
He testified that he conducted the deposition of Dr. Schoedinger as he does all evidence depositions. He testified that he
would have had the opportunity to review the deposition...
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27. Payne v. City of Chicago
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Third Division.  May 21, 2014  Not Reported in N.E.3d  2014 IL App
(1st) 123010-U


GOVERNMENT - Immunity. City was immune on battery claim arising from injuries to individual on whom police
used stun gun after relatives requested assistance.


...¶ 24 Although section 2–1005 refers to reliance on depositions that are “on file” ( 735 ILCS 5/2–1005(c) (West 2004)), the
filing of depositions is governed by Illinois Supreme Court Rule 207 Supreme Court...


...Rule 207 provides the following regarding certifications and filing of depositions: “(a) Submission to Deponent; Changes;
Signing. Unless signature is waived...


28. Ware v. Carey
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, First Division.  August 27, 1979  75 Ill.App.3d 906  394 N.E.2d 690


Defamation action was brought by police official against state's attorney and assistant state's attorneys. The
Circuit Court, Cook County, Nathan Engelstein, J., granted summary judgment to defendants and plaintiff
appealed. The Appellate Court, O'Connor, J., held that: (1) state's attorney's press release remarks concerning
conduct of police...


...personal knowledge concerning these allegations. Moreover, Ware admitted in his deposition that he had no personal
knowledge regarding what transpired before...


...also complains that defendants' failure to discuss the letter during deposition testimony under the guise of grand jury
secrecy creates an...


29. Frye v. Massie
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  May 11, 1983  115 Ill.App.3d 48  450 N.E.2d 411


Petitioner initiated proceeding to perpetuate testimony regarding certain lawsuits she anticipated would be filed
after her death, among them a contest of her will and a suit charging one of her daughters with maliciously
interfering with expectancy of petitioner's other natural heirs of receiving bequests from petitioner upon her
death. ...


...217 petition seeks no relief other than to take a deposition for use in a contemplated action, an order entered in the course
of the deposition is interlocutory and is subject to review only upon appeal...


...filed and was pending at the time the Rule 217 deposition was taken. While the proposed will contest action could not...


30. Andrews v. Northwestern Memorial Hosp.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  May 26, 1989  184 Ill.App.3d 486  540 N.E.2d 447


Patient brought corporate negligence suit against hospital arising from two operations performed at hospital
by neurosurgeon. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Edwin Berman, J., granted summary judgment in favor of
hospital, and patient appealed. The Appellate Court, Lorenz, J., held that: (1) patient bringing suit against...


...summary judgment. [4] Defendant's motion was supported only by the deposition testimony of Rocovich, who stated when
asked whether defendant deviated...


...can't think of anything at this time.” Plaintiff contends Rocovich's deposition testimony is not properly before this court
because it is...
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31. Chiero v. Chicago Osteopathic Hospital
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fourth Division.  June 21, 1979  74 Ill.App.3d 166  392 N.E.2d 203


Patient brought medical malpractice action against several physicians and hospital for personal injuries
allegedly incurred as result of prostate surgery. The Circuit Court, Cook County, James C. Murray, J., entered
summary judgment for defendants, and patient appealed. The Appellate Court, Linn, J., held that: (1) the
common sense of laymen could...


...not based upon proper hypothetical question either in course of deposition, motion for summary judgment, or motion for
reconsideration, plaintiffs in medical malpractice action waived it. Supreme Court Rules, rule 211(c), (c)(2) S.H.A. ch. 110A, §
211(c)(2...
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1. Zaragoza v. Ebenroth
Appellate Court of Illinois, Third District.  May 31, 2002  331 Ill.App.3d 139  770 N.E.2d 1238


TORTS - Evidence. One dog owner could not admit hearsay statements of another dog owner in dog bite
victim's suit.


...buttocks, as statement of party opponent; (2) dog bite victim violated Supreme Court Rules regarding leave of court for
taking evidence deposition of doctor; and (3) deposition testimony of doctor was admissible...


...Examine 307A 125 k. Affidavits and evidence. Dog bite victim violated Supreme Court Rules regarding leave of court for
taking evidence deposition, even though separate Rule allowed evidence deposition of physician or...


2. Harmon v. Patel
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, First Division.  May 10, 1993  247 Ill.App.3d 32  617 N.E.2d 183


Medical Malpractice. Plaintiff's expert's standard of care testimony argued to be inconsistent with deposition
testimony, properly allowed.


...expert's standard of care testimony as being inconsistent with his deposition testimony in violation of Supreme Court Rule
220 (134 Ill.2d R. 220 ) and that her expert's...


...care. Defendant argues that the trial testimony differs from the deposition testimony, and therefore, violates Supreme
Court Rule 220(d) The trial testimony, however, is more conservative than...


3. Wald v. Chicago Shippers Ass'n
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Third Division.  October 12, 1988  175 Ill.App.3d 607  529 N.E.2d
1138


Freight consolidator brought action against nonprofit corporation created to pool and consolidate merchandise
for shipper-members alleging breach of freight consolidation services contract. The Circuit Court, Cook
County, Odas Nicholson, J., granted summary judgment in favor of nonprofit corporation. Freight consolidator
appealed....


...of facts in appellate brief contained improper argument and mischaracterized deposition testimony in violation of Supreme
Court rules; however, violations were not so flagrant as to hinder or...


...that plaintiffs' statement of facts contains improper argument and mischaracterizes deposition testimony, all in violation of
Supreme Court Rule 341(e)(6) For instance, when reviewing the deposition testimony of Norcross Putnam, one of CSA's
officers, plaintiffs erroneously...


4. Coleman v. Abella
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  June 08, 2001  322 Ill.App.3d 792  752 N.E.2d 1150


LITIGATION - Experts. Striking expert's entire testimony was to harsh a remedy for discovery violation under
circumstances.


...that Dr. Legato received and reviewed additional materials after her deposition was a “clear violation of Supreme Court
Rule 213 The trial court addressed the objection to Legato's testimony...


...decision not to apprise the defendant that Legato reviewed additional depositions does not violate Supreme Court Rule
213 , which provides, in relevant part: Rule 213 Written Interrogatories...
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5. Caldwell v. Advocate Condell Medical Center
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  July 24, 2017  Not Reported in N.E.3d  2017 IL App (2d) 160456-
U


¶1 Held: We affirmed the judgment of the trial court that entered a jury verdict in favor of defendant hospital
when: (1) the court did not err in admitting the testimony of two of the hospital's expert witnesses; (2) plaintiff
did not receive improper notice of an evidence deposition, and the videotaped portion of...


...Formal Notice ¶63 Caldwell contends that the videotaped evidence deposition was conducted by Condell's counsel without
any notice, in violation of Supreme Court Rule 206(a) (eff. Feb. 16, 2011). Specifically, she states that...


...medical records in this case, their professional experience, and the deposition testimony of other witnesses. Also, no
violation of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 206(a) occurred when the record reflects that Caldwell's counsel...


6. People v. Spates
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  May 16, 1986  143 Ill.App.3d 563  493 N.E.2d 388


Defendant was convicted in the 16th Circuit Court, Kane County, John A. Krause, J., of delivery of more than 30
grams of controlled substance. Defendant appealed, claiming that he was denied fair trial. The Appellate Court,
Strouse, J., held that even assuming that Supreme Court rule prohibiting counsel, prosecution, or defense
personnel from...


...of the witnesses not to answer several questions at a deposition taken in a related civil case, allegedly in violation of
Supreme Court Rule 415(a) 87 Ill 2d R 415(a)) The defendant...


7. O'Brien v. O'Brien
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  September 11, 2019  Not Reported in N.E. Rptr.  2019 IL App (5th)
180185-U


¶ 1 Held: Trial court committed reversible error in using discovery deposition in judgment order. ¶ 2 Plaintiff,
James O'Brien, sought to have all partnership assets and expenses divided between plaintiff and defendant,
Larry O'Brien, after defendant announced his intention to dissociate from their partnership at will. The circuit
court...


...Ill. App. 3d 1020, 1025 (1976) (admission of entire discovery deposition into evidence in violation of Supreme Court Rule
212 was error sufficient to require remand for retrial). Illinois...


8. Georgacopoulos v. University of Chicago Hospitals and Clinics
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, First Division.  February 02, 1987  152 Ill.App.3d 596  504 N.E.2d
830


Patient brought medical malpractice action alleging that catheter was negligently positioned and monitored and
that catheter developed blood clot which caused cardiac arrest with extensive brain damage. The Circuit Court,
Cook County, Brian L. Crowe, J., entered judgment against defendants, and they appealed. The Appellate
Court,...


...plaintiff's key expert witness greatly expanded the scope of his deposition testimony at trial in violation of Supreme Court
Rule 220 This rule states in relevant part: “(c)Discovery. (1...
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9. Spurgeon v. Mruz
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  June 28, 2005  358 Ill.App.3d 358  832 N.E.2d
321


HEALTH - Discovery. Trial court's refusal to exclude testimony of physician's expert was not abuse of
discretion, in medical malpractice action.


...authority holding that the unavailability of a witness for a deposition violates Supreme Court Rule 213 The trial court did
not abuse its discretion in...


10. Dominguez v. St. John's Hosp.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fourth Division.  April 22, 1993  260 Ill.App.3d 591  632 N.E.2d 16


Discovery. Defendant's expert could testify, though plaintiff could not depose expert until eight days into trial of
medical malpractice action.


...to testify because he altered his views subsequent to his deposition and only 33 days before trial in violation of Supreme
Court Rule 220 ; (4) the trial court erroneously precluded plaintiff's expert, Dr...


11. Mazur v. Lutheran General Hosp.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  May 06, 1986  143 Ill.App.3d 528  493 N.E.2d 62


Decedent's wife, as administratrix of decedent's estate and as individual filed complaint against hospital and
doctors for wrongful death and family expenses, and subsequently amended complaint to name an additional
treating physician as another defendant. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Irving R. Norman, J., found for
defendants, and...


...defense witness, was erroneously allowed to contradict his pre-trial deposition testimony in violation of Supreme Court
Rule 220 ; (2) the expert testimony of Dr. Edmund Lewis as...


12. Northern Illinois Gas Co. v. Murphy Excavating
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  April 26, 1991  212 Ill.App.3d 486  571 N.E.2d 228


Small claims suit was filed to recover for property damage. The Circuit Court, Du Page County, Perry R.
Thompson, J., entered directed verdict for defendants, and plaintiff appealed. The Appellate Court, Dunn, J.,
held that: (1) request to admit was discovery device which required leave of trial court prior to use in small...


...argued that the plaintiff was attempting to elicit discovery in violation of Supreme Court Rule 287(a) , which states: “No
depositions shall be taken or interrogatories or other discovery proceeding be...


13. People v. Weinke
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  March 01, 2016  2016 IL App (1st) 141196  50
N.E.3d 688


CRIMINAL JUSTICE - Discovery. Defense counsel did not have an adequate opportunity to cross-examine
alleged victim at evidence deposition.
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...deposition on several grounds. First, he argues that the State violated Illinois Supreme Court Rules because its written
request for the deposition was insufficient. Second, he argues that the Rule 414 motion...


14. Burns v. Michelotti
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  December 08, 1992  237 Ill.App.3d 923  604 N.E.2d 1144


Physician-Patient Privilege. All ex parte communications between defense counsel and treating physician
violates privilege.


...an expert, plaintiff asserts that Dr. Michelotti's testimony at trial violated Supreme Court Rule 220 due to its inconsistency
with his deposition. (134 Ill.2d R. 220 Dr. Garla argues that plaintiff...


15. Iaccino v. Anderson
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, First Division.  December 03, 2010  406 Ill.App.3d 397  940 N.E.2d
742


HEALTH - Malpractice. Expert medical report prepared to commence malpractice action could be used to
impeach plaintiff's expert.


...testimony and credibility by referring to undisclosed medical literature in violation of Supreme Court Rule 213 Plaintiffs
maintain that in his discovery deposition, Dr. Chalhub did not disclose any medical literature as part...


16. Holston v. Sisters of Third Order of St. Francis
Supreme Court of Illinois.  April 20, 1995  165 Ill.2d 150  650 N.E.2d 985


Damages. Overall damages award of $7.3 million in connection with death of patient following gastric bypass
surgery was not excessive.


...trial on the following bases: (1) Dr. Alden's trial opinion violated Supreme Court Rule 220 because it differed from or
supplemented his deposition testimony regarding the hospital's standard of care; (2) nurse Burns...


17. Johnson v. Hoover Water Well Service, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  September 03, 1982  108 Ill.App.3d 994  439 N.E.2d 1284


Employee brought negligence action against well contractor to recover for injuries sustained in explosion
occurring in underground water well utility vault located on his employer's property, and contractor sought
indemnity or contribution from employer. The County Court, Lake County, Harry D. Strouse, Jr., J., entered
judgment for...


...the statements was tantamount to the taking of a discovery deposition in violation of Supreme Court Rules 201(d) and
206(a) (73 Ill.2d R. 201...


18. Caldwell v. Advocate Condell Medical Center
Appellate Court of Illinois, Second District.  October 04, 2017  2017 IL App (2d) 160456  87 N.E.3d 1020


HEALTH — Malpractice. Allowing testimony by medical center's experts that patient had both sets of dentures in
place when she choked was not abuse of discretion.
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...Notice [9] ¶ 62 Caldwell contends that the videotaped evidence deposition was conducted by Condell's counsel without any
notice, in violation of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 206(a) (eff. Feb. 16, 2011). Specifically, she states that...


19. Bloome v. Wiseman, Shaikewitz, McGivern, Wahl, Flavin & Hesi, P.C.
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  May 01, 1996  279 Ill.App.3d 469  664 N.E.2d 1125


Malpractice. Healing-art-malpractice sections of code of civil procedure were inapplicable to legal malpractice
action arising from medical malpractice claim.


20. Cox v. Doctor's Associates, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  May 14, 1993  245 Ill.App.3d 186  613 N.E.2d 1306


Punitive Damages. Illinois punitive damages law did not violate corporate defendant's equal protection or due
process rights.


...to testify regarding information submitted to him after his first deposition did not violate Supreme Court Rule mandating
disclosure of nature of expert's testimony, where defendants were...


21. Malatesta v. Leichter
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, First Division.  July 17, 1989  186 Ill.App.3d 602  542 N.E.2d 768


Prospective purchaser of automobile dealership brought suit against third party for tortious interference with
prospective economic advantage. Following jury trial before the Circuit Court, Cook County, Jerome T. Burke,
J., judgment was entered on jury verdict awarding prospective purchaser $2 million in compensatory and
$225,000 in...


...not own an interest in Biggers Chevrolet, made in discovery depositions, his answer, and his testimony at trial violated
Supreme Court Rule 219 Ill.Rev.Stat.1987, ch. 110A, par. 219) and section 2...


22. Ibrahim V. Reproductive Genetic Institute
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  August 30, 2013  Not Reported in N.E.2d  2013 IL
App (1st) 120113-U


¶ 1 Held: The trial court abused its discretion in sanctioning plaintiffs with dismissal of their case for a discovery
violation where plaintiffs' counsel's claim that plaintiff was unable to comply due to circumstances beyond her
control was facially credible but counsel failed to provide sufficient evidence in support of her reason for...


...depositions because (1) the motion was untimely and (2) remote depositions would violate Supreme Court Rules 203 Ill.
S.Ct. R. 203 (eff.Jan.1, 1967)) and 206...
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1. Zaragoza v. Ebenroth
Appellate Court of Illinois, Third District.  May 31, 2002  331 Ill.App.3d 139  770 N.E.2d 1238


TORTS - Evidence. One dog owner could not admit hearsay statements of another dog owner in dog bite
victim's suit.


...buttocks, as statement of party opponent; (2) dog bite victim violated Supreme Court Rules regarding leave of court for
taking evidence deposition of doctor; and (3) deposition testimony of doctor was admissible. Affirmed West Headnotes [1]
30...


...Examine 307A 123 . 1 k. In general. 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(C) Discovery
Depositions 307AII(C)2 Proceedings 307A 123 Notice of Examination or Motion...


2. Doyle v. White Metal Rolling and Stamping Corp.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  June 29, 1993  249 Ill.App.3d 370  618 N.E.2d
909


Jury Instructions. Products liability defendants could not complain of erroneous instruction as to one count of
complaint, where they failed to request special interrogatories to clarify which count verdict was based on.


...3324 k. In general. (Formerly 30k961 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(A) Discovery in
General 307A 44 Failure...


...Trial court's decision as to whether to impose sanctions for violations of Supreme Court Rule governing expert witnesses
is within sound discretion of trial court...


3. Cox v. Doctor's Associates, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, Fifth District.  May 14, 1993  245 Ill.App.3d 186  613 N.E.2d 1306


Punitive Damages. Illinois punitive damages law did not violate corporate defendant's equal protection or due
process rights.


...fraud, duress, mistake or illegality. [21] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(C) Discovery
Depositions 307AII(C)6 Failure to Appear or Testify; Sanctions 307A 224...


...to testify regarding information submitted to him after his first deposition did not violate Supreme Court Rule mandating
disclosure of nature of expert's testimony, where defendants were on notice, from time of expert's first deposition, regarding
full scope of his testimony, and defendants were allowed to conduct second, supplemental deposition at least 60 days prior to
date to which trial...


4. Mondelli v. Checker Taxi Co., Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  January 19, 1990  197 Ill.App.3d 258  554 N.E.2d
266


Automobile drivers injured in collision with taxicab brought action against taxicab driver and taxicab company
seeking to recover for personal injury sustained in collision. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Anthony J. Bosco,
J., entered judgment on jury verdict in favor of drivers, and appeal was taken. The Appellate Court, Murray,...


...2701 k. In general. (Formerly 157k154 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(C) Discovery
Depositions 307AII(C)6 Failure to Appear or Testify; Sanctions 307A 224...
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...denial precluded; preclusion of evidence or witness. Statements elicited in violation of Supreme Court rule prohibiting
attorney from communicating with party he knows to be...


5. Polk v. Cao
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  March 29, 1996  279 Ill.App.3d 101  664 N.E.2d 276


Trial. Trial court abused its discretion in refusing to allow plaintiff to reopen his case for purpose of introducing
his medical bills into evidence.


...made his motion to reopen. [6] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(A) Discovery in General
307A 44 Failure...


...to Disclose; Sanctions 307A 44 . 1 k. In general. Sanctions for violating Supreme Court discovery rule are to imposed
only when noncompliance is determined to be unreasonable. Sup.Ct.Rules, Rule 237 [7] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII
Depositions and Discovery 307AII(A) Discovery in General 307A 42 k...


6. Campen v. Executive House Hotel, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  March 31, 1982  105 Ill.App.3d 576  434 N.E.2d 511


Hotel patron brought action against hotel to recover for injuries sustained when he slipped and fell on lobby
floor. The Circuit Court, Cook County, Brian B. Duff, J., entered judgment on jury verdict for patron, and hotel
appealed. The Appellate Court, Lorenz, J., held that: (1) trial court did not err in concluding that defendant
unreasonably...


...changes in the corporation's personnel. [3] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(A) Discovery
in General 307A 27 Scope...


...maintained lobby floor upon which patron fell, and thus hotel violated Supreme Court rule when it failed to supply
information concerning maintenance of the...


7. Watson by Leonard v. West Suburban Medical Center
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, FIFTH DIVISION.  March 30, 2018  2018 IL App (1st) 162707  103
N.E.3d 895


HEALTH — Malpractice. Jury's verdict in favor of defendants in medical malpractice action was not against
manifest weight of evidence.


...Discovery 30 4263 k. Interrogatories. Reversal is proper where a violation of Supreme Court Rule governing written
interrogatories to parties affects the outcome of a...


...Ill. Sup. Ct. R. 213 [5] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(D) Interrogatories to Parties
307AII(D)1 In...


8. Uhrhan v. Union Pacific R. Co.
Supreme Court of Illinois.  July 22, 1993  155 Ill.2d 537  617 N.E.2d 1182


Discovery. Plaintiff waived objection to defendant's failure to disclose expert witness until within 60 days of trial.


...opinion until less than 60 days prior to trial, in violation of Supreme Court Rule, did not require mandatory disqualification
of expert, as plaintiff waived...
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...court judgment affirmed. West Headnotes [1] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(A)
Discovery in General 307A 44 Failure...


9. People ex rel. Ashford v. Ziemann
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  October 26, 1982  110 Ill.App.3d 34  441 N.E.2d
1255


Plaintiff brought action to have defendant declared to be father of her daughter. The Circuit Court, Cook County,
Joseph T. Lavorci, J., entered verdict of nonpaternity, and plaintiff appealed. The Appellate Court, Downing, J.,
held that: (1) trial court erred in refusing to admit daughter's birth certificate into evidence,...


...110A, ¶219(c)(iv) [6] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(A) Discovery in General 307A 44
Failure...


...witness. In paternity action, record clearly established that defendant wilfully violated Supreme Court rules governing
discovery and thus trial court abused its discretion in...


10. Tyco Electronics Corp. v. Illinois Tool Works, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Second Division.  September 02, 2008  384 Ill.App.3d 830  895
N.E.2d 976


COMMERCIAL LAW - Contracts. Retrial on damages only was not appropriate where liability issues and
damages were intertwined.


...were consistent, and thus the expert's trial testimony did not violate Supreme Court Rule that required a party to reveal the
opinions and conclusions...


...of its retained experts; record showed expert's pretrial report and deposition specifically excluded damages which arose
following buyer's and third-party's...


11. Leonardi v. Loyola University of Chicago
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fourth Division.  December 30, 1993  262 Ill.App.3d 411  633 N.E.2d
809


Medical Malpractice. Medical malpractice defendants were properly permitted to question witnesses regarding
conduct of deceased attending physician.


...alleged proximately caused patient's injuries. [16] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(A)
Discovery in General 307A 44 Failure...


...patient's estate's expert medical witness on proximate causation did not violate Supreme Court rule which limited expert's
testimony on both direct and cross-examination...


12. Perona v. Volkswagen of America, Inc.
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, First Division.  December 08, 2014  2014 IL App (1st) 130748  24
N.E.3d 806


LITIGATION - Pleading. Court acted within its discretion in denying purchasers' leave to amend complaint to
add new theories of liability and expand class description.


...766 k. Defects, objections, and amendments. If an appellant's brief violates the Supreme Court Rules, the Appellate Court
has the discretion to dismiss the appeal...
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...Sup.Ct.Rules, Rule 341(b, c) [3] 307A Pretrial Procedure 307AII Depositions and Discovery 307AII(A) Discovery in General
307A 42 k...


13. Wald v. Chicago Shippers Ass'n
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Third Division.  October 12, 1988  175 Ill.App.3d 607  529 N.E.2d
1138


Freight consolidator brought action against nonprofit corporation created to pool and consolidate merchandise
for shipper-members alleging breach of freight consolidation services contract. The Circuit Court, Cook
County, Odas Nicholson, J., granted summary judgment in favor of nonprofit corporation. Freight consolidator
appealed....


...of facts in appellate brief contained improper argument and mischaracterized deposition testimony in violation of Supreme
Court rules; however, violations were not so flagrant as to hinder or...


14. People v. Winfield
Appellate Court of Illinois, First District, Fifth Division.  March 31, 1983  113 Ill.App.3d 818  447 N.E.2d
1029


Defendant was convicted after jury trial in the Circuit Court, Cook County, Francis J. Mahon, J., of murder,
armed robbery, and attempted armed robbery, and defendant appealed. The Appellate Court, Sullivan, J., held
that: (1) trial court did not abuse its discretion in granting State 14–day extension to 120–day period;...


...did not abuse its discretion in refusing to allow evidence deposition of defense witness; (6) bench warrant to compel
defense witness' appearance at trial was inappropriate; (7) State did not violate Supreme Court rule governing disclosure to
defendant; and (8) despite impropriety of prosecutor's...





