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President, Law Bulletin Media
	
  

Welcome to the 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges, hosted by Law Bulletin Seminars, a division of Law 
Bulletin Media. Today’s program provides 3 MCLE credits to Illinois attorneys, and we are honored that you 
have chosen our program among the many options available to you to meet your MCLE requirements.

This Symposium is a unique program coordinated with the bench and trial bar. Sitting judges from the Circuit 
Court of Cook County are assembled to share their wisdom and provide advice for effectively managing your 
case, and those insights remain critical as the Court continues to communicate electronically and conduct 
matters virtually. As panelists, the judges will offer candid advice and provide valuable advocacy tips.

Chief Judge Timothy C. Evans has been a supporter of the Symposium since its inception, and we are pleased 
that he again will be on hand to present opening remarks.

We wish to extend a special thank-you to our exceptional faculty of Law Division judges and trial attorneys, as 
well as members of the Law Bulletin Seminars team, whose efforts are essential to the success of this annual 
gathering. Our seminar program is fortunate to receive underwriter support from the legal community, and we 
would like to thank and acknowledge: Clifford Law Offices, GWC  Injury Lawyers, LLC, Johnson & Bell, Ltd, 
Patton & Ryan, LLC, the Jury Verdict Reporter, and Lawyerport.

Finally, we would like to recognize the Illinois Institute of Continuing Legal Education for their essentia assis-
tance in producing this year’s Symposium, leveraging their state of the art online CLE platform.

Law Bulletin Media has been serving the Chicago legal community for 168 years. We hope you enjoy this 
event and encourage you to check out our new website, www.LawBulletinMedia.com, for future events. If you 
have any questions, comments, or suggestions, please contact us. Your comments have helped improve our 
products and services over the years, and we will continue to solicit and act upon your feedback.

Thank you again for attending today’s Symposium with the Judges.
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AGENDA

1:00 - 1:10pm 	 OPENING REMARKS
Hon. Timothy C. Evans, Chief Judge, Circuit Court of Cook County 

1:15 - 2:00pm  	 SESSION 1 - STATE OF THE LAW DIVISION
	 Return to trials and other procedural updates

Hon. James P. Flannery, Jr., Presiding Judge, Law Division 
Hon. Brendan A. O’Brien, Motion Section 
Discussion Leader: Robert A. Clifford, Founder and Senior Partner, Clifford Law Offices 
Topics 
•  The progress of trials and courtroom logistics 
•  Trial setting call 
•  Other procedural or administrative updates 

2:05 - 2:50pm	 SESSION 2 - MOTION SECTION 
	 Keeping things moving

Hon. Kathy M. Flanagan, Supervising Judge, Motion Section 
Hon. James O’Hara, Motion Section 
Hon. Daniel A. Trevino, Motion Section 
Discussion Leader: Stacey Cischke, Shareholder, Johnson & Bell Ltd 
Topics 
•  Case management changes 
•  Tips for resolving discovery disputes 
•  Settlement process and use of mandatory arbitration
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AGENDA

3:05 - 3:50pm 	 SESSION 3 - TRIAL SECTION I 
	 Up until trial

Hon. Bridget Jane Hughes, Trial Section 
Hon. Thomas V. Lyons II, Trial Section 
Hon. Robert E. Senechalle Jr., Trial Section 
Discussion Leader: John Patton, Managing Partner, Patton & Ryan LLC 
Topics 
•  Continuances Rule 231 
•  Settlement conferences 
•  The impact of Illinois Supreme Court timelines on discovery 
•  Motions in limine 
•  Jury selection – strategies, questionnaires, COVID effect on jury pools

4:00 - 4:45pm 	 SESSION 4 - TRIAL SECTION II 
	 Getting trial done

Hon. Elizabeth M. Budzinski, Trial Section 
Hon. Janet Adams Brosnahan, Trial Section 
Hon. Thomas More Donnelly, Trial Section
Discussion Leader: Lou Cairo, Managing Partner, GWC Injury Lawyers LLC 
Topics 
•  Evidentiary Objections 
•  Objections to the Use of Demonstrative Exhibits 
•  Jury Instructions 
•  Use of Special Interrogatories 
•  Technology in the Courtroom 
•  Resolving Unexpected Situations in the Courtroom 
•  Supreme Court Rule 213 objections 
•  Time Limits or No Time Limits During Trial 
•  The Use and Challenges to the Reptile Theory of Trial

4:45pm 	 Adjourn
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1:00 - 1:10pm			   OPENING REMARKS

				    Hon. Timothy C. Evans, Chief Judge, Circuit Court of Cook County

Chief Judge Evans has served as the Chief Judge of the Circuit Court of Cook Count 
for eight consecutive 3-year terms, beginning in 2001 and the most recent in 2022. 
He joined the court in 1992 and has served in the 1st Municipal District, then Domestic 
Relations where he served as the presiding judge and briefly as the presiding judge of 
Law Division prior to becoming the chief judge. 

In recent years, Chief Judge Evans has implemented a series of groundbreaking 
initiatives, including enabling victims to secure emergency orders of protection after 
hours in the Domestic Violence Division and signing an order to assign public and 
private defense attorneys to represent arrestees while they are still in custody at the 
police station. He also changed the cash-bail process to provide that monetary bail 
should be set in an amount that a defendant can afford.

Prior to joining the bench, Chief Judge Evans was an assistant corporation counsel for 
the City of Chicago and practiced law as a sole practitioner. He also served as the floor 
leader for Mayor Harold Washington and was a Chicago Alderman for the 4th Ward. 

Among his many honors and awards, he became the first judge from Illinois to receive 
the William H. Rehnquist Award for Judicial Excellence from the National Center for 
State Courts, he was recognized for the Harold Sullivan Award from the Illinois Judges 
Association, and he was recognized as the 2019 Person of the Year by Chicago Lawyer 
magazine. In 2022, Judge Evans was honored with the Howard T. Markey Award by 
the University of Illinois Chicago School of Law and inducted into the National Civil 
Rights Hall of Fame by the National Civil Rights Library.
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Hon. James P. Flannery, Jr., Presiding Judge

Judge Flannery is the presiding judge of the Law Division of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County. Judge Flannery became a judge in 1988 and was previously assigned to the Crimi-
nal Division, the Fourth Municipal Division, and the First Municipal Division. He has presided 
over more than 75 felony and 300 civil jury trials. In 2017, Flannery was appointed a mem-
ber of the Illinois Supreme Court Commission on Pretrial Practices. He also was appointed 
chairperson of the Legislative Committee of the Supreme Court of Illinois. 

Before joining the bench, Judge Flannery practiced law with the firm of Murphy, Preston 
and Jaffe, the Office of the Illinois Attorney General, and the Office of the Corporation 
Counsel for the City of Chicago. He was an adjunct professor at the DePaul University Col-
lege of Law as well as a frequent lecturer and author.

Hon. Brendan A. O’Brien, Motion Section

Judge O’Brien was elected to serve as a judge in the Circuit Court of Cook County in 
2016, filling the vacancy created by the retirement of Judge Noreen Valeria Love. Initially 
assigned to the Traffic Center, he was reassigned in May 2017 to the 1st Municipal District, 
where he presided in a jury trial courtroom. In 2018, Judge O’Brien was transferred to the 
Law Division, where he presided over Call X in the Motion Section and in January 2022, he 
was assigned to the Trial Section of Law Division.

Judge O’Brien began his legal career as an associate with the Chicago Office of Connelly 
& Schroeder, where he was engaged in insurance defense, toxic tort litigation, and railroad 
defense. Immediately prior to being elected a judge, Judge O’Brien had been affiliated with 
Hinshaw & Culbertson in Chicago, where he had been a partner since 2002. His practice 
focused on construction and medical malpractice injury cases, along with coverage cases. 

Outside his courtroom, Judge O’Brien has been involved in a number of organizations 
and initiatives including, serving as a member of the Cook County Committee on Manda-
tory Arbitration in Commercial Law Division Cases and the Cook County Judicial Retention 
Committee. He also has served as the vice chairman of the Unity Bar Association Dinner 
and member of the Unity Bar Association Planning Committee.

1:15 - 2:00pm			   SESSION 1 - STATE OF THE LAW DIVISION:  
				    Return to trials and other procedural updates

				    Hon. James P. Flannery, Jr., Presiding Judge, Law Division
				    Hon. Brendan A. O’Brien, Motion Section
				    Discussion Leader: Robert A. Clifford, Founder and Senior Partner,
				    Clifford Law Offices

Topics 
•  The progress of trials and courtroom logistics 
•  Trial setting call 
•  Other procedural or administrative updates
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Robert A. Clifford, Founder and Senior Partner, Clifford Law Offices

Robert A. Clifford is the founder and senior partner of Clifford Law Offices in Chicago, an 
internationally recognized plaintiffs’ trial firm that concentrates in aviation, transportation, 
personal injury, medical negligence, product liability law, mass torts and class actions.  Bob 
has represented those injured or killed in every major commercial airline crash in the U.S. 
in the last four decades and is currently Lead Counsel on behalf of families of the victims 
onboard the tragic Boeing crash of a 737 MAX-8 in Ethiopia in 2019, representing 70 people 
on board. Bob also served as the liaison counsel for the subrogation and business property 
damage claims that resulted from the tragic September 11, 2001 crashes at the World Trade 
Center in New York.

Bob has consistently been recognized as one of the top trial lawyers in America. The Na-
tional Law Journal has awarded him the Elite Trial Lawyers’ Award. He has the distinction of 
being selected by Super Lawyers, a peer-review organization, as the number one lawyer in 
Illinois. He was named by Chicago Magazine as one of the 100 Most Powerful Chicagoans 
and was named the 2012 Chicago Lawyer Person of the Year by Law Bulletin Media.  The 
Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals gave him its Professionalism Award in 2014. The Chicago 
Bar Association gave him the Justice John Paul Stevens Award in 2017, its highest honor. 
Also that year, he received the Unity Award by the Diversity Scholarship Foundation. The 
National Trial Lawyers named Bob Clifford the Class Action Trial Lawyer of 2018 and he 
has been listed in Best Lawyers from its inception, decades ago, including being the top 
in the Chicago metropolitan area in certain plaintiffs’ practice areas.  In 2019, the Illinois 
Trial Lawyers’ Association honored Mr. Clifford with the Leonard Ring Lifetime Achievement 
Award. He also was among those honored in 2019 by Public Justice’s Trial Lawyer of the 
Year Award.  

In addition to practicing law, Bob is dedicated to the furtherance of the legal profession and 
has been actively involved and held leadership roles with the American Bar Association 
(Chair of the Section of Litigation and Chair of the ABA’s charitable arm, the Fund for Jus-
tice and Education), Chicago Bar Association (President), Chicago Inn of Court (President), 
American College of Trial Lawyers and Illinois Trial Lawyers Association (President). He is 
also a member of the American Law Institute, the Inner Circle of Advocates and serves on 
the Board of Directors for the RAND Institute for Civil Justice.  For more than 25 years, he 
has sponsored the Annual Clifford Tort Symposium on Tort Law and Civil Justice at DePaul 
University College of Law and he founded the Clifford Scholar in Residence Program at 
DePaul University College of Law. Bob also served as Chair of the Board of Trustees of the 
Naples Children & Education Foundation, a charitable organization and host of the Naples 
Winter Wine Festival, which benefits more than 200,000 at-risk and underprivileged chil-
dren in Southwest Florida.



8 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



9 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



10 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



11 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



12 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



13 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



14 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



15 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



16 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



17 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



18 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



19 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



20 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



21 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



22 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



23 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



24 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



25 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



26 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



27 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



28 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



29 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



30 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



31 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



32 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



33 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



34 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



35 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



36 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



37 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



38 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



39 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



40 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



41 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



42 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



43 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



44 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



45 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



46 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



47 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



48 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



49 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



50 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



51 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



52 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



53 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



54 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



55 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



56 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



57 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



58 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



59 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



60 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



61 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



62 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



63 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



64 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



65 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



66 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



67 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



68 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



69 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



70 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



71 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



72 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



73 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



74 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



75 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



76 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



77 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



78 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



79 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



80 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



81 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



82 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



83 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



84 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



85 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



86 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



87 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



88 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



89 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



90 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



91 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



92 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



93 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



94 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



95 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



96 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



97 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



98 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



99 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



100 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



101 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



102 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



103 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



104 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



105 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



106 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



107 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



108 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



109 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



110 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



111 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



112 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



113 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



114 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



115 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



116 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



117 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



118 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



119 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



120 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



121 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



122 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



123 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



124 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



125 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



126 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



127 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



128 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



129 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM



13th Annual

JUDGESSymposium
WITH THE

Wednesday, November 30th, 2022



131 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM

13th Annual

JUDGESSymposium
WITH THE

Wednesday, November 30th, 2022

Hon. Kathy M. Flanagan, Supervising Judge – Motion Section
Judge Flanagan is the Supervising Judge of the Motion Section of the Law Division of the 
Circuit Court of Cook County. She was elected as a Circuit Court judge in December 1988 
and has also served in the Domestic Relations Division of the Circuit Court of Cook County as 
a trial judge and a motion judge. Prior to joining the bench, she practiced in two small firms 
before opening her own solo firm. 

Judge Flanagan has been a frequent lecturer for the Illinois Judicial Conference, the Chicago 
Bar Association, the Illinois State Bar Association, the Illinois Trial Lawyers, the Illinois Institute 
for Continuing Legal Education, the National Business Institute, the National Association of 
CPAs, and Law Bulletin Seminars. 

Hon. James O’Hara, Motion Section
Judge James O’Hara sits in the Motion Section of Law Division of the Circuit Court of Cook 
County. He was appointed to a judgeship in 2008 and was initially assigned to Traffic Court 
and in 2010 he was transferred to the Law Division. 

Immediately prior to joining the bench, Judge O’Hara was a sole practitioner and was 
affiliated with Victor Cacciatore’s Chicago law offices. He also served as an assistant Illinois 
attorney general and an assistant Cook County public defender.

2:05 - 2:50pm			   SESSION 2 - MOTION SECTION: Keeping things moving

				    Hon. Kathy M. Flanagan, Supervising Judge, Motion Section
				    Hon. James O’Hara, Motion Section
				    Hon. Daniel A. Trevino, Motion Section 
				    Discussion Leader: Stacey Cischke, Shareholder, Johnson & Bell Ltd

Topics 
•  Case management changes 
•  Tips for resolving discovery disputes 
•  Settlement process and use of mandatory arbitration
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13th Annual

JUDGESSymposium
WITH THE

Wednesday, November 30th, 2022

Hon. Daniel A. Trevino, Motion Section

Judge Daniel A. Trevino is currently assigned to Calendar R of the Motion Section of Law Divi-
sion of the Circuit Court of Cook County. He was sworn in as an Associate Judge of the Circuit 
Court of Cook County in 2018 and was assigned to the Municipal Department and subsequently 
he served as a Trial Judge in the Domestic Relations Division. 

Prior to becoming a Judge, he was a Partner at Hinshaw & Culbertson, LLP, a Chicago-based 
national law firm. He started his career at Hinshaw as an Associate in 1999. He was elected Part-
ner in 2007. Judge Trevino represented a wide range of clients in complex litigation including 
product liability, wrongful death, catastrophic injury and transportation cases. 

Judge Trevino is a past President of the Hispanic Lawyers Association of Illinois. He is a past 
recipient of the Hispanic National Bar Association’s “Top Lawyer under 40” Award. 

He presently hosts a Pre-Law Internship for high school students from Jones College Prep (Chi-
cago Public Schools) and serves as a Coach for the Saint Ignatius College Prep Mock Trial team. 
He regularly hosts Student Externs from Illinois law schools. As a Judge, he has also served as 
a mentor through programs sponsored by the Chicago Bar Association and the Diversity Schol-
arship Foundation. 

Discussion Leader: Stacey Cischke, Shareholder, Johnson & Bell Ltd
Stacey A. Cischke is an experienced trial attorney who focuses her practice in the defense 
of healthcare organizations, individual healthcare professionals and medical practice groups. 
Her experience includes defending clients in lawsuits involving medical negligence, breach of 
privacy and general liability claims. Stacey has successfully tried multiple high-exposure cases 
to verdict for a wide variety of medical specialties. 

Stacey is frequently invited to speak to healthcare providers on a variety of litigation topics as 
well as counseling clients to identify opportunities and strategies to mitigate risk. She has also 
served as President of the Chicago Healthcare Risk Management Society (CHRMS), and is a 
member of ASHRM. 

Stacey has been an Adjunct Professor of Law in the Beazley Institute for Health Law and Policy, 
Loyola University Chicago School of Law and she co-authored a book chapter in “Principles of 
Risk Management and Patient Safety.” 

In 2022, Stacey was honored to be selected as a member of The Society of Trial Lawyers, 
an invitation only organization for litigators with proven results as lead trial counsel. In 2014, 
Stacey was selected as a “40 Illinois Attorneys Under Forty to Watch” and she is consistently 
recognized by Leading Lawyers.
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LAW BULLETIN ANNUAL SYMPOSIUM 
Agenda -  Motion Call Panel Discussion (45 min total) 

 
I. General introductions – handled by LB staff.  

 
II. General Flow of Cases filed in Law Division – working off S. Crt. Rule 218 Order  - Let’s 

break it down. (General introduction of how the panel will address the specific topics of 
the presentation by SAC).  
 
A. Category 1 and Category 2 cases  =  24 vs. 26 mo. to complete all discovery 
B. Return of Focused Case Management designation  

 
III. Specific points CMC Order to discuss:  
 

A. Line #1:   
1. For medical negligence cases, how does this timeframe intersect with 

extensions for2-622 reports?   
a. What was rationale behind allowing 4 mo. for category 1 vs. 3 mo. for 

category 2 cases for completion of pleadings and issuance of initial 
discovery?   
 

B. Line #3:  subpoenas for records or witnesses? 
 

C. Line #5:  Interim CMC date (discussion as per email from Kathy Flanagan)  - Intent 
behind this status date 

1. Discussion of motion practice for non-compliance with dates prior to 
motions to extend) 

2. Discussion of potential recategorization of certain cases at/around time of 
Interim CMC (e.g. those not completing the first year of discovery as per 
order.  

3. Bring in discussion of Mandatory Arbitration Program (as per email from 
Kathy Flanagan)  
 

D. Line # 10 – Trial Cert Date 
1. Clarify what this appearance is to be 
2. Discuss what parties should do if they are not ready – what are 

recommendations for bringing a motion before Trial Cert date (timeliness, 
potential valid grounds, etc.).  

 
IV. Pet Peeves 

 
V. Return to in-Person Court Appearances  - Concerns of civility, courtroom experience 

balanced against efficiency and maximization of judicial resources.  
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT-LAW DIVISION

______________________________________, ) NO:_____________________________________
)

Plaintiffs ) Judge :___________________________________
)

-v- ) 2005 Return Date: ________________________
______________________________________, )

Defendants )
ACTIVE CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER

**(Please check off all pertinent paragraphs and circle proper party name)**

(4231) _____ 1.  Written & (f)(1) and (f)(2) discovery to be issued by ________________________ or deemed waived;

(4296) _____ 2.  Written & 213(f)(1) and (2) discovery to be  answered by ___________________________________;

(4218) _____ 3.  Oral discovery (party, fact, & [f][ 1]) depositions to be completed by __________________________;

(4288) _____ 4.  Subpoenas for treating physicians’ deps & (f)(2) deps to be issued by___________or deemed waived;

(4218)_____  5.  Treating physicians & (f)(2) depositions to be completed by_________________________________;

(4231) _____ 6.  Rule 213(f)(3) discovery to be issued by ________________________________ or deemed waived;

(4206) _____ 7.  (Plaintiff) - (Defendant) - (Add. Party) shall answer  213 (f)(3) Interrogatories by______________;

(4218) _____ 8.   Plaintiff’s 213(f)(3) witnesses’ depositions to be completed by_______________________________;

(4218) _____ 9.  Defendant’s 213(f)(3) witnesses’  depositions to be completed by____________________________;

(4218) _____10.  Add. party’s 213(f)(3) witnesses’ depositions to be completed by ____________________________;

(4295) _____11. All fact discovery, SCR 213(f)(1) and/or SCR 213(f)(2) discovery is closed. (Circle all applicable)

(4341) _____12.  The matter is continued for subsequent Active Case Management  on _______________________
      at ___________AM/PM via remote platform for:

          (A)_____Proper Service        (B)_____Appearance of D’S & TPD’S     (C)____Case Value
          (D)_____Pleadings Status     (E)_____Discovery Status (F)____Pre-Trial/Settlement        
          (G)_____Mediation Status    (H)_____Trial Certification (I) ____Other (specify below)
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________
________________________________________________________________________________________

(4005) _____13.  Case is DWP’d.    (4040) _____The case is voluntarily dismissed pursuant to 735 ILCS 5/2-

E N T E R:

______________________________________________
Judge                                                                           No.  

1009.                                                                       
NAME:________________________________ 
ADDRESS:_____________________________ 
PHONE:_______________________________    
ATTY ID#:_____________________________ 
ATTY FOR PARTY:______________________

NOTICE:

�   COPIES OF ALL PRIOR CMC ORDERS MUST BE BROUGHT TO ALL CMC COURT DATES BY ALL ATTORNEYS!!!

�  FAILURE OF ANY PARTY TO COMPLY WITH THIS CMC ORDER WILL BE A BASIS FOR SCR 219(C) SANCTIONS. 
FAILURE   OF ANY PARTY TO ENFORCE THIS CMC ORDER WILL CONSTITUTE A WAIVER OF SUCH DISCOVERY
BY THAT PARTY.

�  A COPY OF THIS ORDER IS TO BE SENT TO EACH PARTY BY HIS/HER COUNSEL WITHIN TEN (10) DAYS OF
EACH  CMC  COURT DATE.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 

) ________________________________________________ 
Plaintiff(s),  ) 

)  No. ______________________________ 
v. ) 

)  Motion Call ______________________ 
___________________________________________ ) _____ 
Defendant(s). ) 

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER – CATEGORY 1 CASES 

 The intent of this order is for the parties to complete all discovery and for the court to rule
on all dispositive motions within 24 months following the filing of the complaint.

 This order does not alter the application of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 218 –
the 60-day rule.

 Fill in all blanks. Months after  
Complaint filed         Date 

Service of process achieved, responsive pleadings filed, 
treaters’ list with names and addresses sent, HIPPA 
order entered, Rule 213(f)(1), (f)(2), (f)(3) & Rule 214 
written discovery issued no later than  4 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(1), (f)(2), & Rule 214 written discovery 
completed no later than  6 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(2) subpoenas issued no later than  7 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(1) depositions completed no later than 12 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(2) depositions completed no later than 16 ____________ 

Dispositive motions filed and Rule 215 & 216 discovery 
completed no later than  17 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(3) disclosures completed no later than  18 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(3) depositions completed no later than  22 ____________ 

a.m. 24Case management for trial certification at ____________  ____________ 

ENTERED: 

__________________________________________ 
Circuit Court Judge 
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS 
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION 

________________________________________________ ) 
Plaintiff(s),  ) 

)  No. ______________________________ 
v. ) 

)  Motion Call ______________________ 
________________________________________________ ) 
Defendant(s). ) 

CASE MANAGEMENT ORDER – CATEGORY 2 CASES 

 The intent of this order is for the parties to complete all discovery and for the court to rule
on all dispositive motions within 36 months following the filing of the complaint.

 This order does not alter the application of Illinois Supreme Court Rule 218 –
the 60-day rule.

 Fill in all blanks. Months after  
Complaint filed         Date 

Service of process achieved, responsive pleadings filed,  
treaters’ list with names and addresses sent, audit trail 
(if any) produced, HIPPA order entered, Rule 213(f)(1), 
(f)(2), (f)(3) & Rule 214 written discovery issued no later than 6 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(1), (f)(2), & Rule 214 written discovery 
completed no later than  10 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(2) subpoenas issued no later than  11 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(1) depositions completed no later than 16 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(2) depositions completed no later than 17 ____________ 

Dispositive motions filed and Rule 215 & 216 discovery 
completed no later than  18 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(3) disclosures completed no later than  20 ____________ 

Rule 213(f)(3) depositions completed no later than  34 ____________ 

Case management for trial certification at ____________ a.m. 36 ____________ 

ENTERED: 

__________________________________________ 
Circuit Court Judge 
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Since 1975, Johnson & Bell has accomplished our clients’ legal and business 
objectives. Contact Johnson & Bell President, Robert M. Burke, to  

learn how we can help your organization accomplish its goals.

312-372-0770    |     JOHNSONANDBELL.COM

WHEN A GREAT DEFENSE IS YOUR BEST OFFENSE.

Skilled attorneys ready to address  
your litigation, corporate and  

commercial needs.

Johnson&Bell_Symposium-of-the-Judges_Ad.indd   1Johnson&Bell_Symposium-of-the-Judges_Ad.indd   1 11/18/22   3:43 PM11/18/22   3:43 PM
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13th Annual

JUDGESSymposium
WITH THE

Wednesday, November 30th, 2022

Hon. Bridget Jane Hughes, Trial Section
Judge Hughes was appointed as an associate judge in the Cook County Circuit Court in 
March 2007. She was assigned to the 3rd Municipal District in Rolling Meadows and has been 
reappointed to four–year terms with the latest running through June 30, 2023. In 2018, Hughes 
was transferred to the Trial Section of Law Division.

Before joining the bench, Judge Hughes began her legal career as an assistant Cook County 
state’s attorney. She then joined the law firm of Thomas M. Tully & Associates in Chicago where 
she focused on real estate taxation and litigation. 

Judge Hughes volunteers with the Alliance for Early Childhood and After School Matters and is 
a member of the Women’s Board for the Lincoln Park Zoo. In 2015, Judge Hughes received the 
Public Service Award from the Northwest Suburban Bar Association.

Hon. Thomas V. Lyons II, Trial Section
Judge Lyons presides over jury trials in the Trial Section of the Law Division. He was appoint-
ed to the bench in 2008, beginning his judicial career in traffic court before being assigned 
to a jury trial room in the First Municipal District. 

Judge Lyons began his legal career as a prosecutor with the Cook County State’s Attorney, 
where he worked in the Criminal, Narcotics and Special Prosecutions Bureaus. He was a lead 
prosecutor at 26th and California before transferring to the Civil Actions Bureau. He served 
as Deputy Chief of the Civil Actions Bureau before leaving for private practice. 

Judge Lyons also worked for a plaintiff ’s personal injury firm concentrating in aviation. 
Throughout his private practice career, he tried dozens of criminal and civil cases to verdict 
in state and federal courts, and he argued before the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals and 
the Illinois Supreme Court. 

3:05 - 3:50pm			   SESSION 3 - TRIAL SECTION I: Up until trial

				    Hon. Bridget Jane Hughes, Trial Section
				    Hon. Thomas V. Lyons II, Trial Section
				    Hon. Robert E. Senechalle Jr., Trial Section 
				    Discussion Leader: John Patton, Managing Partner, Patton & Ryan LLC

Topics 
•  Continuances Rule 231 
•  Settlement conferences 
•  The impact of Illinois Supreme Court timelines on discovery 
•  Motions in limine 
•  Jury selection – strategies, questionnaires, COVID effect on jury pools
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13th Annual

JUDGESSymposium
WITH THE

Wednesday, November 30th, 2022

Hon. Robert E. Senechalle Jr., Trial Section
Judge Senechalle sits in the Trial Section of the Law Division. He was appointed a Cook County Circuit Court 
associate judge in 2005 and was initially assigned to the 1st Municipal District Traffic Center and was reassigned 
to the 4th Municipal District. In November 2011, Judge Senechalle was assigned to Calendar 64 in the Chancery 
Division, where he heard mortgage foreclosure and mechanic’s lien cases. In 2017, he was transferred to the 
Law Division, Trial Section. 

Senechalle served as a member of the Special Supreme Court Advisory Committee for Justice and Mental 
Health Planning until September 2014.

Immediately prior to joining the bench, Senechalle was in private practice in Forest Park, where he focused on 
commercial litigation and business law.

Discussion Leader: John Patton, Managing Partner, Patton & Ryan LLC

John is the founder and president of Patton & Ryan, LLC, in Chicago where he focuses his practice on handling 
cases involving general tort, professional malpractice, construction defects, insurance coverage and bad faith, 
transportation, and products liability for insurance companies and major corporations across the country. 
received his law degree from DePaul College of Law in 1983.  In his nearly 40 years of practice, John has been 
retained by corporations to try hundreds of catastrophic loss cases nationwide.

John is consistently recognized as a top defense trial lawyer in Illinois and throughout the country, including 
Leading Lawyers, Super Lawyers, Elite Lawyers and Martindale Hubbell. John’s trial work has been recognized 
by the Jury Verdict Reporter with an award for Defense Attorney Achievement and for Outstanding Defense 
Verdicts.

John also is very involved in the legal community through his extensive bar association participation including, 
American Bar Association, Illinois Defense Trial Lawyer Association, National Council of Self-Insurers, American 
Trucking Association, and the Chicago and Illinois State Bar Associations.



147 | 13th Annual Symposium with the Judges©2022 Law Bulletin Seminars LAWBULLETINSEMINARS.COM

OUTLINE FOR SEMINAR TOPICS 

 

I. SETTLEMENT NEGOTIATIONS 

A. Communication with the trial court  

B. How best to effectively inform the trial court of all significant factual and legal issues so that 

we can have a meaningful conference 

C. Authority to settle case 

D. Setting up a timeline for settlement negations and pre-trial motions in limine 

E. Continuing negations during trial 

F. Finding a compromise; a high low agreement 

 

II. MOTIONS IN LIMINE 

A. Parties should meet to determine all motions that are agreed and which motions will be 

contested.  

B. Organization of supporting documents, exhibits, depositions and caselaw 

C. Timeline for pre-trial motions 

1. How many days to set aside for pre-trial motions 

2. Ruling prior or during trial 

D. Substantive motions in limine vs. theoretical discussions of the current law  

E. When is enough actually enough 

F. Granting request to file written responses to Motions 

 

III. JURY SELECTION 

A. Size of the venire 

1. The number of prospective jurors called depends on the issues and length of case 

B. Questioning the venire 

1. Questionnaires 

2. Time Limits on questioning venire 

3. Numbers of prospective jurors questioned at one time 

4. Selection of individual juror 
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5. Time limits on entire selection process  

6. Order of attorneys during questioning 

7. Challenges 

C. Jury Selection or Jury indoctrination 

1. How much leeway in rehabilitation of juror 

 

IV. JURY INSTRUCTIONS  

A. When to submit some or all instructions to trial court 

B. Non-IPI instructions 

C. Pre-instructing jury 

D. Limiting instructions during trial 
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Time Standards for Case Closure in the Illinois Trial Courts  
Effective July 1, 2022 

 

Family/Juvenile Categories 

Case Type/Category % Complete Time in Months 
to Completion 

Time in Days 
to Completion 

Notes 

 
DC 

75% 9 Months 274 Days  
Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
90% 15 Months 457 Days 
98% 18 Months 548 Days 

 
DN 

75% 9 Months 274 Days  
Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
90% 12 Months 365 Days 
98% 15 Months 457 Days 

JD 90% 3 Months 91 Days Date of Filing to Disposition 
(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 

98% 6 Months 183 Days 
 

JA 
75% 6 Months 183 Days Date of Filing of the TPR or Final 

Order/Judgment 
(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 

90% 15 Months 457 Days 
98% 24 Months 731 Days 

 
FA 

75% 9 Months 274 Days Custody & Paternity; Date of Filing to Final 
Order/Judgment 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
90% 15 Months 457 Days 
98% 18 Months 548 Days 

 
JV 

75% 9 Months 274 Days  
Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
90% 15 Months 457 Days 
98% 18 Months 548 Days 

 
AD 

75% 9 Months 274 Days  
Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
90% 15 Months 457 Days 
98% 18 Months 548 Days 

 
Criminal/Quasi Criminal Categories 
 

Case Type/Category % Complete Time in Months 
to Completion 

Time in Days 
to Completion 

Notes 

 
CF 

75% 18 Months 548 Days  
Date of Filing to Sentencing/Dismissal 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
90% 24 Months 731 Days 
98% 30 Months 913 Days 

CM 
DV 

75% 6 Months 183 Days  
Date of Filing to Sentencing/Dismissal 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 90% 9 Months 274 Days 
98% 12 Months 365 Days 

DT 
MT 

75% 9 Months 274 Days  
Date of Filing to Sentencing/Dismissal 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 90% 12 Months 365 Days 
98% 15 Months 457 Days 

TR 
OV 
QC 
CV 

75% 3 Months 91 Days  
Date of Filing to Sentencing/Dismissal 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM)  
98% 

 
6 Months 

 
183 Days 
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Time Standards for Case Closure in the Illinois Trial Courts  
Effective July 1, 2022 

 
Civil Case Categories 
 

Case Type/Category % Complete Time in Months 
to Completion 

Time in Days 
to Completion 

Notes 

Complex: 
ED 
FC 
LA 
CH 
PR 

75% 18 Months 548 Days  
 

Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 
(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 

 

90% 24 Months 731 Days 
 

98% 
 

36 Months 
 

1096 Days 

General: 
AR 
GC 
LM 
MR 

75% 12 Months 365 Days  
 

Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 
(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 

90% 18 Months 548 Days 
 

98% 
 

24 Months 
 

731 Days 

Summary: 
EV 
MH 
SC 
TX 

75% 6 Months 183 Days  
 

Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 
(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 

 
98% 

 
12 Months 

 
365 Days 

GR 75% 6 Months 183 Days Date of Filing to Appointment of 
Guardian                                              

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
98% 12 Months 365 Days 

 

Other Case Categories 
 

Case Type/Category % Complete Time in Months 
to Completion 

Time in Days 
to Completion 

Notes 

CC 75% 6 Months 183 Days Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 
(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 98% 12 Months 365 Days 

 
OP* 

 
98% 

 
3 Months 

 
91 Days 

 
Date of Filing to Order/Judgment  

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 

 
CL 

75% 3 Months 91 Days  
Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
98% 6 Months 183 Days 

 
MX 

75% 9 Months 274 Days  
Date of Filing to Final Order/Judgment 

(Case Closed per 1/1/22 RKM) 
90% 12 Months 365 Days 
98% 15 Months 457 Days 

 
*There is an assumption the majority of Order of Protection cases are initiated by a petition for an emergency 
order.  The case is closed upon entry of the first order in the case.  If the first order is for an emergency order of 
protection, any further interim or plenary proceedings are post-judgment. 
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Time Standards for Case Closure in the Illinois Trial Courts  
Effective July 1, 2022 
Case Category Descriptions 

Family & Juvenile: 
Category Code Category Title Category Description 

DC Dissolution with Children Dissolution of marriage or civil union, declaration of 
invalidity (annulment), petitions for legal separation, or 
separate maintenance as defined in 750 ILCS 5/303 when at 
the time of filing there are minor children 

DN Dissolution without Children Dissolution of marriage or civil union, declaration of 
invalidity (annulment), petition for legal separation, or 
separate maintenance as defined in 750 ILCS 5/303 when at 
the time of filing there are no minor children 

JD Juvenile Delinquent Addicted minors as defined by the Substance Use Disorder 
Act (20 ILCS 301/1-1 et seq.) in the Juvenile Court Act of 
1987 (705 ILCS 405/4-1 et seq.) or delinquent minors as 
defined by the Juvenile Court Act of 1987 (705 ILCS405/5-
101 et seq.) 

JA Juvenile Abuse & Neglect Dependent, neglected or abused minor as defined by 705 
ILCS 405/2-1, et seq. of the Juvenile Court Act of 1987 

JV Juvenile Minors requiring authoritative intervention as defined by 
705 ILCS 405/3-1 et seq. of the Juvenile Court Act of 1987 or 
to any other proceedings initiated under 705ILCS 405/1-1 et 
seq. of the Juvenile Court Act of 1987 

FA Family Proceedings to establish the parent-child relationship, 
notice to putative fathers, and certain actions relating to 
child support 

AD Adoption Cases filed pursuant to 750 ILCS 50/0.01 et seq 

Criminal & Quasi-Criminal: 
Category Code Category Title Category Description 

CF Criminal Felony Complaint, information or indictment is filed in which at 
least one count charges a felony as defined in the Unified 
Code of Corrections (730 ILCS 5/5-1 et seq.) (Class M, X, 1, 
2, 3, or 4) 

CM Criminal Misdemeanor most serious charge carries a penalty of less than one-year 
imprisonment, limited to Class A, B or C offenses as defined 
in the Unified Code of Corrections (730 ILCS 5/5-1 et seq.) 

DV Domestic Violence Violation of domestic battery under Section 12-3.2 of the 
Criminal Code (720 ILCS 5/12-3.2). 

DT Driving Under the Influence (DUI) charging a violation of a statute, ordinance, or regulation 
governing driving or operating under the influence of 
alcohol, other drug, or combination thereof under Section 
11-501 of the Illinois Vehicle Code (625 ILCS 5/11-501), 
Section 5-7 of the Snowmobile Registration and Safety Act 
(625 ILCS 40/5-7), and Section 5-16 of the Boat Registration 
and Safety Act (625 ILCS 45/5-16) and not classified as a 
felony 

MT Major Traffic Class A, B, or C as defined by Supreme Court Rule 
501(f)(1)(i), except DUI cases. 

TR Minor Traffic Class P or B as defined by Supreme Court Rule 501(f)(1)(ii) 

OV Ordinance Violation violation of a local ordinance is charged, other than a traffic 
ordinance 

QC Quasi-Criminal Any offense classified as Petty or Business as defined in the 
Unified Code of Corrections (730 ILCS 5/5-1 et seq.), which 
is not otherwise defined as a DT, MT, TR, or CV case 

CV Conservation As defined by Supreme Court Rule 501(c) 
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Time Standards for Case Closure in the Illinois Trial Courts  
Effective July 1, 2022 

 
Civil: 

Category Code Category Title Category Description 
ED Eminent Domain Proceedings involving compensation to an owner for 

property taken for public use 
FC Foreclosure Residential or commercial foreclosure proceedings 

LA Law Tort, contract, and a variety of other actions in which the 
damages sought are greater than $50,000 

CH Chancery Complaints for equitable relief in matters such as contract 
actions, trusts, and title to real property 

PR Probate Estates of decedents and missing persons 

AR Arbitration Arbitration-eligible cases are defined by Supreme Court 
Rules 86 - 95 

GC Governmental Corporation Petition seeking consideration by the court on new matters 
not included in the permanent case containing such matters 
as organization, appointment of officers, approval of bonds, 
and routine orders confirming annexation 

LM Law Magistrate Tort, contract, and a variety of other actions in which the 
damages sought are $50,000 or less 

MR Miscellaneous Remedy Review of administrative decisions (other than of a tax 
commission) and a variety of other actions that include 
change of name, demolition, and corporation dissolution 

EV Eviction Commercial or residential eviction proceedings and for any 
proceeding for ejectment 

MH Mental Health Proceedings involving hospitalization, discharge, or 
restoration to legal status 

SC Small Claims Tort or contract for money not in excess of $10,000, 
exclusive of interest and costs (defined in Supreme Court 
Rule 281) 

TX Tax Annual tax sale, petitions for tax deed, objections, and a 
variety of other actions relating to the collection of taxes 

GR Guardianship Guardianship of a minor, person with a disability, or an 
estate of any person under the Probate Act of 1975, as 
amended 

 
Other: 

Category Code Category Title Category Description 
CC Contempt of Court Direct or indirect contempt of court, for charges initiated 

against a person who is not a party to the action in which 
the contemptuous conduct allegedly occurred, including a 
juror who has been impaneled 

OP Order of Protection Any petition for an order of protection, petition for stalking 
no contact order, firearms restraining order, or civil no 
contact order 

CL Civil Law Civil law violations as defined in Supreme Court Rule 585 

MX Miscellaneous Criminal Variety of actions for civil processes relating to criminal 
proceedings such as search warrants, grand jury 
proceedings, statutory summary suspensions (when no DT 
case exists), probationer transfers, eavesdropping, seized 
property, sealing and expungement petitions (when no 
criminal case exists), habeas corpus and administrative 
subpoenas 
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NOTICE

Having conferred with representatives from plaintiffs’ and defendants’ bar 
associations on the protocol for processing the multitude of motions requesting 
relief from the Judgment Interest Act Amendment (735 ILCS 5/2-1303[c]), 
effective immediately, all such motions shall be subject to the provisions set 
forth below.

The motions include, but are not limited to:  

A) Staying the application of the Judgment Interest Act Amendment;

B) Tolling of requirement(s) of the Judgment Interest Act Amendment;

C) Declaring the Judgment Interest Act Amendment unconstitutional;

D) Applying the finding of unconstitutionality of the Judgment Interest Act
Amendment entered on May 27, 2022 in the case of Hyland, etc. v. Advocate
Health and Hospitals Corporation, et. al., 2017-L-003541, to any case prior to
trial.

All such motions may be filed in all applicable cases and shall remain pending
and continued generally, with all issues preserved, until such time as all avenues
of appellate review on the constitutionality of the Judgment Interest Act
Amendment have been exhausted and a final order from the Illinois Supreme
Court is issued.

Attorneys shall not notice or submit such motions before the assigned Law
Division Judges, nor submit orders for entry on these motions.  

All orders previously entered on such motions are deemed vacated, and such
motions will remain pending and continued generally, with all issues preserved,
until such time as all avenues of appellate review on the constitutionality of the
Judgment Interest Act Amendment have been exhausted and a final order from
the Illinois Supreme Court is issued.

Motions filed in cases assigned for trial shall remain with, and be decided by,
the assigned trial judge.
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF COOK COUNTY, ILLINOIS
COUNTY DEPARTMENT, LAW DIVISION

)
In Re: Law Division Video Court Proceedings )

)
)

Standing Order for Participation in Court Proceedings by Video Conference or Telephone

This order is applicable to non-testimonial court proceedings and evidentiary hearings or 

bench trials where testimony is taken in the Law Division. The Circuit Court of Cook County 

appreciates the rapid adaptation to remote proceedings being made by counsel and parties. The 

Court appreciates and encourages the cooperation and ingenuity which has been shown by 

counsel in developing new approaches.  Parties are encouraged to confer and propose specific 

alternatives to these protocols which may be appropriate to their particular case and continued 

developments in available technology. 

Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 45, a court may permit one or more case 

participants to participate in a proceeding remotely by telephone or video conference. In a 

proceeding where the court has determined that participants may participate remotely and where 

no sworn testimony is taken, the protocols herein shall be followed and constitute appropriate 

safeguards under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 45.

Pursuant Supreme Court 241, for good cause shown, a court may permit one or more 

participants in a civil trial or evidentiary hearing testify by video conference. In a proceeding 

where a court has ordered that participants may testify by video conference, including 

proceeding from remote locations, the protocols ordered herein shall be followed and constitute 

appropriate safeguards under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 241.
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Pursuant to Illinois Supreme Court Rule 241 in compelling circumstances a court may 

permit one or more participants to testify in a civil trial or evidentiary hearing by telephone. This 

order does not authorize or establish protocols for testimony in a civil or evidentiary hearing by 

telephone. When such a proceeding is authorized, the court shall establish protocols by separate 

order.

Illinois Supreme Court Rules authorize the court to shift or apportion costs associated 

with a telephone or video conference proceedings and to take whatever action is necessary to 

ensure that the cost of remote participation is not a barrier to accessing the courts. Each party 

shall bear its own costs unless ordered otherwise by the court in separate order. Parties are to be 

mindful of cost considerations and they are asked to assist the court in identifying ways that 

remote access can be used to eliminate barriers of access justice.  

It is hereby ordered:

1. Witnesses may appear and offer testimony remotely and by video conference. The video

conference shall be initiated by the court or by a videoconference service. A video conference 

shall allow the court, counsel for the participants, the parties, the court reporter and any testifying 

witness, while testifying (collectively, the “Participants”) to contemporaneously participate in the 

proceeding, each from separate locations, which shall include the ability for each Participant to 

be heard and to hear the other Participants at all times. 

2. A video conference or telephone proceeding may be observed by the public by contacting 

the Court for public access or by connection to a link or access protocol listed in the court order 

setting that proceeding.

3. No person may record the proceeding without an order of court, other than an assigned 

Court Reporter as defined by the Court Reporters Act (705 ILCS 70/1) and for purposes 
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permitted under Illinois Supreme Court Rule 46. In addition to violating applicable laws, persons 

who record the proceedings without an order of court are in violation of this order and have 

committed said violation in the presence of the court presiding. 

4. Pursuant to the Illinois Supreme Court’s Order dated March 17, 2020, M.R. 30370, at 

para. D.2., the Court shall consider as evidence any sworn testimony given remotely in the video 

conference trial proceedings as though the testimony were given live in the courtroom. Presence 

by a Participant on a videoconference trial proceeding is presence before the court and 

statements or actions taking place on the video conference when the judge is present are 

statements or actions in the presence of the court. 

5. Persons authorized to administer oath including court reporters and certified shorthand 

reporters as defined by the Court Reporters Act (705 ILCS 70/1) and the Clerk of the Circuit Court of 

Cook County and her assistant clerks may administer oaths to any witnesses remotely, with the 

same force and effect as though the witness was appearing live in the courtroom.

6. The Parties waive any right they may have to be present in the courtroom and/or to 

present their witnesses by physical presence in the courtroom for the proceeding.

7. The video conference shall allow the Court to see all Participants simultaneously such 

that the Court and court reporter will know who is speaking. Each Participant shall mute his or 

her microphone if not speaking/testifying. Each attorney appearing remotely must have 

telephone available, for use in the event of technical difficulty.

Counsel shall ensure reasonable accommodations for Participants with disabilities which 

may affect their equal access to the proceedings and shall confer with the court for any assistance 

to accommodation. 

8. The parties shall provide an email address from each witness to the court record to which 

any login credentials which may be sent to that witness. The witnesses shall participate in the 
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proceeding solely by using the credentials provided. No counsel shall provide a witness with 

other credentials, nor shall the witness access the proceeding using any credentials other than the 

credentials provided. A witness may be given notice to appear by subpoena pursuant to Illinois 

Supreme Court Rule 237 (b). Notice or subpoena shall include any videoconference credentials 

and the telephone number of the attorney who has issued the subpoena or notice.

Subpoenas to Third-Party Witnesses.  Each subpoena to a third-party witness must state 

the following in the box for the “Place” to appear: “Testimony will be given by remotely by 

video conference.”  A copy of this Standing Order for Participation in Court Proceedings by 

Video Conference or Telephone and any order of the court scheduling the proceeding must be 

attached to the subpoena and served on the witness.

9. The witness’s video and audio feed shall be contemporaneously accessible by each of the 

Participants. In the event that the counsel for any party becomes aware or suspects that counsel 

or any Participant may have been disconnected from the video conference, such counsel shall 

promptly so state on the record and all questioning shall cease. Parties shall cooperate with 

respect to any delays occasioned by connectivity issues or the need to ensure that all counsel of 

record for any Party is participating in the hearing and the effect that it may have on proceedings 

where the court has ordered time limitations.

10. Each witness shall be advised before his or her testimony of the following protocol for 

such testimony: the witness must be alone in a quiet room during the testimony, may not use a 

virtual background, and is ordered to turn off all electronic devices except for the device 

enabling participation in the hearing and to refrain from exchanging any electronic messages or 

other communication during their testimony. 

Where a witness testifies from a remote location and no neutral representative or 

representative of an adverse party is present in the room with the testifying witness, care must be 

taken to ensure the integrity of the examination.  The testifying witness may be examined by 

counsel for any party regarding the identity of all persons in the room during the testimony. 
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Prior to commencement of the proceeds, counsel representing a witness or producing that 

witness pursuant to subpoena shall instruct the case participant that (a) he or she may not 

communicate with anyone during the examination other than the examining attorney or the court 

reporter and (b) he or she may not consult any written, printed, or electronic information during 

the examination other than information provided by the examining attorney

11. Depending on the technology used by the Videoconferencing Service, witnesses shall 

remain in a “waiting room” or on “hold” until they are called to testify. During such time, the 

witness shall not be able to see or hear the proceedings. After the witness’s testimony is 

completed, the witness shall be disconnected from the Videoconference Service. If sequestration 

is necessary, the Parties agree to the use of a mechanism that ensures the witness is unable to 

view or hear the proceeding until such time as the witness is called to testify.

Counsel and Participants may not use chat features or other system features to 

communicate with the court in any manner that unseen by the other participants or is otherwise 

an ex parte communication. 

12. A witness shall comply with any order excluding or sequestering witnesses which has 

been granted to the same extent to which it applies to a proceeding taking in the courtroom and 

in the presence of the Court. To the extent to which a person or member of the public is able to 

view or hear the proceedings, an exclude witness or party may not access the proceeding. 

Counsel shall advise witnesses and parties of this order.  

13. Any exhibits or other demonstrative evidence to be presented to the witness by any Party 

shall be provided to the all parties and the Court not less than 7 days prior to the hearing. The

parties shall confer and determine which exhibits or demonstrative evidence shall be provided to 

the witness at his or her physical location prior to the witness commencing his or her testimony, 
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and which may be provided by the Videoconference Services in real time during the hearing. The 

parties shall advise the Court and seek a court resolution of any disagreement or objections to 

this protocol for presentation no less than 3 days before the hearing. This process regards the 

sharing of documents with witnesses and does not indicate a ruling regarding admissibility or 

waiver of arguments. 

14. At the commencement of the hearing and where otherwise appropriate, the Court may 

make findings that: (a) all Participants have indicated for the record that they can all see and hear 

the proceedings; and (b) counsel, the Parties and witnesses are visible and audible to the Court.

15. No later than 24 hours prior to the proceeding counsel for each party shall test and ensure 

that technology to be used by their client and Participant appearing pursuant their request or 

subpoena is functional, appropriate for compliance with this protocol. Counsel shall ensure 

proper lighting and acoustics, such as to be visible to and easily heard by the other participants. 

Counsel shall ensure that any video conference systems or equipment are sufficiently understood 

by each Participant to allow participation. Counsel shall be responsible to ensure his or her own 

bandwidth, the proper functioning of equipment. 

16. The prevailing party or such other party as the court shall direct shall submit a draft order 

of court in accordance with Illinois Supreme Court Rules 271 or 272 within one hour of the 

conclusion of any proceeding under this order, unless otherwise ordered by the court. 
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Wednesday, November 30th, 2022

Hon. Elizabeth M. Budzinski, Trial Section
Judge Budzinski hears jury trials in the Law Division of the Circuit Court of Cook County. She 
joined the bench as an associate judge in April 2003 and has been assigned to Traffic Court, 
Domestic Relations, and a Law Division motion calendar. Judge Budzinski was appointed a 
member of the Supreme Court Committee on Jury Instructions in Civil Cases and she is a 
member of the Judicial Conference of Illinois. 

Judge Budzinski is active in local bar associations including the Illinois State and Chicago Bar 
Associations and serving as president of the Women’s Bar Association of Illinois. 

Before joining the bench, Judge Budzinski served as an assistant Cook County state’s attorney 
assigned to the Criminal Appeals Division. She also was an associate and partner at Wilson, 
Elser, Moskowitz, Edelman & Dicker (Chicago) where she concentrated in complex litigation of 
breach of contract, claims against agents and brokers, employment law, medical malpractice, 
construction, civil rights actions and the Federal Debt Collection Practices Act. She has tried 
numerous cases to verdict in all her practice areas.

Recently the American Board of Trial Advocates recognized Judge Budzinski with their 2022 
Judge of the Year award.

4:00 - 4:45pm			   SESSION 4 - TRIAL SECTION II: Getting trial done			 

				    Hon. Elizabeth M. Budzinski, Trial Section
				    Hon. Janet Adams Brosnahan, Trial Section 
				    Hon. Thomas More Donnelly, Trial Section 
				    Discussion Leader: Lou Cairo, Managing Partner, GWC Injury Lawyers LLC

Topics 
•  Evidentiary Objections 
•  Objections to the Use of Demonstrative Exhibits 
•  Jury Instructions 
•  Use of Special Interrogatories 
•  Technology in the Courtroom 
•  Resolving Unexpected Situations in the Courtroom 
•  Supreme Court Rule 213 objections 
•  Time Limits or No Time Limits During Trial 
•  The Use and Challenges to the Reptile Theory of Trial
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Hon. Thomas More Donnelly, Trial Section
Judge Thomas More Donnelly presides in the Trial Section of Law Division. He joined the Circuit 
Court of Cook County in 2000 and has been assigned to the First Municipal District presiding over 
traffic and domestic violence courtrooms, and heard misdemeanor jury trials as well as civil trial 
calls. 

Judge Donnelly has been very active in judicial organizations and initiatives. He served as the 
reporter for the Supreme Court Committee on Professional Responsibility and is a member of 
the Committee on Jury Instructions in Criminal Cases, the Advanced Judicial Academy Planning 
Committee, and the Judicial Conference of Illinois. The Illinois Supreme Court appointed Judge 
Donnelly chair of its Committee on Education. In December 2015, he was appointed as chair of 
the Board of Trustees of the Illinois Judicial College. On December 21, 2017, Judge Donnelly was 
appointed a member to the newly formed Illinois Supreme Court Commission on Pretrial Practices. 
In 2019, he was appointed to serve as Judicial College Board of Trustees Liaison to the Illinois 
Judicial College Committee on Judicial Education for a term expiring June 30, 2024.

Prior to joining the bench, Judge Donnelly was an assistant public defender at the Cook County 
Public Defender’s Office, Appeals Division, later becoming supervisor of the Training and 1st 
Municipal District Divisions. In 1997, he became a supervisor in the office’s post-conviction unit.

Judge Donnelly is a frequent lecturer including serving as an adjunct professor at Loyola University 
School of Law and the University of Chicago Law School’s Mandel Legal Aid Clinic and he has 
lectured at Washington and Lee School of Law, Marquette University Law School and DePaul 
University College of Law.

Hon. Janet Adams Brosnahan, Trial Section
Judge Brosnahan was elected to the Circuit Court of Cook County in 2002. In her 20 years 
on the bench, Judge Brosnahan has presided over more than 100 civil and criminal jury trials. 
She is currently assigned to the Law Division at the Daley Center in downtown Chicago, where 
she presides over high-value and complex civil jury trials. From 2002-2014, she served in the 
5th District suburban courthouse located in Bridgeview, Illinois. 

As a civil litigator before her judicial career, Judge Brosnahan represented labor unions, ERISA 
trust funds, individuals and corporations. She appeared regularly in both the state and federal 
trial courts. She argued before U.S. Court of Appeals for the 7th Circuit, the Illinois Supreme 
Court and the Illinois Appellate Court. 
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Discussion Leader: Lou Cairo, Managing Partner, GWC Injury Lawyers LLC0
Lou is the owner and managing partner of the GWC Injury Lawyers firm, formerly known as 
Goldberg Weisman and Cairo LTD. He has spent his career representing catastrophically 
injured people, and the families of those who lost their lives due to negligence of companies 
and individuals.

Lou has spent the majority of his 39 years as a trial lawyer concentrating on the representation 
of members of the union building trades throughout the state. He has successfully tried 
numerous cases in Cook County and the collar countries, and we are pleased to have Louis 
here today to act as moderator of this esteemed panel of trial judges.  

Lou is active in the legal community serving as past president of the Society of Trial Lawyers, 
past Board of Managers of the Illinois Trial Lawyers Association, and active member of the 
American Association for Justice, Chicago Bar Association, Illinois State Bar Association and 
Justinian Society of Lawyers.

Lou has consistently been honored with the distinction of being named to the Leading 
Lawyers Network and to the list of Illinois Super Lawyers for his accomplishments on behalf 
of his clients.
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15.00 
PROXIMATE CAUSE 

15.01 Proximate Cause—Definition and Use 

When I use the expression “proximate cause,” I mean a cause that, in the natural or 
ordinary course of events, produced the plaintiff's injury. [It need not be the only cause, nor the 
last or nearest cause. It is sufficient if it combines with another cause resulting in the injury.] 

[If you decide that a [the] defendant[s] was [were] negligent and that his [their] negligence was a 
proximate cause of injury to the plaintiff, it is not a defense that [something] [or] [someone] else may also 
have been a cause of the injury. However, if you decide that the defendant’s conduct was not a proximate 
cause of the plaintiff’s injury, then your verdict should be for the defendant.] 

Instruction revised August 2021; Notes on Use and Comment revised October 2021. 

Notes on Use 

This instruction in its entirety should be used when there is evidence of a concurring or 
contributing cause to the injury or death. In cases where there is no evidence that the conduct of any 
person other than a single defendant was a concurring or contributing cause, the short version without the 
bracketed material may be used. The second paragraph should be used only where there is evidence 
tending to show that the conduct of the defendant[s] was not a proximate cause of the occurrence and the 
conduct of third persons or outside instrumentalities was the proximate cause of the occurrence. 

Comment 

The Committee modified this instruction in 2007 with the intent of making it more 
comprehensible and conversational. That modification used the word “and” in the first sentence instead of 
“or.” “Or” is a more accurate statement of the law and more consistent with the predecessor instruction 
and case law. “That” is preferred usage in place of “which.” 

In negligence actions and in other cases which involve the violation of statutes and ordinances, 
the injuries, death or loss of support must have been caused by the negligence or particular statutory 
violation alleged in the complaint. The jury is informed that one of the elements of the plaintiff's case is 
that the conduct of the defendant is a proximate cause of the plaintiff's damages or injuries. See IPI 
B21.02. This instruction, defining proximate cause, should accompany those in which the phrase 
“proximate cause” is used, e.g., IPI 11.01 and IPI B21.02. 

An instruction encompassing the bracketed material of the first paragraph is proper where there is 
evidence that something or the acts of someone other than the negligence of the defendant, or intoxication 
of a person who has been sold or given intoxicants, was a proximate cause of the injury or death. James v. 
Checker Taxi Co., 22 Ill.App.2d 22, 159 N.E.2d 12 (1st Dist.1959); Harrold v. Clinton Gas & Elec. Co., 
205 Ill.App. 12 (3d Dist.1917); St. Clair v. Douvas, 21 Ill.App.2d 444, 158 N.E.2d 642 (1st Dist. 1959); 
Heitz v. Hogan, 134 Ill.App.3d 352, 480 N.E.2d 185, 191-92; 89 Ill.Dec. 299, 305-06 (4th Dist.1985). 
However, some courts have determined that if the only possible cause of the occurrence is the conduct of 
A single defendant, the use of the long form of the first paragraph might be confusing to the jury. Willson 
v. Pepich, 119 Ill.App.3d 552, 456 N.E.2d 882, 886; 75 Ill.Dec. 61, 65 (2d Dist. 1983).

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Section 15 Page 1 of 3
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Prior to the Illinois Supreme Court's decision in Alvis v. Ribar, 85 Ill.2d 1, 421 N.E.2d 886, 52 
Ill.Dec. 23 (1981), adopting comparative negligence, some cases held that when the only possible causes 
of the occurrence were the conduct of the plaintiff and the defendant, the material in the bracketed portion 
of the first paragraph would be improper because it would prejudice the defendant's defense of 
contributory negligence. Borowski v. Von Solbrig, 60 Ill.2d 418, 431; 328 N.E.2d 301, 308 (1975); 
Budovic v. Eschbach, 349 Ill.App. 163, 167-68; 110 N.E.2d 477, 479 (2d Dist. 1953) (court properly 
refused an instruction containing the bracketed material in a case involving a pedestrian injured by an 
automobile). Cases have also held that the bracketed portion of the first paragraph should not be given 
when the only other possible cause of the harm in question was the plaintiff's predisposition to the injury. 
These cases interpret the bracketed phrase to refer only to the conduct of third persons and not mere 
“conditions.” Lounsbury v. Yorro, 124 Ill.App.3d 745, 464 N.E.2d 866, 870-71, 80 Ill.Dec. 1, 5-6 (2d 
Dist. 1984). 

Some cases have held that it is not necessarily error to give the short form, even when multiple 
concurring or contributing causes are possible. See, e.g., Curry v. Summer, 136 Ill.App.3d 468, 474; 483 
N.E.2d 711, 715-17, 91 Ill.Dec. 365, 369-71 (4th Dist.1985) (although long form would have been 
preferable, short form not error even though there were multiple defendants); Webb v. Angell, 155 
Ill.App.3d 848, 508 N.E.2d 508, 514-15; 108 Ill.Dec. 347, 353-354 (2d Dist. 1987) (short form proper 
onfacts; use of term “any” in short form permits argument that injury had multiple causes); Greene v. 
Rogers, 147 Ill.App.3d 1009, 498 N.E.2d 867, 874-875; 101 Ill.Dec. 543, 550-551 (3d Dist.1986) (same; 
short not error, although long form would have been preferable); Mazur v. Lutheran Gen. Hosp., 143 
Ill.App.3d 528, 493 N.E.2d 62, 69; 97 Ill.Dec. 580, 587 (1st Dist.1986) (short form not error where other 
instructions sufficiently conveyed idea that more than one defendant could be liable). Conversely, it has 
been held error to refuse to give the bracketed portion of the first paragraph when the evidence shows that 
the injury complained of could have been caused by the conduct of two or more persons other than the 
plaintiff or decedent. Heitz v. Hogan, 134 Ill.App.3d 352, 480 N.E.2d 185, 191-192; 89 Ill.Dec. 299, 305-
06 (4th Dist.1985). 

After the adoption of comparative negligence in Alvis v. Ribar, 85 Ill.2d 1, 421 N.E.2d 886, 52 
Ill.Dec. 23 (1981), the Illinois Supreme Court in Casey v. Baseden, 111 Ill.2d 341, 490 N.E.2d 4, 7; 95 
Ill.Dec. 531, 534 (1986), held that the bracketed portion of the first paragraph was properly given in a 
motor vehicle accident case involving only one plaintiff and one defendant: 

While it is possible that the long form of the instruction could, in remote circumstances, 
prove confusing to a jury when only two parties are involved in an accident, we do not think this 
is such a case. Other instructions did not allude to the possible acts of third parties; they clearly 
instructed the jury on how to apportion damages if it found that both parties were negligent and 
advised the jurors to calculate the comparative negligence of the parties assuming that “100% 
represents [their] total combined negligence.” Viewed in their entirety, the instructions fully and 
fairly apprised the jury of the relevant principles . . . relating to treatment of the plaintiff's fault. 

Other recent decisions have demonstrated a similar reluctance to hold that the bracketed portion 
of the first paragraph of the instruction prejudiced a party. See, e.g., Chambers v. Rush-Presbyterian-St. 
Luke's Med. Ctr., 155 Ill.App.3d 458, 508 N.E.2d 426, 431-32; 108 Ill.Dec. 265, 270-71 (1st Dist. 1987); 
Drake v. Harrison, 151 Ill.App.3d 1082, 503 N.E.2d 1072, 105 Ill.Dec. 66 (5th Dist. 1987); Shiner v. 
Friedman, 161 Ill.App.3d 73, 513 N.E.2d 862, 869; 112 Ill.Dec. 253, 260 (1st Dist. 1987); Johanek v. 
Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc., 157 Ill.App.3d 140, 509 N.E.2d 1295, 1305; 109 Ill.Dec. 283, 293 (1st Dist. 
1987); Lee v. Grand Trunk W. R. Co., 143 Ill.App.3d 500, 492 N.E.2d 1364, 1375; 97 Ill.Dec. 491, 502 
(1st Dist. 1986); Roman v. City of Chicago, 134 Ill.App.3d 14, 479 N.E.2d 1064, 1067-68; 89 Ill.Dec. 58, 
61-62 (1st Dist. 1985).

_________________________________________________________________________________________________________
Section 15 Page 2 of 3
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In Willson v. Pepich, 119 Ill.App.3d 552, 456 N.E.2d 882, 886; 75 Ill.Dec. 61, 65 (2d Dist.1983), 
the court stated: 

We agree that the principal reason for not permitting the inclusion of the bracketed 
material in IPI Civil No. 15.01 is no longer present under the doctrine of comparative negligence. 
So long as the doctrine of contributory negligence was a viable doctrine in this State, the 
negligence of the defendant had to be the sole cause of the injury to the plaintiff when the only 
other possible contributing cause was the conduct of the plaintiff herself, and it was for this 
reason that the bracketed material was held to be improper in such cases. 

From these authorities, it may be concluded that , it will rarely be error to give the bracketed 
portion of the first paragraph. 

The Committee again modified this instruction in 2021 with the intent of harmonizing the 
proximate cause instructions formerly found in IPI 12.04, 12.05, and 15.01 into one proximate cause 
instruction to avoid unnecessary confusion and consternation. The first paragraph and its bracketed 
material is unchanged from the prior version of 15.01. The second paragraph in this instruction merges 
the concepts previously conveyed in IPI 12.04 and 12.05 and combines those concepts into one proximate 
cause instruction because “Nomenclature aside, the sole proximate cause theory is simply one way a 
defendant argues that the plaintiff failed to carry its burden of proof on proximate cause – specifically, by 
arguing that the negligence of another person or entity, not a party to the lawsuit, was the only proximate 
cause of the plaintiff’s injuries.” Douglas v. Arlington Park Racecourse, LLC, 2018 IL App (1st) 162962, 
¶ 36, 426 Ill. Dec. 896, 117 N.E.3d 313. As such, “sole proximate cause” is not an affirmative defense. 
Leonardi v. Loyola Univ., 168 Ill. 2d 83, 101, 212 Ill. Dec. 968, 977, 658 N.E.2d 450, 459 (1995). 
Ultimately, the jury is charged with discerning whether plaintiff has carried its burden, not whether the 
defense has negated said proof. 

The second paragraph in this instruction instructs the jury that “[w]here a person is guilty of the 
negligence charged against him, it is no defense that some other person, or thing, contributed to bring 
about the results for which the damages are claimed.” Romine v. City of Watseka, 341 Ill.App. 370, 377, 
91 N.E.2d 76, 79 (2d Dist. 1950); Manion v. Chicago, R.I. & P. Ry. Co., 12 Ill.App.2d 1, 18, 138 N.E.2d 
98, 106-07 (2d Dist. 1956); Liby v. Town Club, 5 Ill.App.2d 559, 565, 126 N.E.2d 153, 156 (1st Dist. 
1955). This form of instruction was approved in Dickeson v. Balt. & O.C.T.R.R. Co., 73 Ill.App.2d 5, 34, 
220 N.E.2d 43, 56 (1st Dist. 1965), aff’d 42 Ill.2d 103, 245 N.E.2d 762 (1969); Ballweg v. City of 
Springfield, 114 Ill.2d 107, 120, 499 N.E.2d 1373, 1379, 102 Ill. Dec. 360, 366 (1986); Berry v. Am. 
Com. Barge Lines, 114 Ill.App.3d 354, 373, 450 N.E.2d 436, 449, 71 Ill. Dec. 1, 14 (5th Dist. 1983), cert. 
denied, 465 U.S. 1029, 104 S.Ct. 1290, 79 L.Ed.2d 692 (1984). In Frank Parmelee Co. v. Wheelock, 224 
Ill. 194, 79 N.E. 652 (1906), and W. Chi. St. R. Co. v. Horne, 100 Ill.App. 259 (1st Dist. 1902), aff’d, 197 
Ill. 250, 64 N.E. 331 (1902), the courts approved the word “blame.” Nonetheless, if the defendant’s 
conduct was not a proximate cause of the plaintiff’s injury, then the plaintiff has failed to carry its burden 
of proof on proximate cause. 
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