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In the

Director’s Chair
by

Christopher T. Boadt
Advertising Rates
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$265

$240

Inside Front Cover . . . . . . . .$750 per issue
Inside Back Cover . . . . . . . . .$750 per issue
Back Cover . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .$600 per issue
Bar Bulletin Board
Standard Text
Rate for LCBA Member . .$1.75 per word
Rate for Non-Member . . .$2.75 per word
Bold Text
Rate for LCBA Member . .$3.50 per word
Rate for Non-Member . . .$4.50 per word
Classified Advertisement may contain as many
words, numbers, symbols and boldface type.
To place an ad or for information on advertising rates, call (847) 244-3143. Submission deadline: first day of month preceding
the month of publication. All submissions
must be made in electronic format (high
resolution PDF or JPG format at a resolution of 300 pixels per inch or more.) See
www.lakebar.org/html/docketRates.asp.
The Docket is the official publication of the
Lake County Bar Association, 300 Grand
Avenue, Suite A, Waukegan, Illinois
60085 (847) 244-3143, and is published
monthly. Subscriptions for non-members
are $45.00 per year.

The ‘Inaugural’ LCBA
Golf Championship
new tradition has begun at the LCBA. The Lake County
Bar Association Golf Championship. On Thursday, July
21, 2011 over 100 golfers gathered at the ThunderHawk
Golf Course in Beach Park on one of the hottest days of the year
to take part in this totally revamped event.

A

The event was chaired by Michael Ori with the assistance of
James Bertucci, Jeffrey Nutschnig and Richard Kopsick.
Some of the new things featured this year included Great Golf at
the well respected ThunderHawk Golf Course, an impressive
Traveling Trophy awarded to the first place team, a Hole in One
Contest featuring a 2011 Mercedes Benz as the prize, Raffle Prizes
donated by members and over $1,000 in Door Prizes distributed
to nearly half of the participants.
For a complete list of hole sponsors please see page 14.
Thank you to the following Host Committee and Raffle
Prize Sponsors:
Beermann & Ori
David Del Re
Attorneys Title Guaranty Fund, Inc.
Austin’s Saloon & Eatery
Knauz Auto Group
Bertucci & Bertucci
Gibson & Associates
Soffietti Johnson Teegan Phillips & Argueta
Mark your calendars now to join us for the 2nd Annual LCBA
Golf Championship on Thursday, July 19, 2012 at ThunderHawk
Golf Course. If you are interested in volunteering to assist with
the planning of this event please feel free to contact me at
chrisb@lakebar.org.

Reproduction in whole or part without permission is prohibited. The opinions and positions stated in signed material are those
of the authors and not necessarily those of
the Association or its members.
All submitted manuscripts are considered
by the Editorial Board. All letters to the editor and articles are subject to editing. Publications of advertisements is not to be
considered as an endorsement of any product or service advertised unless otherwise
stated.

How to write for The Docket
The Editorial Board of The Docket is always looking for fresh and relevant articles to feature every month.
Feature articles should be a minimum of 1,500 words and a maximum of 3,500. The deadline for submissions is the first day of the month preceding publication. Articles should be submitted electronically in Word
or WordPerfect. The Editorial Board reserves the right to edit articles as they see fit to meet the needs of the
publication. Please send submissions to info@lakebar.org or call (847) 244-3143 with questions.
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President’s Page
by

Perry S. Smith, Jr.
just walked back to my office from the
courthouse. It’s only about 10:00 in
the morning and it is already getting
hot out. Oh well, six months from now I
will be yearning for this warmth when I
make that same trek. I hope that to this
point you have all had a pleasant summer
and been able to enjoy some time with
your families. I especially am hoping that
you all enjoyed our 1st Annual Lake
County Bar Championship Golf Outing
and if you didn’t take home the new travelling trophy for the winners, or, won a
nice raffle prize, that you sipped a refreshing beverage and were overjoyed at not
being in the office. Mike Ori worked really
hard on this event and should be complimented for it. I also hope that you have
taken advantage of our June and July
lunch time social cook-outs at the
Waukegan Harbor. If you haven’t made
one of the first two, get out there for the
third on August 31st. Hey, it ain’t the free
beer from the rush party at Delta House
with Bluto, but for five bucks, you can’t
beat it.

I

We are going to be having some changes
made to the Lawyer Referral Service. One
of those changes is an increase in the fee
for participation in the service. Yeah, I
know, I know, nobody likes the idea of
paying out more, but it has to be done.
Fees are going up to twenty dollars a
month, per panel, for participation. But
think about it. One referral will more than
pay for the annual cost of being in the program, and, if you get more than one client
a year (which you should) you are reaping
benefits that you would not otherwise
have probably had. Another new wrinkle
that we are adding is for an additional fee
of fifteen dollars a month, we will be giving you a direct link to your website,
through our referral site.
While on the subject of the Lawyer Referral Service, we recently received a well
written letter from a new admittee about

one of our service policies. It has long
been the policy of the LCBA that in order
to participate in the service that a member must have been in practice for at least
a year. Apparently the McHenry and DuPage County Bar Associations do not have
this policy and allow a newly admitted
member to participate in their program.
When I make a referral to another lawyer,
I do so because I do not practice in the particular area of law in question, I know the
person to whom I am making the referral,
and, I have sufficient confidence in the
skill and experience of the attorney to
whom I am referring the case to believe
that the client will be well and competently represented. After all, none of us
wants to get that call telling us that the
person we referred
out didn’t get competent representation.
This is the core of
why we adopted
this policy for our
Lawyer
Referral
Service. The Bar Association wants to
know that the attorneys participating in our service
have the experience
to competently represent the public
when they use the
association to find a
lawyer. This doesn’t
mean that we think
a new lawyer
wouldn’t competently
represent
them. But, it does
mean that we want
you to have some
experience before
we start telling the
public that you will

competently represent them by allowing
your participation in the service.
I hope that you will also take the time to
come out to our fall luncheon meeting series. We are going to be using different
venues each month to provide some variety, and are striving to reduce the cost associated with the luncheons. September’s
meeting will feature the VLP Awards, in
October we are hoping to have Jim Grogan
from the ARDC address us again, and, for
November I am trying to get someone
from the hierarchy of our State Bar to address us.
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New Judges Sworn In
hief Judge Victoria
A. Rossetti administered the Oath of Office to the Associate Judges
of the Circuit Court for the
Nineteenth Judicial Circuit
of Illinois on Thursday,
June 29, 2011. Pursuant
to Supreme Court Rule 39,
they were reappointed as
Associate Judges for a term
of office commencing July
1, 2011 and ending on
June 30, 2015.

C

Back Row: Judges Donna Jo Vorderstrasse, Joseph R. Waldeck, Christopher R. Stride, Charles D. Johnson, George D.
Strickland, Brian P. Hughes, and Raymond D. Collins.
Middle Row: Judges Margaret A. Marcouiller, Veronica M. O’Malley, James K. Simonian, Luis A. Berrones, Thomas
M. Schippers, George Bridges, Nancy S. Waites, Michael J. Fusz, and John J. Scully.
Front Row: Judges Helen S. Rozenberg, Wallace B. Dunn, Theodore S. Potkonjak, David P. Brodsky, Sarah P. Lessman,
Mitchell L. Hoffman, and Michael B. Betar. (Unavailable for Photo: Judge Christopher B. Morozin).

Teen Court Scholarships Awarded
ollege scholarships named after Judge
Raymond Collins, Julie Pawl, and Police
Chief Edward Sindles (deceased), the
founders of Teen Court in 1996 were awarded
on June 29, 2011. All three scholarship winners are recent graduates of Warren Township
High School.

C

Pictured left to right: Associate Judge Ray Collins, Jolene Stoller, Katherine Wehde, Julie Pawl, Zachary
Frankiewicz, and Gurnee Police Chief Robert Jones.

Do you have a speaker idea or suggestion for our business meetings?
We would love to hear from you! Just send a note to:
Chris Boadt (cboadt@lakebar.org)
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Chief Judge’s Page
by

Chief Judge
Victoria A. Rossetti
My child is out of control and I can’t take
it anymore.” These are the words of
countless parents who scream out for help
from our juvenile court system. And to see
and hear this is both disheartening and
understandable. Programs which strategically encompass individuals, parents,
family and community; and that address
the multiple determinations of delinquency have been the most successful. We
have such a program, it is called FACE-IT,
Family and Community Engaged in Treatment.
The FACE-IT program is an innovative residential treatment program that was established in October of 1999 and
developed to serve adjudicated delinquent
males between the ages of 13 and 17. The
program was designed on the principles of
“Restorative Justice” where balanced attention for the protection of the community, accountability and the development
of competencies are the focus. The goals
of the FACE-IT program include, but are
not limited to: addressing and modifying
criminal thinking, mental health or substance abuse issues, family conflict, depression, anxiety, educational and school
problems, ADD/ADHD, poor social skills,
adjustment problems, disruptive behavior
and trauma issues utilizing interventions
based on evidence-based practices.
FACE-IT houses 12 residents as well as an
aftercare program. The program strives to
help meet the basic needs of the male juvenile offender and their families in order
to enable them to function productively
within society, be self-sufficient and obtain
a sense of dignity and self worth without
continuing with criminal behaviors. Dr.
Michael Fletcher is the Assistant Director
of the program and leads the team in
treatment management, program development and implementation; as well as
coordinates and monitors the psychology
internship program. Dr. Fletcher has developed a number of programs for the res-

idents: Read for Life, Job-Skills Training
and the Juvenile Domestic Violence Program offering assessments and group
treatment.
Dr. Fletcher’s team includes: Jack Cantor,
who is the lead teacher and was also instrumental in the development of the
reading program, the year long school
program and the earth science program
through the Lincolnshire Garden Club.
Maria Cisneros, LPC, is our in-house therapist and she has a strong concentration
in family work, bilingual services, expressive therapy and most recently the domestic violence initiative. Dr. Fletcher and
Maria Cisneros both facilitate the Thinking for a Change (COG) group and write
grants for juvenile court. And our most recent addition is Dr. Holly Ann Hinton, a licensed clinical psychologist with
experience working with youths in residential treatment.
Our FACE-IT program continually demonstrates the effectiveness of an ecological
approach to dealing with delinquency by
reducing symptomology, criminal activity
and recidivism and improving our youths’
future.

Hosted by young men in the Family and Community Engaged in Treatment program (FACE-IT), the
Lincolnshire Garden Club held their annual Garden
Walk at the Depke Juvenile Justice Complex on June
16, 2011. Several years ago County Board Member Ann Maine, who is also a member of the Garden Club, suggested that the Club develop and fund
a gardening program and include the boys to help
with landscape treatment and outdoor construction
at the juvenile complex site. The photos show some
of their accomplishments.

X
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Foreman, in Name and Deed
ome guys just can’t hold a job. Take,
for example, the resume of Judge
Fred Foreman: from Assistant Public Defender, to Assistant State’s Attorney,
then from State’s Attorney to United
State’s Attorney (never mind the “Assistant” title—
after all, the
name “Foreman” would
seem to predestine you
for more exalted status!).
Finally, from
Partner
at
Freeborn &
By
Peters to Circuit
Judge.
Can this possibly be what
his law school
career counselors advised?!

S

Stephen J.
Rice

I write tongue-in-cheek because Judge
Foreman’s curriculum vitae can otherwise be summarized much too succinctly
for a lead paragraph: Wow! On the other
hand, each segment of Judge Foreman’s
career could serve as an entire article in
itself. So before I sat down with him, I
asked Judge Foreman to think about what
one thing he has taken away from each of
his jobs: what one lesson learned?; what
enduring experience? This was no easy
task, but led to a very enjoyable conversation.
Roots
Before getting to the takeaways, allow me
to set the stage. In Oak Park, Fred Foreman was born in 1948 to a father who
worked in radio and a mother who worked
at the VA Hospital. Judge Foreman’s connection to Lake County came early by
virtue of his grandfather, who owned a
cottage in Gages Lake. That grandfather
was a managing partner of Life Newspapers, which was a collection of suburban
papers that included such titles as Oak
Leaves (covering Oak Park) and Cicero
Life. (Oak Leaves is part of Sun-Times
Media today). In 1958, his parents moved
his family to the cottage, which they winterized and made their home. Even today,
Judge Foreman lives just a few miles from
that location.

Judge Foreman attended Carroll College in Waukesha,
Wisconsin, and was
part of the Air Force
Reserves throughout
most of his higher
education. He was
briefly called to active
duty for assignment
to Southeast Asia via
Keesler Air Force
Base in Mississippi,
but was sent back to
the Midwest because
his unit flew a plane
different from the
one the Air Force utilized in Vietnam
(Judge Foreman was
assigned to Air Force
Intelligence).
In
1974, Judge Foreman graduated from
John Marshall Law
School.
Prelaw and Pepsi
Turning now to his
takeaways, the first predates his legal career, and, in fact, could have taken him on
a different career path altogether. While
attending school, Judge Foreman worked
summers as a truck driver for soft drink
maker PepsiCo. Driving large delivery
trucks, Judge Foreman says he gained the
lifelong ability to pilot and park all sorts of
vehicles. But that wasn’t his takeaway.
Rather, Judge Foreman noted that his colleagues were mostly much older individuals, and working with them matured him
greatly.
Towards the end of his schooling, Pepsi
gave Judge Forman the opportunity to
work in New York City as a sales manager.
Perhaps a sign of his maturation, he instead followed his father-in-law’s “strong
suggestion” that “he consider one of the
professions!”
Communicator
Through law school, Judge Foreman interned with the Lake County Public Defender’s Office, where he landed his first
job after graduating in 1974. There, he
worked with a stable of future judges, in-

cluding Judges Block, Pease, and Smoker.
But “this-is-a-path-to-the-judiciary” was
not his takeaway. Rather, being a public
defender impressed upon him the importance of establishing a relationship and
rapport with clients. In so many ways,
Judge Foreman stated, communication
translates to success.
At a time when Jack Hoogasian was Lake
County’s State’s Attorney, Judge Foreman
considered his first legal career move, and
his friend Mike Waller recruited him to
come to the prosecutor’s office. There, but
for a brief foray into private practice, he
stayed from 1976-1990. The foray into
private practice, which occurred in 1979,
introduced him to running a small business—the business of law, with all of the
feasting and famine that it involves. But in
1980, convinced by friends to run for office, riding the wave of Ronald Reagan’s
election, and only 32 years old, Judge
Foreman became Lake County’s State’s
Attorney.
A Man in the Fore
No wallflower, Judge Foreman’s tenure as
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State’s Attorney was accompanied by his
active involvement in the Illinois State’s
Attorneys Association, as well as in the
National District Attorneys Association.
He served as president of both organizations, and became a faculty member at the
National College of District Attorneys. But
while outreach and networking might
have been a takeaway from this period of
his life, Judge Foreman noted that, as an
elected official, he enjoyed the freedom of
having no boss. “If you were forced to
choose among only those jobs you’ve previously held (those jobs prior to joining the
judiciary),” I asked him, “and you had to
stay in that job forever, which would you
choose?” To this, he answered “State’s Attorney.” In particular, he noted, he derived
great satisfaction from mentoring the attorneys working for him and seeing them
grow and succeed in their careers, either
in the State’s Attorney’s Office, in private
practice, or, continuing today, with those
who have joined him on the bench and
those that practice before him. He also recalled fondly this period of his family’s life,
when his children were young and, working locally, he could spend time with them.

The Docket
Going National
While serving as State’s Attorney, George
H.W. Bush offered him the jump from
state to federal prosecutions by nominating him to be the United State’s Attorney
for the Northern District of Illinois. There
are 93 U.S. Attorneys, but the Northern
District is, of course, one of the largest by
virtue of Chicago’s presence in it. (Illinois
Governors alone seem to keep the office
pretty busy!). Judge Foreman’s Senate
confirmation came early one morning, delayed by Saddam Hussein’s invasion of
Kuwait.
I asked him how being U.S. Attorney differed from being State’s Attorney? For
one, he said, you’re not elected, but rather
you serve at the pleasure of the President.
As we’ve seen recently in the example of
General McChrystal, serving at the pleasure of the President can mean a quick end
to your job. In addition, U.S. Attorneys are
administratively under the U.S. Attorney
General, and Judge Foreman worked
under three during his tenure: Dick
Thornburg, William Barr, and Janet Reno.
Finally, Judge Foreman noted that as a U.S.
Attorney, you have to deal with a certain

August 2011
amount of friction that exists between career employees and Presidential appointees.
The takeaway, however, might be the following: serving the federal government in
such a high position gave him a greater
appreciation for the nation’s history and
political heritage, in part due to the protocol of status and ranking that exists in top
federal posts (he said he often felt treated
like a four-star general, a marked contrast
from his humble roots), but also by virtue
of the trappings of the office, be it the
Dirksen Federal Building and its regal
courtrooms, or the halls of the edifices in
our nation’s capitol city, which he was
called on to visit often.
Bill Clinton’s election resulted in the customary changing-of-the-guard in U.S. Attorney’s offices, as many resign their posts
when a new president is elected. So too did
Judge Foreman in February 1993. This led
him to eleven years in private practice
with Freeborn & Peters, a Chicago-based
but internationally active law firm.
Going Global
At Freeborn, Judge Foreman parlayed his

August 2011
experience as a prosecutor into performing a considerable amount of federal defense work for individuals and
corporations—some national, some international—along with corporate compliance work. He also acted as a Special
Assistant Attorney General in the Illinois
lawsuit against the tobacco industry, obtained a license as an insurance broker to
enable him to represent clients in the insurance industry, and helped manage the
law firm itself.
His takeaway from private practice: different from running large governmental offices, private practice at a major law firm
taught Judge Foreman the value of running a business, including the stresses and
pressure of paying everyone else—associates, staff, not to mention the daily bills—
before paying yourself. Life at a major firm
like Freeborn demanded decision making
on a large scale, both in the internal management of the firm, as well as advising
major institutions in their legal maneuvers.
Going Local
In 2004, Judge Goshgarian announced

The Docket
his retirement and, at age 56, Judge Foreman again sought an elected position in
Lake County, where he has lived throughout his career path. He ran unopposed for
Circuit Judge, and has presided over
felonies in courtroom 204 for most of his
judicial tenure.
I didn’t ask what his takeaway was from
being a judge—it may still be evolving,
after all. However, he noted one peculiar
aspect of returning to the Lake County
courthouse to work with friends and colleagues he’s known for decades: for the
first time in his life with this group of people, he was the least experienced. The nuanced, quotidian decisions a trial judge
makes have presented him with new challenges, especially in contrast to the decisions he was making while managing a
large law firm.
Judge Foreman notes that as his career
has progressed, he’s had a view of people
doing both their best and worst from all
different perspectives: from your common
defendant to your white-collar criminal;
from local public defenders affording zeal-

9
ous representation, to state and federal
prosecutors ensuring just remedies for
grievous wrongs. Today, as noted above,
he greatly enjoys watching the ASAs, PDs,
and members of the private bar in his
courtroom as they develop their legal
practices and skills. So what might the future bring?
One thing seems certain: he doesn’t say
when, but one gets the impression that
Judge Foreman will not be one of those attorneys or jurists who work right up to the
sunset of their lives. Rather, he expresses a
contentment with driving his John Deere
around his several acres outside of
Gurnee or in Door County, and he says he
looks forward to spending more time exploring parts of the world he’s not yet
seen.
Whenever he does retire, his successes
make clear that no one will ever say “there
goes a guy who could never hold a job.”
Stephen J. Rice is an Assistant State’s Attorney in the Civil Division of the Lake County
State’s Attorney’s Office.

PAID ADVERTISEMENT
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You Need to Know!
New Illinois Case Citation Rules
eginning July 1, 2011, Illinois Appellate and Supreme Court cases will
no longer be published in print. The
State of Illinois’ contract with the publisher
of the Illinois Official Reports expires as of
June 30, and will not be renewed. On May
31, 2011, the
I l l i n o i s
Supreme Court
issued Administrative Order
M.R. 3140,
which amends
Supreme Court
Rules 6 and 23
with regard to
the citation of
cases.
By

B

Rebecca J.
Whitcombe

After June 30,
2011, Illinois
cases will only

be published on-line. Each opinion will be
assigned a unique public-domain citation.
Citations to such cases will consist of the
year of the opinion, the issuing court, and
this unique identifying number based upon
the case’s docket number. For Supreme
Court opinions, the identifying number will
be the court’s actual docket number; for appellate court opinions, it will be the last six
digits of the docket number.
Pinpoint citations will be to paragraph numbers within the opinion. This rule applies not
only to new opinions released on or after
July 1, but also to opinions that were filed before that date but not released for publication until on or after July 1.
So, for example, a case decided by the Illinois
Supreme Court will look as follows:
2011 IL 102345
A case decided by the
Second District, with
a pinpoint citation
within that opinion,
will be cited as:
2011 IL App (2d)
101234, 15
Workers’ Compensation cases will have a
“WC” after the number-identifier. If a
subsequent opinion
within the same case
is filed (i.e., upon re-

consideration), the letter “B” will appear
after the number-identifier (or “C” or “D,” for
additional opinions in the same case). Rule
23 opinions will have the letter “U” following the identifier. Any subsequently filed unpublished order in the same case will have
both a “U” and an alphabetic designator
(i.e., “UB”).
Note that, for opinions published before July
1, 2011, the citations will be the same as
they always were – past cases will not be
retroactively assigned identifying numbers
under this system. Moreover, the amended
rules do still allow for (but do not require) citations to the unofficial regional reporters.
More information regarding this new system of case citation can be found on the Illinois Supreme Court’s website, at
http://www.state.il.us/court.
Rebecca Whitcombe is the principal of The Law
Office of Rebecca J. Whitcombe, in Waukegan,
Illinois. She is a member of the Illinois State Bar
Association, the Lake County Bar Association,
and the Association of Women Attorneys of
Lake County. She has written multiple articles
for The Docket and has presented numerous
times at the Lake County Bar Association Family Law Committee’s annual Family Law Seminar. Past publications include “The Child’s
Representative Law After In re Marriage of
Bates,” 93 IBJ 26 (January 2005) and “Child
Sexual Abuse: Adult Survivors, Repressed
Memories, and Stories Finally Told,” UCLA
Women’s Law Journal, Vol. 11, No. 2
(Spring/Summer 2001).
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Annual

Trust & Estate
Conference

4.5 CLE Hours $150
Thursday, November 10, 2011
11:30 –12:00
12:00 – 4:30
4:30 – 5:30

Luncheon
CLE Seminar
Receptiont

Details coming soon!
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F re!

Leader Board

1st place:

Judge George Strickland
Marc Bangser
Paul Bishop
Andy Prindable

2nd Place

Judge Ray Collins
Don Morrison
Joe Morrison
Jim Borcia

Men’s Long Drive

Pat Halliday

Women’s Long Drive

Jacqui Melius

Men’s Closest to Pin

David Kahn

Women’s Closest to Pin Jacqui Melius
Longest Putt

Jeff O’Kelly

14
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Thank You

Inaugural Golf Championship

Hole Sponsors
Attorneys Title Guaranty Fund, Inc.

Juvenile Court Judges

Austins Saloon & Eatery

Knauz Auto Group

Beermann & Ori

LCBA President Perry S. Smith, Jr.

Bella Rappaport

Linn Campe & Rizzo

Bertucci & Bertucci

McDonald Hopkins LLC

Circuit Judge Daniel B. Shanes

Ralph Schwab & Schiever CHTD

Civil Division Judges
David Del Re
Fidelity National Title
Gibson & Associates
Hannigan & Botha, LTD
Joseph M. Modica, CPA

Scariano Himes and Petrarca
Schiller DuCanto & Fleck
Soffietti Johnson Teegan Phillips
& Argueta
The Chief Judge and Felony
Division Judges

August 2011
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New ‘Suitability’ and ‘Know Your
Customer’ Rules Will Benefit Investors
he Securities and Exchange Commission (SEC) has approved two
rules proposed by the Financial Industry Regulatory Authority (FINRA)
which will benefit investors. The new
rules, FINRA Rule 2090 and FINRA Rule
2111, take effect in October, 2011. As
FINRA states
in its Regulatory Notice
11-02,
the
new rules “retain the core
features” of
the current
By
rules and “at
the same time
strengthen,
streamline
and
clarify
them.” Let’s examine the important aspects of the new rules.

T

James J.
Eccleston

First, new Rule 2090, the “Know Your
Customer” rule, applies to the opening
and the maintenance of every account.
The rule requires financial services firms
(and their advisers) to “use reasonable
diligence, in regard to the opening and
maintenance of every account, to know
(and retain) the essential facts concerning
every customer and concerning the authority of each person acting on behalf of
such customer.” The new rule defines “essential facts” as, for example, facts that are
required to effectively service the account.
That would include facts such as those

pertaining to suitability considerations,
discussed below.
An important aspect of new Rule 2090 is
its emphasis on requiring “Know Your
Customer” information not just at the
time that the account was opened, but
also throughout the life of the account relationship with the customer. The account
then may be effectively serviced and supervised. In this regard, FINRA notes in
Regulatory Notice 11-02 that a firm’s relationship with its customers is “dynamic.” As a result, FINRA will require
firms to “verify” the essential facts (and
the suitability rule considerations) “at intervals reasonably calculated to prevent
and detect any mishandling of a customer’s account that might result from
the customer’s change in circumstances.”
The reasonableness of the verification frequency will “depend on the facts and circumstances of the particular case.”

One important aspect is that the new rule
explicitly applies to recommended investment strategies involving securities.
FINRA states in Regulatory Notice 11-02
that the term “strategy” is to be interpreted broadly, and that the rule is triggered when a firm or adviser recommends
a security or a strategy, regardless of
whether the recommendation results in a
transaction. Most critical, FINRA states
that “the term ‘strategy’ would capture a
broker’s explicit recommendation to hold
a security or securities.” FINRA explains
that it is reasonable to make firms and
their advisers responsible for “hold recommendations” because customers may
rely on them for their expertise. Such hold
recommendations, of course, frequently
were made before and during the market
downturn in 2008, causing investors to
lose substantial sums. Securities arbitration may be an option for recovery of
those losses.

Second, new Rule 2111, the “Suitability”
rule, adds important protections for investors. The new rule requires financial
services firms and their advisers to “have
a reasonable basis to believe that a recommended transaction or investment strategy…is suitable for the customer” based
upon information obtained, such as “the
customer’s age, other investments, financial situation and needs, tax status, investment objectives, investment experience,
investment time horizon, liquidity needs,
risk tolerance, and any other information
the customer may disclose.” The new rule
has several important aspects.

Another important aspect of Rule 2111
relates to the investor’s profile. The new
rule expands the list of specific types of information to analyze as part of the suitability analysis. As FINRA puts it, “The
new rule essentially adds age, investment
experience, time horizon, liquidity needs
and risk tolerance to the existing list….”
Those types of information, coupled with
the information listed under the current
rule (financial status, tax status and investment objectives), “generally are relevant (and often are critical)” to the
suitability analysis. As a result, FINRA
will require that firms and their advisers
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“document with specificity their reasonable basis for believing that a factor is not
relevant in order to be relieved of the obligation to seek to obtain information about
that factor.”
Indeed, for emphasis, FINRA adds a separate section to the new rule entitled Customer’s Financial Ability. The rule reads:
“Rule 2111 prohibits a member or associated person from recommending a transaction or investment strategy involving a
security or securities or the continuing
purchase of a security or securities or use
of an investment strategy involving a security or securities unless the member or
associated person has a reasonable basis to
believe that the customer has the financial
ability to meet such a commitment.” This
new rule thus envisions situations in
which an investment recommendation is
unsuitable for an investor because he cannot afford to lose his principal. The new
rule would also apply to an investment
purchase on margin, where the investor
cannot afford to meet a margin call.
Still another important aspect of the rule
relates to FINRA’s formal pronouncement
that there are three main kinds of suit-

ability obligations. These are “reasonablebasis suitability,” “customer-specific suitability” and “quantitative suitability.” The
first duty relates to the determination that
the security or investment strategy recommendation is suitable for at least some
investors. The second duty relates to the
determination that the security or investment recommendation is suitable for the
particular investor. The third duty relates
to the determination that the amount of
the transactions is suitable. FINRA comments that it will consider factors such as
“turnover rate, cost-equity ratio and use
of in-and-out trading” in an account to
determine if the transactions were excessive.
A final important aspect of Rule 2111 relates to institutional investors. FINRA has
maintained its approach to more lightly
regulating conduct between advisers and
their institutional investor clients. Accordingly, firms and their advisers need
not determine that a particular institutional investor is suitable for a recommended transaction or investment
strategy, provided that the institutional investor “is capable of evaluating investment risks independently, both in general
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and with regard to particular transactions
and investment strategies, and whether
the institutional customer affirmatively
acknowledges that it is exercising independent judgment.” Nonetheless, FINRA
has not diminished the firm’s and adviser’s duties with respect to reasonablebasis suitability. This duty applies in full
force and pertains to understanding the
securities and the investment strategies
recommended. In those situations, FINRA
states that firms and their advisers must
understand the “potential risks and rewards associated with the recommended
security or strategy.” Likewise, FINRA
states that the quantitative suitability duty
still may apply to a firm and its adviser,
prohibiting “an unsuitable number of
transactions in those circumstances
where it has control over the account.”
In conclusion, new FINRA Rule 2090, related to knowing your customer, and new
FINRA Rule 2111, related to suitability,
will provide additional protections to investors. That’s good news for both individual and institutional investors.
James J. Eccleston is a securities attorney representing investors nationwide to recover
their investment losses and representing brokers and brokerage firms nationwide in regulatory, compliance, disciplinary and
employment matters. He is the President of
the Chicago law firm of Eccleston Law Offices, P.C.
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Which Spouse Bears Market Loss
in 401(k) Plan Before QDRO Entered?
401(k) plan is a form of a defined
contribution plan. The value of a
401(k) plan (26 U.S.C. 401 (k))
can be determined by looking at the value
of the investments in the account. The account value
reflects market gains and
losses
on
those investments. If the
account value
decreases, the
participant in
the plan bears
the loss, not
the employer.
By

A

Dorothy A.
Voigt

A retirement
plan is property that can
be divided in a divorce action. Divorcing
parties can either agree to settle their
cases or have a trial. It the parties settle,
the property can be divided through
(changed via to through) a Judgment and
Marital Settlement Agreement. If there is
a trial, the judge will enter a judgment ruling on the issues.
When a 401(k) plan is divided in a divorce, a Qualified Domestic Relations
Order (“QDRO”) needs to be entered to
provide the ex-spouse with a portion of
the benefit. QDROs are required to cover
specific information to comply with Section 206(d)(3) of the Employee Retire-

ment Income Security Act (ERISA) and
Section 414(p) of the Internal Revenue
Code (IRC).
Often, it takes months after the divorce is
final for the QDRO to be entered and qualified by the plan. During this time, the
value of the 401(k) plan will fluctuate
along with market gains and losses.
So what happens if there is a large change
in market value to the 401(k) account
after the divorce is entered? As we are
aware, the market dropped substantially
in late 2008 and early 2009.
Each party’s share of the 401(k) account
division pursuant to QDRO after the divorce depends upon the language in the
judgment. If the judgment states that the
division of the 401(k) plan includes market gains and losses and such language is
included in the QDRO, then both parties
bear the risk that the market will either go
up or down. Both parties will obtain the
current value of their portion of the
401(k) Plan after the QDRO is entered.
There can be an issue, however, when the
judgment does not indicate which party is
to bear market gains and losses .
The market crash in late 2008 caused litigation regarding the division of a 401(k)
plan through its QDRO. See In re Marriage
of Cecily B. Schinelli and Bruce G. Schinilli,
Nos. 2-09-0591 & 2-09-1160 cons. (January 12, 2011) DuPage Co. Schostok.

Case Facts: On March 16, 2007, Judge
Linda Davenport entered a judgment dividing the parties’ retirement assets. The
parties had three total IRA accounts, two
401(k) accounts and two other retirement
accounts. The judge divided the assets so
that the overall division of the marital retirement dollar value would be equal. The
property distribution awarded each party
three accounts in each’s own name and
awarded a dollar amount from the husband’s 401(k) account to the wife to
equalize the distribution. The judgment
did not refer to market gains or losses on
that sum.
It was not until November 18, 2008, that
the wife moved for entry of the QDRO. The
husband objected stating that the value of
the plan had dropped drastically due to
market conditions. By April 27, 2009,
when a hearing was held on the issue, the
account in question had dropped from a
total value of $309,423 to $179,830.
The husband’s attorney argued that the
QDRO should be for half of what the Plan
was currently worth. The wife argued that
she should receive the awarded sum of
$152,522. At the close of the hearing, the
trial court awarded the same dollar figure
to the wife as was in the original judgment. This would have resulted in the wife
getting 84.8% of the 401(k) account.
On appeal, the husband argued that the
trial court erred in entering a QDRO that
improperly modified the dissolution order,

Natural
Balance
Massage Therapy
Bring balance back to your life

33 North County, Ste. 401 • Waukegan, IL • www.nbmt.biz

224.280.4385

Specializing in
• 15 Minute Chair Massage
• Company On-Site Chair Massage
30 / 60 / 90 Minute Table Sessions
Open Monday - Saturday • Gift Certificates Available

18
as it awarded the wife $125,000 more
than he received. The husband was bearing all the market loss. The husband asserted on appeal that the trial court
should have divided the 401(k) account so
that the market loss was shared which
would be consistent with the judgment.
The Appellate Court stated that the problem with the judgment wasn’t that it was
ambiguous, but that it was that it was unenforceable. It also stated that it was unfair and contrary to the judgment for the
husband to bear all of the market loss. The
Appellate Court found that the trial court
had originally awarded the parties retirement accounts that were nearly equal in
value. To equalize the distribution the wife
was awarded 50.percent of the 401(k) account and the husband was awarded 49.3
percent of the 401(k) account.
The Appellate Court reversed and remanded with instructions to the trial
court to issue a QDRO awarding 50.7 percent of the 401(k) account to the wife and
49.3 percent to the husband using the
current value. The Appellate Court looked
to the intent of the property division and
made an equitable decision.
Please note that the property division in
this case was not reached in a marital settlement agreement, but rather through a
decision by the trial court judge. Had the
trial court judge simply added the phrase
“plus or minus market gains and losses”
to the judgment, there would have been
no need to appeal this issue.
See also: Romer v. Romer, 2009 WL
4506536 (Ala. Civ. App. December 4,
2009).
Case Facts: The divorce agreement, which
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was signed by the husband on January
28, 2008, and by the wife on March 14,
2008, provided that the wife was to receive $600,000 from the husband’s retirement plan. The judgment entered
March 26 2008. On September 24, 2008,
a QDRO was entered giving the wife
$600,000 from husband’s retirement account. The husband filed a motion to alter
or amend the QDRO on October 21, 2008,
because the value of the account had decreased from $1,700,000 to $1,150,000.
The husband claimed the intent was to
give wife $600,000 plus earnings and
losses. The wife claimed the husband
sought to amend the divorce judgment
and denied that earnings and losses were
to be included. The trial court found the
agreement ambiguous and held that the
wife was to receive 35.5 percent of the
husband’s retirement account. The trial
court ordered a new QDRO be entered.
The wife appealed. The Appellate Court
found that the agreement was not ambiguous and reversed and remanded. The
wife was to get $600,000.
See In re Marriage of Carrier, 332
Ill.App.3d 654 (2002) for contrary case to
Schinelli. When the Carriers divorced,
they entered into an agreement providing
the wife with a sum from the husband’s
IRA. At the prove-up the husband testified
that he understood that the wife would receive that sum regardless of whether the
market value of the account rose or fell
following the entry of the judgment. The
account value had decreased by the time
the wife was back in court on a Petition for
Rule to Show Cause regarding the property transfer. The trial court awarded a
proportionate interest in the IRA account
to the wife, not the sum provided in the
judgment, so that both parties assumed
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some of the market loss. The Appellate
Court reversed and remanded with instructions to award the wife the full sum
in the original judgment plus interest.
The deciding factor in this case was the
husband’s testimony at the prove-up regarding the sum awarded to the wife, unlike in Schinelli, where the judge made the
decision and neither party had agreed to
the specific language used.
ERISA and the IRC do not require the
QDRO to indicate whether or not market
gains or losses are to be taken into account. Most practitioners include this information in QDROs to avoid the above
issues. You can save yourselves and your
clients a lot of trouble if you reference
market gains and losses on a 401(k) or
other type of defined contribution plan in
both the judgment, Marital Settlement
Agreement and the QDRO. So let the
above litigation serve as a warning to add
the phrase “plus or minus market gains
and losses” to any Marital Settlement
Agreement section and QDRO regarding
the division of a defined contribution
plan.
Dorothy A. Voigt has practiced with Schiller
DuCanto and Fleck LLP since 2000. She concentrates her practice on the evaluation and
analysis of retirement plans in association
with the litigation of complex family law
matters. Ms. Voigt is pursuing an L.L.M. in
Employee Benefits at John Marshall Law
School and received her Juris Doctor degree
from IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law in
1992.

August 2011

The Docket

19

An Exceptional Legal Life
Michael Schostok Receives ITLA’s Lifetime Achievement Award
ichael Schostok has led an exceptional life in many regards.
One of them was on display recently at the National Walk to End Brain
Tumors, which took place in Libertyville,
among other locations. Michael’s family
created
a
team for the
walk
and
named
it
“Team Grizzly.”

M

Now, if you
only
knew
that Michael
is a trial attorney
who
By
works for one
of the more
prominent
personal injury firms in Illinois, you might assume
that “Team Grizzly” was a metaphor. Perhaps Michael envisions himself as possessing the fight of a cornered grizzly bear
when he appears at the trials in which
millions or tens-of-millions of dollars are
at stake. Or, perhaps he views himself as
possessing the work ethic of a grizzly,
prowling a river for the fattest salmon.
Maybe the metaphor simply reflects his interests: like grizzlies prowling a river for
food, Michael enjoys fishing and hunting.

Stephen J.
Rice

On display at the National Walk was proof
of a more straightforward explanation for
the moniker “Team Grizzly.” Michael’s
family held what looked like a picket sign
(perhaps evocative of another metaphor:
the walkers were protesting brain tumors), only the sign contained no words
of protest but rather an enlarged photograph of Michael kneeling over a dead
grizzly bear. The picture was—well, exceptional!
Taught by his father, Michael has been a
lifelong hunter, beginning with squirrels
and deer—good local fare—but progressing recently to more exotic species in a
South African hunting expedition. Eight
new mounts from that trip will soon join
the bearskin rug in the Schostok’s finished

basement. The bear,
of course, was not
local, but rather shot
with a bow in
Olympic
National
Park in Washington.
Exceptionalism has
characterized
Michael’s legal career, which began
with his 1986 graduation from Capital
University
Law
School in Columbus,
Ohio. He was recently
lauded by the Illinois
Trial Lawyers Association, which
awarded him the Leonard M. Ring Lifetime Achievement Award. The Lifetime
Achievement Award is presented annually at the association’s banquet by a committee appointed by the association’s
president. Michael is a longtime ITLA
member and served as the association’s
president in 2003-2004.
The idea for a legal career began long before Michael applied to law school.
Michael’s father Stephen Schostok was a
lawyer in Chicago. Stephen started a solo
practice directly upon graduating from
DePaul, and he was later a named partner
with Laser, Schostok, Kolman & Frank.
The firm maintained a general law practice for over 30 years, and Stephen’s expertise included corporate, banking, and
insurance law, with which he advised
clients in real estate development and acquisition. Stephen’s positive influence put
Michael on the path to lawyerhood from
his childhood onward.
In fact, Michael might have entered the
legal trade even without his father’s influence, for Michael has had a lifelong interest in history. He has even stated that if he
hadn’t become a lawyer, he probably
would have taught history. Perhaps no
discipline shares a closer kinship to legal
study than history, particularly in a common law system such as ours, and the
connection to our common-law past exists most directly in Michael’s chosen field

of tort law. Michael has stated that if he
could lunch with anyone, living or dead,
he would choose Thomas Jefferson, who
was a strong advocate of the jury system.
Law school was a good choice for another
reason: Michael met his wife, Justice Mary
Schostok, while in there. She relates that
they never met their first year—he was in
Section A, she in B—but in a second-year
class, he entered the room and she took
notice. Mary will tell you that she pursued
him, and he, thinking she was just friendly
with everyone, took some time to realize
it! By January they were dating, and on
September 19, 1987, they married. Part
of their lifetime achievements include
Marisa, Gina and Michael, their children.
As his lifetime achievement award indicates, many clients, but also the legal profession, have benefitted from Michael’s
decision to forgo teaching and become a
lawyer. “Team Grizzly” might well evoke
another metaphor. A grizzly is an exceptional creature in its environment. As the
ITLA Lifetime Achievement Award illustrates, Michael Schostok’s presence in the
legal domain has been no less exceptional.
Stephen J. Rice is an Assistant State’s Attorney in the Civil Division of the Lake County
State’s Attorney’s Office.
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Board of Director’s Meeting
Prior Minutes
With a single correction, A motion was duly made, seconded,
carried and it was resolved that
the minutes from the May, 2011
Board Meeting were approved

Minutes
By

Keith
Grant,
Secretary

New Members
A motion was duly made, seconded, carried and it was resolved that the Board approved
new members to the Lake
County Bar Association. The
Board, on behalf of the bar, welcomes the following members:
Attorney Membership
Joseph D. Zeit
Elaina Tramel
William A. Montgomery
George T. Pappas
Thomas M. Badenhausen
Linda J. Kozil
Lora Fausett
Michael Kelley
Perry Accardo
Daniel Loring Hodgkinson
Associate Membership
Margaret Morettini
Treasurer’s Report
As of May 31, 2011, the bar is
holding $26,267.93 in its accounts. The Association has not
needed to access the approved
line of credit offered by the Bar
Foundation and it does not appear that this loan will be necessary in the near future. Should
the Association find this loan to
be necessary, a renewal of the
agreement between the Association and the Foundation will be
required. Treasurer Michael
Conway, working with President
Smith and Executive Director
Chris Boadt, has formulated a
proposed budget through midyear 2012. Planning cautiously,
it is anticipated that Total Income for the next twelve months
will be $458,100.00. This projection does not take into consid-

eration recent developments and
proposals being made by the
newly formed CLE Committee.
An adjustment to the Lawyer Referral fee structure will also generate
additional
revenue.
Currently, placement on a referral panel (being listed for referral
in a particular practice area)
costs $125 with each additional
panel costing $25. It is proposed
that each panel listing will now
cost $200 if paid annually or
$20 per month. Expanded listings will bill at $350 annually or
$35 per month. Members opting
for an Expanded Listing will be
able to link to their website and
include more detailed descriptors
of their available services as well
as displaying selected images
with their listing.
Under last year’s Operating
Agreement between the Bar Association and the Bar Foundation, the Foundation received the
administrative support of the Association and provided 10% of
the Association’s operating
budget. For this coming year, the
Foundation is expected to cover
12.5% of the Association’s expenses. President Smith then
noted that this percentage does
not accurately reflect the significant outlay of administrative
and logistical support the Association Staff has and will continue to provide to the
Foundation. Particularly the
time and cost associated with
supporting the Bar Foundation
Gala necessitates a re-calculation of the Operating Agreement. President Smith has
worked with Treasurer Conway
and Executive Director Boadt
and reached a consensus that an
increase to 15% of operating expenses is necessary to properly
cover the support provided by
the Association. Therefore, Pres-

MEMBERS PRESENT
Perry Smith
President
Marjorie Sher
First Vice-President
Steve McCollum
Second Vice-President
Michael Conway
Treasurer
Keith Grant
Secretary
Elizabeth Rochford
Immediate Past President
Hon. Joann Fratianni
Donald Morrison
Michael Ori
Gary Schlesinger
Hon. Daniel Shanes
Mark Van Donselaar
Chris Boadt
Executive Director
Rebecca Whitcombe
Liaison from The Docket

ident Smith proposes that he be
authorized to approach the Bar
Foundation seeking a modification of the Operating Agreement
to reflect their covering of 15%
of the operating expenses of the
Association.
A motion was duly made, seconded and carried and it was resolved to grant authority to
President Smith to seek a modification of the Operating Agreement between the LCBA and the
LCBF, in that, the LCBF will pay
an amount equal to 15% of the
operating expenses of the LCBA.
A motion was duly made, seconded and carried and it was resolved
to
approve
the
modification to the structure of
referral panel fees.
A motion was duly made, sec-
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onded and carried and it was
resolved to approve the Treasurer’s Report.
Report of the President
Several current Association
members have recently contacted the Association seeking
to obtain Lifetime Membership
status. This prompted an audit
of the current categories of
membership and the requirements of each category. According to the By-Laws of the
Association, Lifetime Membership is available to those members who are no longer
engaged “in the active practice
of law”. The next phase of the
membership audit will require
the Association to contact
each Lifetime Member and all
those seeking Lifetime Membership status and request an
affirmation that they are not
engaged in the active practice
of law. Henceforth, this affirmation will be a standard part
of the transition to Lifetime
Membership status.
A motion was duly made, seconded and carried and it was
resolved to make an “affirmation of withdrawal from the
active practice of law” an integral part of transitioning to
Lifetime Membership status
and to continue the membership audit as set forth above.
Prairie State Legal Services recently contacted the LCBA
through outgoing President
Rochford. Prairie State pointed
out that their operating Bylaws require that Attorney Directors of that organization be
appointed by the LCBA or similar organization. Prairie State
has proposed that the Association appoint Hon. Jane Waller
(ret.) to fill an Attorney Director position. It was the sense of
the Board that Judge Waller
was eminently qualified and
wholly appropriate to fill this
position. It was also the sense
of the Board that, as this appointment is under the auspices of the Association, future
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appointments should be undertaken with greater involvement of the Association and
its membership at large.
A motion was duly made, seconded and carried and it was
resolved to appoint Hon. Jane
Waller (ret.) to the Board of Directors of Prairie State Legal
Services as an Attorney Director at Large.
President Smith determined
that the recommendations of
the By-Laws Committee established
under
President
Rochford’s
administration
should be acted upon. President Smith therefore established a By-Laws Committee
charged with drafting By-Laws
changes consistent with the
recommendations of the previous committee. The Committee will be Keith Grant (Chair),
Steve McCollum and Donald
Morrison.
President Smith noted that the
Real Estate and Probate Committee has approached the
Board regarding a proposed
seminar in Puerto Rico. In furtherance of this effort Mark
Chavin and Carrie Lincoln
were contacted via conference
call. The proposed seminar
would be held over a long
weekend, preferably the February President’s Day holiday,
and would be in addition to
their other seminar offerings
which would continue as normal. A discussion of the financial implications showed that
the total cost per attendee
would be on par with costs of
other similar programs and
are not projected to result in a
loss to the Association. CoChairs Chavin and Lincoln indicated
an
expected
attendance of 25 to 30 attorneys as well as additional
guests.
A motion was duly made, seconded and carried, and it was
resolved that the Real Estate
and Probate Committee is au-
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Grapevine
Achievements and other notables:
The Illinois Supreme Court appointed Alan Pearlman to its EBusiness Committee, which is tasked with proposing “new
ways of doing court business through electronic means.”
h t t p : / / w w w. s t a t e . i l . u s / c o u r t / m e d i a / P r e s s Rel/2011/060811.pdf
Justice Mary S. Schostok was installed
as second vice president of the Illinois
Judges Association at the organization’s
Annual Meeting on June 3.
Jeff O’Kelley joined the Lake Forest law
firm Lesser, Lutrey & McGlynn, LLP.
Perry Smith’s presidency was noted in
Jeff O’Kelley
the June 16 Lake County News-Sun.
http://newssun.suntimes.com/news/5993300-418/perrysmith-new-county-bar-prexy.html
Lawyers in Love:
Joe Fusz became engaged to Nicole E. Larson.

Assistant State’s Attorney Marc Bangser married Gina Lolita
Frank in Des Plaines on June 18. (pictured above)
Judge George Strickland and
his wife Jackie Bange recently
celebrated their 10th Anniversary by renewing their vows.
(pictured to left)
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thorized to continue its planning for a seminar in Puerto
Rico, particularly to gage projected attendance which must
equal or exceed any hotel
room block contracted by the
Association.
President Smith indicated the
selection of Committee cochairpersons was nearly complete but that a question had
arisen regarding the viability
of the Corporate Counsel Committee due to a perceived lack
of interest from the membership. Board Member Van Donselaar proposed that a letter be
sent to identified corporate
counsel LCBA members inquiring as to their interest in
maintaining the Committee
and their willingness to serve
as a Committee Chairperson.

A motion was duly made, seconded and carried, and it was
resolved that Board Member
Van Donselaar will prepare the
above-referenced letter.
The Legal Aid Committee has
indicated a desire to alter its
name to reflect the evolution
of its function. As the Committee now involves itself in many
community outreach activities, it is seeking a name that
reflects this effort beyond
merely the offering of “Legal
Aid” (it is anticipated that the
re-vamped committee will be
involved in diverse community
outreach and charitable activities, some of which are not directly related to the practice of
law). It was the sense of the
Board that this effort is laudable and that the name change

THANK YOU!
The following attorneys have accepted
Pro Bono cases through Prairie State
Legal Services in July 2011.

Agnes Prindiville
Dwayne Douglas
Joel Schechter
Burr Anderson
Kathy Curtin
Ann Conroy
Thad Gruchot
Damon Park
Mike Conway
Steven Weinstock
Scott Williams
Deborah Goldberg
Julia Carpenter
To volunteer, please contact Susan Perlman
at sperlman@pslegal.org or 847-662-6925.
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is appropriate. The Committee
is charged with proposing a
new name and mission statement for itself.
Report of the CLE
Committee
The CLE Committee has met
and established its oversight of
the CLE offerings of the Association as a whole. Individual
committees will continue to
prepare and present seminars
and brownbag training opportunities, with coordination
through the CLE Committee.
This will ensure a uniform and
high quality CLE product at all
LCBA functions and enhance
the revenue stream of the Association. In addition to the
training opportunities offered
by the practice area committees, the CLE Committee will
endeavor to put on an additional six trainings per year.
These trainings will be overseen by each of the six members of the committee and
cover a theme selected by that
member.
The LCBA pays a certification
fee to the IL MCLE Board
which authorizes the Association to put on a specified number of “programs” per year. Per
the MCLE Board, a “program”
is any single event where CLE
credit is offered. Thus, a two
day seminar and a 30 minute
business meeting would each
count as 1 “program” against
the fee. In order to maximize
the CLE benefit to LCBA members, any committee wishing

to offer CLE credit for any event
will be required to coordinate
that offering in advance with
the CLE Committee.
Announcements & Events
Mike Ori again reminds members of the July 21st LCBA Golf
Championship and Million
Dollar Shoot-Out to be held at
the Thunderhawk Golf Club.
On July 27, the LCBA will host
another “No Frills – Just Lunch
– Simply Social” at the
Waukegan Marina Picnic Area
from 11:30am until 1:30pm.
No speeches, no awards, no
CLE, just brats, soda & LCBA
friends.
The Criminal Law Committee
has scheduled its Annual Conference for September 22-23,
to be held at the Pfister Hotel in
Milwaukee, Wisconsin.
On October 26, the Association will hold a Membership
Luncheon featuring guest
speaker Jim Grogan of the
ARDC.
The July Board of Directors
Meeting is scheduled for July
22nd.
There being no additional
business, it was duly moved,
seconded and carried and it
was resolved that the meeting
was adjourned.
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LCBA

Bulletin
Board
DOWNTOWN WAUKEGAN
SALE OR LEASE
222 N. County St., Two adjacent Office Condos available. 5,729 sq ft
$485,000 and 6,027 sq ft
$515,000. Both units $940,000.
Seller financing available. Will lease
3 or more offices. Fully furnished if
required. 35 parking spaces. City
Garage across the street. Virtual
Tour: www.tjproperties.com.
(847) 680-4740

The Docket

In the

Months Ahead...
September 22-23, 201
Annual Criminal Law Conference
October 26, 2011
Membership Luncheon:
Featuring Jim Grogan, ARDC
November 10, 2011
Estate Planning Conference

DOWNTOWN WAUKEGAN
209 W. Madison - 1/2 block to
Courthouse - Elevator - Parking; All
or part of suite - 5 offices, large conference room, kitchen. First class facility. Call (847) 244-1436.
DOWNTOWN WAUKEGAN
Across from Courthouse, 275-1800
square feet. Janitorial provided.
Well maintained. Space available.
33 N. County & 325 Washington.
Please call Ron Pollack at (847)
482-0952.
OFFICE BUILDING FOR SALE
218 N. County St, Waukegan,
2,457 sq ft masonry building. 13
Parking spaces. City Garage across
the street. Asking $245,000. Seller
financing available. Virtual Tour:
www.tjproperties.com. (847) 6804740.

To place an ad
or for information
on advertising rates, call

(847) 244-3143
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November 18, 2011
Foundation Dinner Dance Gala
December 9, 2011
LCBA Holiday Party
Please call (847) 244-3143 to confirm dates,
time and location of event before you attend

(847)

244-2272

1534 Washington Street • Waukegan
FREE pick-up & delivery to LCBA Members
Serving Lake County for 42 years

Banners
We can
print up
to
Signs
63” wide
Call for d
Posters
etails
Laminating
Fast Copies
Vehicle Wraps
Promotional Items
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August 2011

Mission Control
Launching the Bar Foundation Toward Greater Heights
ere you one of the lucky ones who attended the inaugural Foundation Dinner Dance
Gala last year? If so, you know what a great time the event was and how your support of the event assisted three very worthwhile legal related charities. This year is already shaping up to be bigger and better! The goal of the Gala this year is to increase attendance
and thereby increasing our charitable contributions.

W

How Can You Help?
• Save the Date: Friday, November 18, 2011 – Genesee Theatre, Waukegan
• Buy a ticket yourself and encourage your colleagues to join you for an exciting evening
• Buy raffle tickets...this is your chance to win the 50/50 raffle
• Place an advertisement in the evening program book
• Become a major sponsor of the event
• Solicit your friends with businesses to donate items for the silent auction
• Want to be a part of the success, volunteer to help with the planning in advance or the execution on the evening of the Gala
Who are the beneficiaries this year?
The Foundation Board is in the process of reviewing applications of those organizations desiring to be one of the beneficiaries of this year’s Gala. If you know of a worthwhile legal related charity in Lake County, please encourage them to submit a Grant Application. Grant
applications are available on our website (www.lakebar.org) under the “Foundation” tab.
Thank you for your anticipated support. Together we will continue to make a difference in Lake
County!

Save the Date
Foundation Dinner Dance Gala
Genesee Theatre, Waukegan
Friday, November 18, 2011
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300 Grand Avenue, Suite A
Waukegan, IL 60085
Tel: 847-244-3143
Fax: 847-244-8259
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nd

Annual Shred Event

Friday, September 9, 2011 from 8 - 11 a.m.
At LCBA Office: 300 Grand Ave • Waukegan

LCBA Members shredded over
12,000 pounds in 2010
Clear out your storage space of outdated files and
enjoy a cup of coffee with fellow LCBA members.
Bring your old storage files to the LCBA to be
shredded in accordance with NAID (National
Association for Information Destruction) and
the operational security standards for HIPAA,
FACTA, and GLB.
Please notify us at 847-2443143 if you plan to shred more
than 10 banker boxes
of material.

Scan the QR Code (Quick Response Code) to the left to learn more about the LCBA
Mentor Mentee Program. Smart phone users can download an application to scan
this code. We recommend QR Reader for the iPhone and QuickMark for the Android.
Or visit: www.lakebar.org/lake-county-bar-members/mentor-program

